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Natural and engineered media usually involve combinations of solid, fluid and porous layers,
and accurate and stable modelling of wave propagation in such complex multilayered media is
fundamental to evaluating their properties with wave-based methods. Here we present a general
stiffness matrix method for modelling waves in arbitrary multilayers. The method first formulates
stiffness matrices for individual layers based on the governing wave equations for fluids and solids,
and the Biot theory for porous materials. Then it utilises the boundary conditions considered at
layer interfaces to assemble the layer matrices into a global system of equations, to obtain solutions
for reflection and transmission coefficients at any incidence. Its advantage over existing methods is
manifested by its unconditional computational stability, and its validity is proved by experimental
validations on single solid sheets, porous layers, and porous-solid-porous battery electrodes. This
establishes a powerful theoretical platform that allows us to develop advanced wave-based methods
to quantitatively characterise properties of the layers, especially for layers of porous materials.

I. INTRODUCTION

Multilayered media are ubiquitous in nature as well as
in engineering structures, with examples spanning from
minerals and the Earth’s crust to composite laminates
and electrochemical systems (such as batteries). The
layers normally consist of different material types, com-
monly involving solids and oftentimes fluid and porous
layers. The resulting structures are generally complex,
with a representative case being the electrodes of lithium-
ion batteries, with two fluid-saturated porous layers
coated on a thin solid metal sheet.

Consequently, multilayered media typically exhibit
unique structural and functional properties. Achieving
and maintaining the properties relies strongly on non-
destructive methods to evaluate them and to monitor
their changes. Ultrasonic testing is frequently used for
this purpose and has facilitated many application areas,
such as the estimation of the thicknesses of thin lay-
ered sheets [1, 2], the inspection of composite laminates
[3, 4], and the characterisation of the layered structures
of lithium-ion batteries [5, 6]. Such evaluations generally
utilise the information about the layers that the ultra-
sonic waves carry after interacting with them. Therefore,
for an ultrasonic method to deliver optimal results, un-
derstanding the wave interactions with the layered media
through physical models is essential.

Matrix formulations are most commonly used for such
models with arbitrary numbers of layers. As the earli-
est formulation, the transfer matrix method [7, 8] relates
the stresses and displacements at one interface of a layer
to those at the other interface. With continuity at the
interfaces considered, the method produces a matrix for
the entire system by multiplying the matrices of individ-
ual layers. Solving the final matrix equation in different
ways can deliver solutions for wave reflections and trans-
missions as well as guided waves in the system. How-
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ever, it suffers from computational instability at large fd
(f is frequency and d layer thickness) as inhomogeneous
evanescent waves arise [9, 10]. To resolve this problem,
a number of alternative formulations were proposed, and
the global matrix method [11, 12] emerged as one of the
preferred substitutes. Instead of using matrix multipli-
cations, the global matrix method assembles the transfer
matrices of all layers into a global system of equations.
Its stability is achieved by eliminating the diverging expo-
nential terms using different spatial origins for the partial
waves [13, 14]. Another attractive approach to achieving
computational stability at large fd is the stiffness matrix
method [15, 16], which uses a stiffness matrix to link the
stresses at the two interfaces of a layer to the respective
displacements. This method can be implemented in a re-
cursive form [15] similar to the matrix multiplication of
the transfer matrix method, and can also be formulated
in a global matrix form [16] in the same fashion as for
transfer matrices. Both forms are unconditionally com-
putationally stable. These matrix-based methods have
received numerous applications in various fields, most no-
tably in seismology [17], ocean acoustics [18], composites
[19, 20] and guided ultrasonics [21, 22].

Although the matrix formulations focused mainly on
solid layers and occasionally on fluid ones (e.g. [23, 24]),
significant attention also centred on the development of
matrix descriptions for porous layers. The formulations
were mostly based on the Biot theory [25–28] to describe
the complex wave mechanics in fluid-saturated porous
media. They all utilised transfer matrices to model the
Biot waves in individual porous layers, but relied dif-
ferently on matrix multiplication and global matrices
to assemble layer matrices. The matrix multiplication
method only applies to layered systems containing pure
porous layers [29, 30] or alternating fluid/solid-porous
layers [31], while the global matrix method is a more gen-
eral model for arbitrarily stacked fluid, solid and porous
layers [32, 33]. These developments have seen applica-
tions in, e.g., seismology [34] and sound-absorbing ma-
terials [33]. They are particularly useful for the inverse
determination of important properties (porosity, tortu-
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osity etc.) for porous materials [33, 35], and compared
to non-matrix based inversion studies that are limited
to single/double-layered settings [36–38], they can deal
with more complex cases with many layers of different
types. However, the aforementioned instability problem
arises, not only in the instability-prone matrix multipli-
cation method but also to the supposedly-stable global
matrix method. The problem in the former case occurs
constantly at large fd [30], while that of the latter case,
according to our analyses, arises less predictably at large
incident angles of porous layers.

In this work, we present an intrinsically-stable stiffness
matrix method for layered media with arbitrary numbers
of fluid, solid and porous layers. The novelties and ad-
vantages are threefold. Firstly, the proposed method em-
ploys stiffness matrices to describe individual layers and
uses global matrices to model assembled layers. Owing
to the superior stability of both formulations, the pro-
posed method exhibits intrinsic computational stability,
and most importantly, it works exceptionally well for the
cases that challenged existing methods. This allows us
to reliably model highly-transmissible waves and guided
modes that involve large wave angles in porous layers.
Secondly, the proposed method is optimised to have sim-
ple expressions for both stiffness matrices and bound-
ary conditions even for complex porous layers, thus en-
abling much easier computer implementation. Lastly, the
proposed method is validated against experimental mea-
surements to be working well for arbitrary single solid
sheets, porous layers, and porous-solid-porous combina-
tions. Based on the contributions, advanced ultrasonic
techniques may be developed to characterise the prop-
erties of layered media, and an imperative application
is to quantify the performance determinants of porous
electrodes in lithium-ion batteries.

The paper is organised as follows. Section II provides
a concise review of the well-established wave physics in
different layer materials. Then Sec. III presents the pro-
posed stiffness matrix method, demonstrating how the
wave physics in individual layers are modelled by stiff-
ness matrices and how the layer matrices are assembled
into global matrices to obtain wave solutions. This is fol-
lowed by experimental validations in Sec. IV to showcase
the applicability of the method to complex layered me-
dia with a single solid/porous layer and multiple porous-
solid-porous layers. Section V concludes this paper.

