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Abstract  

Reliable health assessment of retired lithium-ion batteries is essential for safe and economically viable second-life 

deployment, yet remains difficult due to sparse measurements, incomplete historical records, heterogeneous chemistries, 

and limited or noisy battery health labels. Conventional laboratory diagnostics, such as full charge–discharge cycling, 

pulse tests, Electrochemical Impedance Spectroscopy (EIS) measurements, and thermal characterization, provide accurate 

degradation information but are too time-consuming, equipment-intensive, or condition-sensitive to be applied at scale 

during retirement-stage sorting, leaving real-world datasets fragmented and inconsistent. This review synthesizes recent 

advances that address these constraints through physical health indicators, experiment testing methods, data-generation 

and augmentation techniques, and a spectrum of learning-based modeling routes spanning supervised, semi-supervised, 

weakly supervised, and unsupervised paradigms. We highlight how minimal-test features, synthetic data, domain-

invariant representations, and uncertainty-aware prediction enable robust inference under limited or approximate labels 

and across mixed chemistries and operating histories. A comparative evaluation further reveals trade-offs in accuracy, 

interpretability, scalability, and computational burden. Looking forward, progress toward physically constrained 

generative models, cross-chemistry generalization, calibrated uncertainty estimation, and standardized benchmarks will 

be crucial for building reliable, scalable, and deployment-ready health prediction tools tailored to the realities of retired-

battery applications. 
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1 Introduction  

The rapid electrification of transportation and the widespread deployment of lithium-ion batteries (LIBs) have led to 

an unprecedented growth in retired battery volume worldwide. As electric vehicles reach mid-life and fleets undergo 

replacement cycles, millions of end-of-life or retired LIBs (R-LIBs) are expected to enter the secondary market annually 

over the next decade [1]. These retired cells typically retain 70–80% of their initial capacity and therefore present a 

valuable opportunity for repurposing in low-to-medium-power stationary storage, renewable energy buffering, 

community microgrids, and distributed energy resources [2]. Leveraging these partially degraded batteries is widely 

recognized as a key pathway toward reducing lifecycle carbon emissions, lowering the cost of energy storage, and 

promoting a more circular battery economy. However, the successful adoption of second-life systems depends critically 

on the ability to assess health, safety, and performance in a reliable, scalable, and economically viable manner. 

Despite their remaining value, retired batteries exhibit highly heterogeneous aging behaviors that make their health 

state intrinsically difficult to determine. Cells are retired from diverse applications, undergo vastly different load profiles, 

and are exposed to varying temperatures, depths of discharge, calendar storage conditions, and charging protocols over 

their previous use phase [3]. This diversity results in broad distributions of capacity fade, internal resistance, rate capability, 

and thermal stability across batteries sourced from the same vehicle pack or logistics batch. In addition, the operational 

history of retired batteries is often unavailable or incomplete, which prevents conventional model-based diagnosis from 

being applied with confidence. As a result, even batteries with similar nameplate specifications can present substantially 

different degradation modes, ranging from loss of lithium inventory and active-material depletion to impedance rise, gas 

generation, and structural instabilities. These uncertainties make reliable classification and sorting extremely challenging 

and represent one of the largest technical barriers to deploying second-life systems at industrial scale. 

Current research addressing these challenges remains fragmented across experimental testing, signal-based health 

indicators, and data-driven prediction approaches. Experimental studies have proposed a wide range of diagnostic 

procedures, including capacity tests, direct-current internal resistance (DCIR), electrochemical impedance spectroscopy 

(EIS), pulse-power characterizations, and open-circuit voltage (OCV) relaxation analysis, to quantify the degradation 

state of R-LIBs [4]. Meanwhile, the signal-processing community has introduced voltage-based, derivative-based, 

impedance-derived, thermal, acoustic, and visual indicators to interpret the physical mechanisms underlying aging. 

Parallel to these developments, modelling research has advanced machine learning and deep learning frameworks for 

end-of-life prediction, state-of-health estimation, and multi-modal feature extraction, typically based on high-quality 

datasets collected under controlled laboratory conditions [5]. However, these research threads often evolve independently, 

using inconsistent protocols, incompatible data formats, and different modelling assumptions. This fragmentation makes 

it difficult to compare results across studies and, more importantly, prevents the formation of a unified methodology suited 

for large-scale, real-world retired-battery deployment. 

Given these limitations, a comprehensive and integrative review that bridges experimental diagnosis and data-driven 

modelling is urgently needed. Existing reviews have focused on either battery recycling routes, second-life techno-

economic assessment, or standard health-estimation methods for in-vehicle batteries, but relatively few studies 

systematically examine the specific challenges of retired batteries. For example, their heterogeneous, incomplete, and 

often noisy health signals; their non-standardized testing conditions; and their stronger safety constraints [6]. This review 

aims to consolidate knowledge across diagnostic techniques, health indicators, signal interpretation, and predictive 

modelling, providing a coherent framework for understanding how raw measurements can be transformed into actionable 

health knowledge for R-LIB screening, sorting, and repurposing. In particular, we highlight how different classes of health 

indicators capture complementary degradation mechanisms, how missing or irregular data can be reconstructed or 

generated, and how modern machine-learning models can be adapted for low-information, high-variability retired-battery 
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scenarios. 

The remainder of this review is organized as follows. Section 2 outlines the practical challenges associated with 

retired-battery utilization, including the intrinsic uncertainty of health states, inconsistent assessment protocols, and 

safety-related constraints. Section 3 provides a comprehensive overview of health assessment methods for retired lithium-

ion batteries, covering preliminary screening routes, physically interpretable health indicators, and diagnostic experiments 

that translate raw signals into quantitative grading criteria. Section 4 focuses on health estimation and prediction under 

data scarcity, examining the role of synthetic data generation, supervised and semi-supervised learning, weakly supervised 

approaches, and fully unsupervised methods. This section also compares representative modelling routes and highlights 

emerging opportunities for robust prediction in low-information scenarios. Section 5 concludes the review with a 

summary of key insights and implications for future second-life deployment. 