II. WAVE PHYSICS IN INDIVIDUAL LAYERS

We address a general problem of wave propagation in
an arbitrary multilayer, as illustrated in Fig. 1. The
medium contains n layers with infinite dimensions in the
x- and y-directions, and layer i is defined by interfaces
zi−1 and zi in the z-direction with thickness di = zi −
zi−1. The layered system is bounded by half-spaces 0 and
n+ 1 on the two sides.

Individual layers in the system are each occupied by

a fluid, elastic solid or fluid-saturated porous material.
All three types of materials are treated as macroscopi-
cally isotropic and homogeneous. Wave propagation in
individual layers is governed by different wave physics,
depending on the nature of the layer material. The well-
established governing equations in the three considered
materials are reviewed in this section, and the stiffness
matrix method will be formulated based upon them in
the next.

A. Fluid and solid layers

We start with fluid and solid layers that involve rel-
atively simple wave physics. With linear elasticity as-
sumed and body forces neglected, wave propagation in
fluid and solid materials is governed by the wave equa-
tion [39]

∇ · σ − ρ(∂2u/∂t2) = 0, (1)

where u(x, t) and σ(x, t) are the particle displacement
field and the stress tensor, both as function of the po-
sition x and time t. ρ is the mass density of the mate-
rial. ∇ denotes the vector differential operator, namely
∇ = [∂/∂x, ∂/∂y, ∂/∂z]T. The stress tensor σ is related
to the strain tensor ε by the generalised Hooke’s law,
given differently for fluid and solid materials by

p = Kεkk, (2)

σij = (K − 2G/3)εkkδij + 2Gεij , (3)
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FIG. 1. Wave propagation in a multilayered medium with
fluid, solid and porous layers. The medium has n layers and
is bounded by half-spaces 0 and n+1. An incident wave from
0 induces a reflected wave back into 0 and a wave transmitted
through the layers to n+1. Layer i is defined by the interfaces
of zi−1 and zi and the thickness of di = zi − zi−1. Each
layer is consisted of a fluid, solid or fluid-saturated porous
material. There is one wave (longitudinal L) in fluid, two
waves (longitudinal L and shear S) in solid, and three (fast
L1 and slow L2 longitudinal, and shear) in a porous material.
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where fluid has an omnidirectional stress p (also known as
pressure) as a result of dilatation εkk, while solid exhibits
direction-dependent stress σij (i, j ∈ {x, y, z}) due to
dilatation εkk and shearing εij (i 6= j) in the medium.
Note that Einstein summation over the repeated index
k from x to z is assumed for the dilatation εkk. δij is
the Kronecker delta. K and G are the bulk and shear
moduli. The strain component εij and dilatation εkk are
related to the displacement field by

εij = (∂ui/∂xj + ∂uj/∂xi)/2, (4)

εkk = εxx + εyy + εzz = ∇ · u. (5)

Substituting the above strain-displacement relation
into the Hooke’s law and then into Eq. 1 leads to an
equation for the displacement field u. The equation can
be further written for the scalar ϕ and vector H poten-
tials by using the Helmholtz decomposition [39, 40]

u = ∇ϕ+∇×H. (6)

The two potentials describe respectively the longitudi-
nal (dilatational) and shear (rotational) waves in the
medium. For fluids, the vector potential H vanishes due
to the absence of shear waves, and solving the resulting
wave equation for the scalar potential delivers a longitu-
dinal wave solution with wave speed

cL =
√
K/ρ. (7)

For solids, the wave equation is decoupled into two equa-
tions for the scalar and vector potentials respectively.
The two equations give respectively the longitudinal and
shear wave solutions, having the wave speeds of

cL =
√

(K + 4G/3)/ρ, cS =
√
G/ρ. (8)

Note we have conveniently treated the two differently-
polarised shear waves as a single wave mode because they
have the the same speed in the considered isotropic solid.
This applies to the porous media as discussed below.

B. Fluid-saturated porous layers

Now we consider fluid-saturated porous layers. The
wave physics are much more complicated in this case
and are addressed by the widely-employed Biot theory
[25–27] (or empirically by other models such as [41, 42]).
Here, the solid frame is considered to be continuous, and
the pores fully connected and saturated with fluid. The
propagating wave is subjected to attenuation induced by
scattering in the solid phase, and viscous and inertial
dissipation in the fluid phase. When the wavelength is
large compared to the average pore size, the propagating
wave can be treated in a homogenised sense. The average
displacement fields can then be characterised by us(x, t)
and uf(x, t) in the solid (‘s’) and fluid (‘f’) phases. The

two wave fields are coupled and described by the wave
equations [25, 43]

∇ · σs − ∂2

∂t2
(ρ11u

s + ρ12u
f) (9)

−bF ∂

∂t
(us − uf) = 0,

∇ · σf − ∂2

∂t2
(ρ12u

s + ρ22u
f) (10)

−bF ∂

∂t
(uf − us) = 0,

where ρ11, ρ12 and ρ22 are the effective densities [25]

ρ12 = −(α∞ − 1)φρf , (11)

ρ11 = (1− φ)ρs − ρ12, (12)

ρ22 = φρf − ρ12, (13)

where ρs and ρf are the densities of the solid and fluid
materials. φ is the porosity and α∞ the tortuosity. The
parameter b in the wave equations represents the viscous
damping factor, given by [35, 43]

b = ηφ2/k0 (14)

with η being the dynamic viscosity of the fluid and k0 the
permeability of the fluid through the porous medium. F
is the viscous correction factor with a generalised form
of [25, 43, 44]

F =
√

1 + iMf/(2fc), (15)

which is dependent on the frequency f . M is the shape
factor, which is generally taken as unity. fc is the viscous
characteristic frequency, given by [35, 44]

fc = ηφ/(2πα∞ρfk0). (16)

In Eqs. 9 and 10, the stress tensors σs and σf in the
solid and fluid phases are related to the strain tensors by
[25, 43]

σs
ij = [(P − 2N)εs

kk +Qεf
kk]δij + 2Nεs

ij , (17)

σf
ij = [Qεs

kk +Rεf
kk]δij , (18)

with the strain tensors linked to the respective displace-
ment fields in the solid and fluid by Eqs. 4 and 5. P and
N are the effective longitudinal and shear moduli of the
medium. R represents the pressure required for forcing
a certain volume of the liquid into the medium whilst
maintaining the total volume. Q signifies the coupling of
volume change between the solid and liquid. These four
elastic parameters are given by [27, 35]

P = Kb +Kf(1− φ−Kb/Ks)
2/φeff + 4Gb/3, (19)

N = Gb, (20)

R = φ2Kf/φeff , (21)

Q = φKf(1− φ−Kb/Ks)/φeff , (22)

where φeff = φ + Kf/Ks(1 − φ −Kb/Ks) is an effective
porosity of the fluid-saturated medium. Ks and Kf are
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the bulk moduli of the solid and fluid materials, respec-
tively. Kb and Gb are the in-vacuo bulk and shear moduli
of the solid frame (namely, the porous solid after draining
out the saturated fluid).

Using the Helmholtz decomposition, the wave equa-
tions in Eqs. 9 and 10 can be decoupled into two equa-
tions for longitudinal and shear waves, respectively [25].
The longitudinal wave equation delivers two solutions
with the wave speeds of

c2L1 =
2(PR−Q2)

P ρ̃22 +Rρ̃11 − 2Qρ̃12 −
√

∆
, (23)

c2L2 =
2(PR−Q2)

P ρ̃22 +Rρ̃11 − 2Qρ̃12 +
√

∆
, (24)

where

ρ̃12 = ρ12 + ibF/ω, (25)

ρ̃11 = ρ11 − ibF/ω, (26)

ρ̃22 = ρ22 − ibF/ω, (27)

∆ = (P ρ̃22 +Rρ̃11 − 2Qρ̃12)2 (28)

−4(PR−Q2)(ρ̃11ρ̃22 − ρ̃2
12).

The two longitudinal waves both involve coupled motion
in the solid frame and the saturated fluid. The faster
wave L1 propagates dominantly in the solid frame, with
a speed slower than that of the solid and faster than
the saturated fluid. The slower wave L2 travels predom-
inantly in the fluid phase, having a speed slower than
the fluid. The shear wave equation yields only one so-
lution involving coupled motion between the solid and
fluid, with the wave speed of

c2S = Nρ̃22/(ρ̃11ρ̃22 − ρ̃2
12). (29)

III. STIFFNESS MATRIX METHOD

With the wave physics in individual layers discussed,
here we address the propagation of waves in the en-
tire layered system by formulating the stiffness matrix
method.

A. Stiffness matrix for the two interfaces of a layer

The formulation begins by establishing a stiffness ma-
trix relation for a layer i by [15][

σi−1

σi

]i
= Ki

[
ui−1

ui

]i
, (30)

which relates the stress vectors σ on the two interfaces
to the respective displacement vectors u by the stiffness
matrix K. Note that layer i is bounded by the inter-
faces i − 1 and i (see Fig. 1), and layers and interfaces
are differently indicated by superscripts and subscripts

throughout this paper wherever possible. The displace-
ment and stress vectors each has m components that are
representative of the m wave modes in the layer. As clar-
ified in the preceding section, the fluid, solid and porous
layers considered in this work have m = 1, 2 and 3 wave
modes, respectively. Here we emphasise again that the
two differently-polarised shear waves are treated as a sin-
gle shear wave mode for solids and porous materials. We
choose the displacement and stress vectors as

Fluid : u = [uz]
T
, σ = [p]

T
, (31)

Solid : u = [uz, ux]
T
, σ = [σzz, σxz]

T
, (32)

Porous : u = [uz, u
s
x, ûz]

T
, σ = [p, σs

xz, σ̂zz]
T
, (33)

where the dependencies on space {x, y, z} and time t are
implied. For porous layers, the components us

x and σs
xz

are for the solid frame; the other four components, how-
ever, contain the displacements and stresses of both the
solid and fluid phases, given by

uz = (1− φ)us
z + φuf

z, (34)

ûz = us
z − uf

z, (35)

p = σs
zz + σf

zz, (36)

σ̂zz = σs
zz/(1− φ)− σf

zz/φ. (37)

which are chosen to ease the definition of boundary con-
ditions in the next subsection; this will be discussed in
detail below.

To obtain the displacement and stress vectors, we write
the scalar ϕ and vector H potentials in a layer as [21, 30]

Fluid : ϕ = UL, H = 0, (38)

Solid : ϕ = UL, H = [0, US, 0]
T
, (39)

Porous : ϕs = UL1 + UL2, H
s = [0, US, 0]

T
, (40)

ϕf = µL1UL1 + µL2UL2, H
s = µSH

s, (41)

with

Ui = (a+
i e

ikizz + a−i e
−ikizz)ei(kxx−ωt), (42)

where i ∈ {L,L1,L2,S}. Here each scalar potential cor-
responds to a longitudinal wave mode and each vector
potential to a shear mode. Without loss of generality,
the nonzero components in the vector potentials are as-
sumed to be in the y direction, meaning that the particle
motion of the shear waves lies in the x-z plane. Each
wave mode travels in both the forward (‘+’) and back-
ward (‘–’) directions, and these two waves are represented
by the two terms in Eq. 42 with amplitudes a+ and a−.
In addition, it is implied in the potentials that the in-
cident wave has a wavenumber component of kx in the
transverse x-direction of the layered system. According
to the Snell’s law, all propagating waves in all layers have
the same transverse component of wavenumber. As a re-
sult, the common term ei(kxx−ωt) in Eq. 42 is invariant,
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and the wavenumber component in the z-direction for a
wave i (i ∈ {L,L1,L2,S}) is given by

kiz =
√
k2
i − k2

x, (43)

where the total wavenumber ki is related to the wave
speed ci by ki = ω/ci, with ω = 2πf being the angular
frequency. Also, we have to emphasise that the poten-
tials are given separately for the solid and fluid phases
in a porous medium, in the same fashion as for the dis-
placement and stress fields in Sec. II. The potentials for
the two phases are related by the ratios µi due to the
coupling of the wave fields between the two phases. The
ratios can be obtained from the physical relations in Sec.
II, given by [35]

µL1 = (ρ̃11 − P/c2L1)/(Q/c2L1 − ρ̃12), (44)

µL2 = (ρ̃11 − P/c2L2)/(Q/c2L2 − ρ̃12), (45)

µS = −ρ̃12/ρ̃22. (46)

In the potentials, the z-coordinate origin of each wave
is defined to be at its entry to the layer. Therefore, for-
ward propagating waves (L+, L1+, L2+, S+) in a layer i
have their origin at zi−1 and backward propagating waves
(L–, L1–, L2–, S–) have their origin at zi. Such selection
ensures that every single exponential term in the poten-
tials is normalised to unity on its entry interface and
decays towards the exit interface. This essentially elimi-
nates the numerical overflow of the exponential terms as
the waves become inhomogeneous, thus impeding numer-
ical instability [15, 21].

Based on the potentials, the components of the dis-
placement vector u in Eqs. 31-33 are obtained using the
Helmholtz decomposition (Eq. 6). For a given layer i,
the displacement vector can then be evaluated at its two
interfaces zi−1 and zi, leading to a matrix-form result[

ui−1

ui

]i
=

[
D+ D−E
D+E D−

]i [
A+

A−

]i
= DiAi, (47)

where a common term iei(kxx−ωt) is implied. D is the
displacement matrix, and the expressions of its m × m
sub-matrices D+ and D− are provided in Table I for the
three material types. E is a m × m diagonal matrix,

with the diagonal being
[
eikLzd

]T
,
[
eikLzd, eikSzd

]T
and[

eikL1zd, eikL2zd, eikSzd
]T

for fluid, solid and porous ma-
terials. A is the amplitude vector, and its sub-vectors

are A± =
[
a±L
]T

,
[
a±L , a

±
S

]T
and

[
a±L1, a

±
L2, a

±
S

]T
for the

three types of materials.
The components of the stress vector σ in Eqs. 31-

33 are obtained using the respective strain-displacement
relations and the Hooke’s laws in Sec. II, yielding[

σi−1

σi

]i
=

[
S+ S−E
S+E S−

]i [
A+

A−

]i
= SiAi, (48)

with iei(kxx−ωt) implied. S is the stress matrix and its
m×m sub-matrices S+ and S− are listed in Table I for

the three material types. The diagonal matrix E and
the amplitude vector A are the same as those for the
displacement vector in Eq. 47.

Equations 47 and 48 relate the displacement and stress
vectors on the layer interfaces to the amplitude vector.
By obtaining the amplitude vector Ai from Eq. 47 and
substituting into Eq. 48, we arrive at the stiffness matrix
relation in Eq. 30, with the stiffness matrix given by

Ki =

[
Ki

11 Ki
12

Ki
21 Ki

22

]
= Si

(
Di
)−1

(49)

=

[
S+ S−E
S+E S−

]i([
D+ D−E
D+E D−

]i)−1

,

where Ki
pq (p, q ∈ {1, 2}) are m×m sub-matrices.

B. Boundary conditions across the interface of two
layers

After establishing the stiffness relation for the two in-
terfaces of a layer, now we consider the wave interaction
across the interface of two neighbouring layers. The in-
teraction is defined by the boundary conditions, which
can be expressed in matrix form for the displacement
and stress vectors as

Bi
iu
i
i + Bi+1

i ui+1
i = 0, (50)

Ci
iσ
i
i + Ci+1

i σi+1
i = 0, (51)

TABLE I. Sub-matrices of the displacement D and stress S
matrices for different types of layer materials. For the porous
case, hi = µi − 1, gi = 1 + φhi, qi = k2i (P + µiQ)/N − 2k2x,
ri = k2i (Q + µiR)/N , si = [φqi + (φ − 1)ri]/[φ(φ − 1)] for
i ∈ {L1,L2, S}.

Layer Matrix

Fluid
D+ =

[
kLz

]
, D− =

[
−kLz

]
S+ =

[
iρω2

]
, S− =

[
iρω2

]

Solid

D+ =

[
kLz kx
kx −kSz

]
, D− =

[
−kLz kx
kx kSz

]
S+ = iρc2S

[
k2S − 2k2x 2kxkSz
2kxkLz −(k2S − 2k2x)

]
S− = iρc2S

[
k2S − 2k2x −2kxkSz
−2kxkLz −(k2S − 2k2x)

]

Porous

D+ =

 gL1kL1z gL2kL2z gSkx
kx kx −kSz

−hL1kL1z −hL2kL2z −hSkx


D− =

−gL1kL1z −gL2kL2z gSkx
kx kx kSz

hL1kL1z hL2kL2z −hSkx


S+ = iN

qL1 + rL1 qL2 + rL2 2kxkSz
2kxkL1z 2kxkL2z −(k2S − 2k2x)
−sL1 −sL2 2kxkSz/(1− φ)


S− = iN

qL1 + rL1 qL2 + rL2 −2kxkSz
−2kxkL1z −2kxkL2z −(k2S − 2k2x)

−sL1 −sL2 2kxkSz/(φ− 1)
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across the interface i (subscript) between layers i and
i+ 1 (superscript); see Fig. 1 for the numbering of layers
and interfaces. B and C are the boundary matrices for
the displacement and stress vectors.

The boundary matrices vary depending on the mate-
rial types of the two neighbouring layers. When the two
layers are made of the same material, the displacements
and stresses of the two layers need to be continuous across
the interface, resulting in the boundary matrices

Bi
i = −Bi+1

i = Ci
i = −Ci+1

i = Im×m, (52)

where Im×m represents the identity matrix of size m.
When the two layers have different material types, they

involve different numbers of wave modes m, leading to
different numbers of components in the displacement and
stress vectors. In this case, the boundary matrices are
complicated by the fact that there are not only continuity
conditions but also Dirichlet conditions for the displace-
ment and/or stress components. Across a fluid-solid in-
terface for example, beside the two continuity conditions
uf
z = us

z and pf = σs
zz, an extra Dirichlet condition exists

for the shear stress of the solid layer (namely σs
xz = 0)

due to the lack of shear stresses in the neighbouring fluid.
These three conditions translate to the boundary matri-
ces in Table II, alongside those for other interface types.

Before proceeding, we shall revisit the choice of the
displacement and stress components for porous layers
in Eqs. 34-37. As aforementioned, the choice makes
it straightforward to define boundary conditions, specifi-
cally: (1) Equating uz in Eq. 34 to the uz of a neighbour-
ing layer prescribes the conservation of fluid and solid
volume through a fluid- or solid-porous interface. (2)
Applying the Dirichlet condition to ûz in Eq. 35 ensures
no mass is lost over a solid-porous interface. (3) The
equality of p in Eq. 36 to the p or σzz of a neighbour-
ing fluid or solid layer satisfies the continuity of normal
stress across the interface. (4) The use of the Dirichlet
condition on σ̂zz in Eq. 37 additionally guarantees the
continuity of fluid pressure across a fluid-porous interface.
These aspects deliver very simple boundary matrices as
given in Table II despite the complex wave physics in
porous layers.

C. Global matrix for the calculation of reflection
and transmission coefficients

Substituting the stiffness matrix relation in Eq. 30 into
the stress boundary condition in Eq. 51, we have

Ci
i(K

i
21u

i
i−1+Ki

22u
i
i)+Ci+1

i (Ki+1
11 ui+1

i +Ki+1
12 ui+1

i+1) = 0, (53)

which gives the following result when combined with the
displacement boundary condition in Eq. 50 as

[
0 Bi

i Bi+1
i 0

Ci
iK

i
21 Ci

iK
i
22 Ci+1

i Ki+1
11 Ci+1

i Ki+1
12

]
ui
i−1

ui
i

ui+1
i

ui+1
i+1

 = 0. (54)

With this procedure applied to all interfaces of a layered
system, a global matrix for the interfacial displacements
can be obtained. We note that a recursive algorithm can
be used instead if all layers belong to the same material
type [15], leading to an assembled stiffness matrix with
the same dimension as that of a single stiffness matrix.
This recursive method, however, is not considered here
because we attempt to address a general case with arbi-
trarily stacked fluid, solid and porous layers.

The reflection and transmission coefficients for a lay-
ered system can be calculated upon substituting the wave
conditions in the two half-spaces 0 and n + 1 (see Fig.
1) into the global matrix. Without loss of generality,
the two half-spaces are considered to be occupied by the
same fluid material, which is the case for air- and water-
coupled configurations as commonly used for the testing
of layered structures. In the half-space 0, a monochro-
matic plane wave is impinged on the z = 0 surface at
an incident angle of θ. Thus, the incident wave has the
wavenumber components of

kx = k0
L sin θ, k0

Lz = k0
L cos θ, (55)

where k0
L = ω/c0L is the wavenumber in the half-space 0.

As used throughout this paper, the x-direction wavenum-
ber component kx is a common term shared by all waves
in the entire structure, which is prescribed by the Snell’s
law.

As the incident wave comes into the layered medium,
part of the wave is reflected back into the half-space 0,
and the rest travels through the layers and is transmit-
ted into the half-space n+ 1. Let us assume the incident
wave to have a unit amplitude, then the amplitudes of
the reflected and transmitted waves equal to the reflec-
tion R and transmission T coefficients of the system. In
this case, the amplitude vectors for the half-spaces 0 and

n + 1 are A0 = [1, R]
T

and An+1 = [T, 0]
T

(note the
absence of backward travelling wave in n+ 1). To avoid
having an origin at −∞ in the half-space 0, we place the
z-coordinate origin of both forward and backward prop-
agating waves at the interface 0. Then from Eqs. 47 and

TABLE II. Boundary matrices B and C for the displacement
and stress vectors across the interface of two layers. The
superscripts f, s and p indicate respectively fluid, solid and
porous layers.

Interface Matrix

Fluid-solid
Bf = I1×1, Bs = −

[
1 0

]
,

Cf =
[
1 0

]T
, Cs = −I2×2

Fluid-porous
Bf = I1×1, Bp = −

[
1 0 0

]
,

Cf =
[
1 0 0

]T
, Cp = −I3×3

Solid-porous

Bs =

[
1 0 0
0 1 0

]T
, Bp = −I3×3,

Cs = I2×2, Cp = −
[
1 0 0
0 1 0

]
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48, we obtain the displacement and stress vectors on the
interface 0 as

u0
0 =

[
k0

Lz(1−R)
]T
, σ0

0 =
[
iρω2(1 +R)

]T
. (56)

Similarly, the displacement and stress vectors on the in-
terface n+ 1 can be determined as

un+1
n =

[
k0

LzT
]T
, σn+1

n =
[
iρω2T

]T
, (57)

where kn+1
Lz = k0

Lz is considered. Subsequently, the stiff-
ness matrix relations for the two half-spaces can be ob-

tained from Equations 56 and 57 as

σ0
0 = K0u0

0, σ
n+1
n = Kn+1un+1

n , (58)

with

K0 =

[
iωZ0

cos θ

1 +R

1−R

]
, Kn+1 =

[
iωZ0

cos θ

]
, (59)

where Z0 = ρ0c0L is the acoustic impedance in both half-
spaces.

Incorporating Eq. 58 into the global matrix, we have



B0
0 B1

0 0 0 0 · · · 0 0 0
C0

0K
0 C1

0K
1
11 C1

0K
1
12 0 0 · · · 0 0 0

0 0 B1
1 B2

1 0 · · · 0 0 0
0 C1

1K
1
21 C1

1K
1
22 C2

1K
2
11 C2

1K
2
12 · · · 0 0 0

...
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
0 0 0 0 0 · · · 0 Bn

n Bn+1
n

0 0 0 0 0 · · · Cn
nK

n
21 Cn

nK
n
22 Cn+1

n Kn+1





u0
0

u1
0

u1
1

u2
1

u2
2
...

unn−1

unn
un+1
n


= VU = 0, (60)

where the global matrix V is a square matrix with an
even size, and it has only one unknown variable of R.
For the equation to have nontrivial solutions, the deter-
minant of V must vanish. We can observe from V that
its first column has only two nonzero elements on the first
and second rows, so its determinant can be expressed as

detV = detV1,1 −
(
iωZ0

cos θ

1 +R

1−R

)
detV2,1 = 0, (61)

where the values of the two nonzero elements have been
incorporated. Vi,j is the submatrix formed by removing
the i-th row and j-th column of V. Equation 61 produces
the result for the reflection coefficient as

R =
Zeff − Z0

Zeff + Z0
, (62)

with

Zeff =
cos θ

iω

detV1,1

detV2,1
. (63)

To calculate the transmission coefficient T , we consider
the displacement relation between the two half-spaces,
obtained from Eqs. 56 and 57 as Tu0

0 +(R−1)un+1
n = 0.

Replacing the first row of V in Eq. 60 with this relation
and evaluating the determinant of the resulting matrix,
we arrive at the expression for the transmission coefficient

T = (R− 1)
detV1,end

detV1,1
, (64)

where ‘end’ represents the last column of V.

The calculated R and T are complex numbers, carry-
ing both amplitude and phase information of the reflected
and transmitted waves. We point out that we can read-
ily obtain the three acoustic indicators commonly used
in sound-absorbing applications, with surface impedance
given by Eq. 63, absorption coefficient by 1 − |R|2 and
transmission loss by −10 log |T 2| [33]. Though it will not
be discussed in detail here, we emphasise that above for-
mulations can be easily adapted to other boundary con-
ditions, such as those bounded by an impervious hard
wall on one side and those by solids on both sides.

D. Relation to transfer matrix method and
stability

The stiffness matrix method is closely related to the
well-established transfer matrix method [30, 32, 33]. To
demonstrate this relationship, we reorganise the displace-
ments and stresses in Eqs. 47 and 48 to the two layer
interfaces, yielding

[
ui−1

σi−1

]i
=

[
D+ D−E
S+ S−E

]i [
A+

A−

]i
, (65)[

ui
σi

]i
=

[
D+E D−

S+E S−

]i [
A+

A−

]i
. (66)
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Inverting Eq. 66 and substituting the resulting amplitude
vector into Eq. 65 leads to a transfer matrix relation

[
ui−1

σi−1

]i
=

[
D+ D−E
S+ S−E

]i([
D+E D−

S+E S−

]i)−1 [
ui
σi

]i
(67)

= Ti

[
ui
σi

]i
,

which relates the displacements and stresses on the in-
terface i − 1 to those on the interface i of the layer i.
The elements of the transfer matrix T can be expressed
by those of the stiffness matrix K (and vice versa) [15];
the expressions are not provided here because they are
numerically unstable. Using the boundary conditions in
Eqs. 50 and 51, the transfer matrix relation is assembled
into a global matrix form in order to solve the wave re-
flection and transmission problem in the layered system
in the same fashion as presented above [32, 33].

As mentioned, the stiffness matrix formulation brings
the benefit of intrinsic stability. To compare it with
transfer matrix method, we have run a wide variety of
calculation cases with the layered system containing dif-
ferent numbers of layers of different material types. The
stiffness matrix method is found to be numerically sta-
ble in all cases; while the transfer matrix method deliv-
ers practically identical results when numerically-stable,
it does suffer from instability under certain conditions,
even when assembled in the global matrix configuration.
This might seem contradicting to the discussions in [21]
and in the Introduction - the transfer matrix method is
supposed to be free from instability in global matrix for-
mulation. This is found to be indeed true for the cases
involving fluid and/or solid layers only. However, insta-
bility does arise for porous layers, potentially due to the
existence of slow waves (slower speed than waves in fluid).
A prominent example case is provided in Figure 2 for a
porous layer, showing unstable blow-ups at high frequen-
cies beyond the first critical angle. Another unstable case
arises at the f → 0 limit where instability leads to a
non-unity transmission coefficient (supposed to be unity
because the layered structure is transparent to the trans-
mitting wave). This latter case is less important so is
not plotted here. Our stiffness matrix method does not
suffer from these issues and is thus more advantageous.

IV. RESULTS AND EXPERIMENTAL
VALIDATION

Having fully established the stiffness matrix method,
we present wave propagation results predicted by it (re-
ferred to as ‘theory’) and compare them with experi-
mental measurements for a range of layered media. We
employ the experimental setup sketched in Fig. 3(a).
The sample is placed between two ultrasonic transduc-
ers, with the source transducer generating wave into the
coupling fluid and the receiver transducer recording the

0

0.5

1

|R
|

Transfer matrix method

Stiffness matrix method

0.68

0.71

0.74

10-1 100 101

f (MHz)

0

0.5

1

|T
|

2.8 2.9 3 3.1

f (MHz)

0.08

0.09

0.1

(a)

(c) (d)

(b)

FIG. 2. Comparison of the transfer matrix and stiffness ma-
trix methods for wave reflection and transmission in a porous
layer at an incident angle of θ = 40◦ (beyond the critical an-
gle of the fast longitudinal wave). The porous layer is made
of sintered glass beads saturated with water and the entire
layer is bounded by water [35], and this calculation case will
be studied in detail in Fig. 5. (a) and (c) Amplitudes of the
reflection and transmission coefficients, |R| and |T |, obtained
from the two methods. (b) and (d) Respective zoomed-in
plots, highlighting the unstable blow-ups of the transfer ma-
trix method.

wave that travelled through the fluid-sample-fluid path.
The sample is mounted vertically onto a stepper motor-
driven rotary stage and the angle θ between the incident
wave and the sample surface is thus automatically con-
trolled. The two transducers are each fixed onto a kine-
matic mount, through which they are adjusted to have
their axes aligned and their active surfaces parallel to the
sample surface at the normal incidence of θ = 0◦.

We consider three samples of gradually increasing com-
plexity as illustrated in Fig. 3(b). To experimentally
measure the transmission coefficient of each sample, a
reference signal ur(t) is first acquired when the sam-
ple is absent, and then the transmitted signal ut(t)
through the sample is recorded at a desired incident an-
gle θ. Example reference signal and transmitted signal
through the solid steel sample at 22.5◦ are provided in
Fig. 3(c), which are acquired using a pair of 0.5 MHz
transducers. The two signals are subsequently trans-
formed into the frequency domain to obtain the spec-
tra Ur(f) and Ut(f); see Fig. 3(d) and (e) for the am-
plitude and phase spectra of the example signals. The
frequency-dependent transmission coefficient at θ is cal-
culated by T (f) = Ut(f)/Ur(f)e−ikfd cos θ, with the ex-
ponential term accounting for the propagation across the
sample thickness d in the coupling fluid (with wave num-
ber kf cos θ in the propagation direction) when the sam-
ple is absent. The transmission coefficient is mostly small
especially in an air-coupled setting, and the transmitted
signal is thus very weak. To reach a signal-to-noise ratio
of around 30 dB for the transmitted signal, the voltage of
the excitation (5-cycle Hann-windowed toneburst) to the
source transducer is maintained at around 100 V and the
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FIG. 3. Experimental setup, samples and example signals.
(a) Experimental setup with a transducer generating wave
into a layered sample and another transducer receiving the
transmitted wave. The sample is mounted onto a rotary stage
to adjust the angle of incidence. (b) Three validation sam-
ples, with the first being a solid layer, the second a porous
layer and the third a porous-solid-porous layer. (c) Exam-
ple reference signal recorded when the sample is absent and
transmitted signal when the wave has a 22.5◦ incident angle
to the 50 µm steel sample. Each signal is the average of 256
recordings acquired using a pair of 0.5 MHz transducers. (d)
Amplitude spectra of the two example signals. (e) Respective
phase spectra.

recorded signal by the receiver transducer is pre-amplified
by 40 dB. In addition, each signal recording is the average
of 256 signal firings, as a commonly-employed technique
to suppress electronic noises.

A. Single solid layer

We start with a simple case of a solid layer submerged
in air at 20 ◦C room temperature. The properties of
the sample is given in Fig. 4(a), and those of air are
K = 1.4×105 Pa, ρ = 1.3 kg/m3 and η = 1.8×10−5 Pa·s.
This case is an important first step for understanding
wave propagation in multilayered media, such as battery

(a) (b) |T|

(c) (d)

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

(o)

10-5

10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

100

|T
|

0.5 MHz0.7 MHz

Lines: theory

Points: experiment

0 0.5 1 1.5 2

f (MHz)

10-5

10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

100

22.5o43.5o

Lines: theory

Points: experiment

Steel plate

K = 135 GPa

G = 75 GPa

ρ = 7850 kg/m3

d = 50 μm

FIG. 4. Wave transmission through a solid layer. (a) The
properties of the thin steel sample with a thickness of 50 µm.
(b) The amplitude of theoretically predicted transmission co-
efficient as a function of frequency f and incident angle θ.
(c) Comparison of theoretical and experimental results at the
frequencies of 0.5 and 0.7 MHz. (d) Similar comparison at
the incident angles of 22.5◦ and 43.5◦.

electrodes that have a thin solid layer in the middle as
discussed later.

The theoretical transmission coefficient amplitude |T |
is provided in Fig. 4(b) as a function of frequency f and
incident angle θ. Since the amplitude spans over a few
orders of magnitude, a logarithmic colour scale is used in
the plot for better visualisation. At low frequencies where
the wavelength is substantially larger than the sample
thickness, the transmission coefficient in all directions ap-
proaches unity, meaning that nearly all energy is trans-
mitted through the layer as if the layer is not present.
The transmission coefficient is mostly very small at other
frequencies, but it tends to reach unity again at large in-
cident angles beyond the two critical angles of 3.5◦ and
6.2◦. This large-angle, highly-transmissible region arises
due to the excitation of the fundamental anti-symmetric
guided wave (A0 mode) in the thin layer as detailed in
our prior work [45]. Physically, the wave resonates in the
layer at the presence of the A0 mode, and it causes the
majority of the energy to travel through the layer to the
other side.

The theoretical prediction is corroborated by the ex-
perimental results in Fig. 4(c) and (d) that are collected
using three pairs of air-coupled transducers with the fre-
quencies of 0.5, 0.7 and 1.0 MHz. The two figure plots
display respectively the angle dependence of the trans-
mission coefficient amplitude at f = 0.5 and 0.7 MHz
and the frequency dependence at θ = 22.5◦ and 43.5◦.
Both plots show very good agreement between the the-
ory and the experiment. Prominently, in comparison to
the experiment, the theory has accurately predicted the
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fine details at, and around, the highly-transmissible A0

peaks. We have also carried out experiments on 250 and
500 µm thick samples and the results show similar theory-
experiment agreement and transmission characteristics.

B. Single porous layer

Going further, we analyse wave transmission through
a porous layer of the same granular microstructure as
active battery electrodes. We consider a well-studied
porous material made of sintered glass beads [35, 46–48]
as its microstructure characteristics are highly control-
lable. We use the parameters and experimental results
of the sample S3 by Jocker et al. [35]. The sample has
the parameters in Fig. 5(a) and is submerged in water of
K = 2.2 GPa, ρ = 1000 kg/m3 and η = 0.001 Pa·s. Fig-
ure 5(b) gives the wave speed and attenuation coefficient
of the three Biot waves in the porous medium, namely
the fast and slow longitudinal waves and the shear wave.
As affected by the porous network (porosity, tortuosity,
permeability etc), the two faster waves travel more slowly
than in pure glass (5850 and 3250 m/s [43]) and the slow
wave is even slower than in the fluid (1483 m/s). Also,
the three waves exhibit different levels of attenuation, in-
creasing around an order of magnitude each from the fast
longitudinal through the shear to the slow longitudinal
waves. The three waves show distinctive wave speed and
attenuation characteristics in the low-frequency viscous
and high-frequency inertial regimes separated by the vis-
cous characteristic frequency fc = 0.013 MHz. In the
viscous regime, the slow wave demonstrates more pro-
nounced wave speed dispersion but smaller increase of
attenuation with frequency than the other two waves. By
contrast, all three waves tend to have constant speeds and
the same power dependence of attenuation on frequency
in the inertial regime.

Our theoretical prediction of the transmission coef-
ficient through the sample is given in Fig. 5(c) and
(d), showing respectively the amplitude and phase maps
against frequency f and incident angle θ. The transmis-
sion is small beyond the critical angle of the fast longi-
tudinal wave, which is annotated as the solid line in the
maps. Below this critical angle, the transmission coef-
ficient exhibits a cyclic behaviour, which is particularly
obvious as we look along the horizontal line at the normal
incidence of θ = 0◦ in the amplitude map. This cyclic
behaviour arises because of the resonances of the three
waves, predominately the fast longitudinal wave, rever-
berating between the two boundaries of the porous layer.
The resonances also cause small phase fluctuations as can
be seen in the phase map.

Figure 5(c) and (d) compare our theoretical prediction
with experimental results [35] at the incident angles of
θ = 0◦ and θ = 18◦, respectively. In both cases, the the-
ory agrees remarkably well with the experimental points
in both amplitude and phase, building our confidence in
using the theory to describe multilayered porous elec-
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FIG. 5. Wave transmission through a porous layer. (a) Prop-
erties of the porous material of sintered glass beads saturated
with water [35]. (b) Wave speed (left) and attenuation coef-
ficient (right) of the fast and slow longitudinal waves and the
shear wave in the porous material. The vertical dash-dotted
line represents the viscous characteristic frequency fc. (c)
and (d) Amplitude and phase maps of theoretically predicted
transmission coefficient against frequency f and incident an-
gle θ. The solid line in the maps denotes the first critical
angle for the fast longitudinal wave. (e) Comparison of am-
plitude (top) and phase (bottom) between the theoretical and
experimental results at the normal incidence of θ = 0◦. (f)
Similar comparison at the incident angle of θ = 18◦. The
experimental points in (e) and (f) are taken from Jocker et
al. [35].

trodes in what follows.

C. Porous-solid-porous anode

Now we examine wave transmission through a porous-
solid-porous battery anode. We focus on the most-widely
anode material with two 50 µm active layers coated on
both sides of a 10 µm copper film. The active layer has
a granular porous microstructure with graphite particles
joined together by binder materials. The active material
has been well characterised using advanced techniques
[49–51] and the relevant parameters are summarised in
Fig. 6(a). The three Biot waves in the active mate-
rial are detailed in Fig. 6(b), showing similar speed and
attenuation profiles to those in sintered glass beads in



11

10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

Theory

Experiment

0 0.5 1 1.5 2

f (MHz)

-

- /2

0

10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

|T
|

Theory

Experiment

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

(o)

-

- /2

0

T
(r

a
d

)
(a) (b)

(e) (f)

K = 28.8 GPa

Kb = 17.4 GPa

Gb = 0.39 GPa

ρ = 2260 kg/m3

d = 50 μm

φ = 0.329

α = 2.03

k0 = 0.04 darcy

Copper plate

K = 139 GPa

G = 48 GPa

ρ = 8940 kg/m3

d = 10 μm

G
ra

p
h

it
e

 a
n

o
d

e

(d)(c) |T| ∠T

10-1 100 101 102

f (MHz)

101

102

103

104

c
(m

/s
)

Fast

Slo
w

Shear

f
c

10-1 100 101 102

f (MHz)

10-3

100

103

106

(n
e

p
e

r/
m

)

Fa
st

Slow

S
he

ar

f
c

FIG. 6. Wave transmission through a porous-solid-porous an-
ode. (a) Properties of the multilayered anode [49–51] in an
air-coupled setting. (b) Wave speed (left) and attenuation co-
efficient (right) of the three Biot waves in the graphite anode
coating material, with the viscous characteristic frequency fc
annotated as the vertical dash-dotted line. (c) and (d) Ampli-
tude and phase maps of theoretically predicted transmission
coefficient against frequency f and incident angle θ. (e) An-
gular dependence of amplitude (top) and phase (bottom) at
0.5 MHz, comparing the theoretical and experimental results.
(f) Frequency dependence at the normal incidence of θ = 0◦.

Fig. 5(b). The use of airborne ultrasound in this case
and the micron-level pore structure lead the slow longi-
tudinal wave to have exceptionally small speed and ex-
cessively large attenuation. Thus, in comparison to the
other two waves, the slow wave has minimal contribution
to the transmitted wave. In addition, the large viscous
characteristic frequency of fc = 9.75 MHz means that we
have to focus in the viscous regime because the inertial
regime can barely be reached with an air-coupled setup
(generally limited to ≤ 5 MHz).

Figure 6(c) and (d) display respectively the theoreti-
cal amplitude and phase maps of the transmission coef-
ficient through the anode. As in a single solid or porous
layer, the wave perceives the anode as transparent irre-
spective of the incident angle in the low-frequency, long-
wavelength range. At higher frequencies, the wave tun-
nels through the anode when the frequency and incident
angle are suitably combined to excite guided wave modes
in individual layers or in the whole anode, evidenced also

by the π phase jump in the phase map. The highly-
transmissible tunneling is reminiscent of the above single
solid layer but shows many more complex features due
to the multilayered nature of the anode.

The theoretical results are evaluated against experi-
mental measurements in Fig. 6(e) and (f). The theory
matches very well with the experiment, particularly in
the transmission amplitude, from both the angle- and
frequency-dependent results. The agreement is less sat-
isfactory for the phase results in Fig. 6(e) because of the
difficulty in obtaining accurate phase information from
noisy experimental signals. Overall, the evaluation re-
sults highlight the very good applicability of the theory
to describe wave transmission through complex multilay-
ered electrodes involving micron-level porous structures.

V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In summary, we have developed a general stiffness ma-
trix method for modelling wave propagation in multilay-
ered media with arbitrary numbers and combinations of
fluid, solid and porous layers. With individual layers de-
scribed by stiffness matrices, and layer interfaces defined
by boundary conditions, the proposed method assembles
a global system of equations to solve the reflection and
transmission of oblique waves in the layered system. The
method is intrinsically and unconditionally stable and is
thus more advantageous over existing transfer matrix-
based methods, which have been demonstrated to show
instability in certain configurations. Experimental vali-
dations have proved the validity of the proposed method
over a range of layered cases, ranging from single solid
and porous layers to a porous-solid-porous anode.

The presented work is a powerful modelling tool for
developing new methods to quantify the properties of
layered media. A particularly exciting possibility is the
quantification of the porous parameters (e.g. porosity,
tortuosity and permeability) in Li-ion battery electrodes,
which we have already analysed in this paper tentatively.
These electrode parameters are key performance determi-
nants of the batteries, hence non-destructive evaluation
capabilities, potentially offered by wave-based methods,
could bring considerable benefits via closed-loop control
and quality assurance during battery manufacturing.
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