2 Challenges in Retired Battery Utilization 

Repurposing retired lithium-ion batteries offers substantial economic and environmental benefits, but their practical 

deployment is constrained by a set of inherent challenges arising from heterogeneous aging behaviors, inconsistent 

assessment practices, and heightened safety risks. These issues are fundamentally different from those encountered in in-

vehicle battery management, as retired cells enter the second-life stream with highly diverse degradation histories and 

uncertain safety margins. With global EV adoption accelerating, the volume of R-LIBs is projected to reach 100–120 

GWh annually by 2030, equivalent to today’s total yearly battery production, introducing more than one million EV packs 

per year into the repurposing or disposal pipeline [7], [8], [9]. This industrial-scale influx underscores the urgency of 

developing reliable, fast, and standardized health assessment frameworks [1], [10]. 

A first major challenge stems from the intrinsic uncertainty of health states in retired batteries. R-LIBs originate from 

heterogeneous operational environments with unknown duty cycles, varying depth-of-discharge patterns, inconsistent 

thermal exposure, and irregular storage or abuse conditions [11], [12]. Even cells of the same chemistry or manufacturer 

can exhibit markedly different residual capacity, impedance rise, rate capability, or thermal stability. Most EV batteries 

are retired at around 70–80% of their nominal capacity, yet capacity-based retirement alone does not guarantee structural 

or electrochemical integrity [13]; latent defects such as micro-cracks, localized lithium plating, or separator degradation 

may remain undetected but significantly elevate safety risks during reuse [14]. Reported incidents of thermal runaway in 

repurposed cells illustrate how subtle internal degradation, missed by coarse screening, can propagate rapidly under load. 

At a more fundamental level, the underlying degradation mechanisms include SEI thickening [15], loss of active lithium 

[16], particle cracking [17], electrolyte decomposition[18], and gas generation, none of which can be directly accessed at 

scale without destructive teardown or advanced laboratory characterization [19], [20]. As a result, health estimation must 

be inferred indirectly from macro-scale observables, complicating diagnosis and amplifying uncertainty. 

This challenge is further compounded by pronounced heterogeneity in physical and electrochemical performance. 

Even within the same pack, capacity spread can reach 20–30%, while internal resistance may vary by a factor of two to 

three due to variations in temperature cycling, manufacturing tolerances, and nonlinear degradation dynamics. Differences 

in cathode chemistry (e.g., LFP, NCM, NCA), form factors (pouch, cylindrical, prismatic), and production vintage 

introduce additional variability that fundamentally reshapes the mapping between observable indicators and true 

degradation state [4]. Such diversity necessitates more sophisticated, statistically informed sorting strategies and 

contributes to inconsistent grading outcomes across facilities. 

A second critical challenge arises from the lack of standardized testing and assessment protocols. Current industrial 

and research practices employ widely differing current rates, voltage windows, ambient conditions, and rest intervals for 

capacity tests [21], [22]. Internal resistance assessment suffers from similar inconsistency: DCIR, pulse-power 
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measurement, hybrid pulse power characterization (HPPC), and EIS are conducted using non-uniform current amplitudes, 

frequency ranges, durations, and instrumentation [23], [24]. These variations severely limit cross-laboratory comparability, 

hinder data fusion across sources, and obstruct the development of universal sorting criteria. Furthermore, full capacity 

tests require hours per cell and are prohibitively slow for industrial throughput, while high-fidelity EIS or thermal 

characterization demands specialized equipment rarely available in large-scale repurposing lines. The absence of 

harmonized and scalable protocols ultimately results in fragmented datasets and reduced confidence in second-life 

applications. 

 

Fig.1 Conceptual aging trajectory of lithium-ion batteries (adapted from [25])  

Beyond uncertainty and protocol inconsistency, safety considerations impose significant additional constraints. 

Aging-driven phenomena such as impedance growth, lithium plating, micro-short formation, gas evolution, and structural 

weakening increase the probability of thermal instability during reuse, particularly under high-current or elevated-

temperature operation [26]. Retired cells are prone to localized hotspots, current inhomogeneity, and accelerated 

degradation when placed into new module configurations that differ from their original pack environments. Even cells 

that appear electrically functional may harbor latent internal failures, such as separator thinning or partial internal short 

circuits, that evade basic electrical tests but substantially elevate the risk of failure propagation. Safety risks are further 

exacerbated when cells with diverse chemistries, aging levels, or manufacturers are mixed within the same second-life 

system, complicating thermal management and reducing overall stability. 

Taken together, these challenges highlight the need for accurate, rapid, and scalable approaches to retired-battery 

health assessment [27]. Health uncertainty necessitates robust indicators capable of capturing the diverse signatures of 

degradation across electrochemical, impedance, and thermal domains. Protocol inconsistency emphasizes the importance 

of harmonized diagnostic pathways and physically interpretable metrics that remain comparable across testing conditions. 

Safety concerns call for multi-modal diagnostic tools and predictive models that detect precursors of failure beyond 

traditional thresholds. These considerations motivate the detailed examination of health indicators, diagnostic pathways, 

and predictive modelling strategies presented in the subsequent sections. 

3 Health Assessment of Retired Lithium-ion Batteries 

3.1 Preliminary Screening and Diagnostic Pathways 

Before a R-LIB can be repurposed for second-life use, its condition must be verified through a structured and reliable 

screening workflow. The purpose of preliminary screening is not only to estimate the residual health of each unit but also 

to identify and remove cells exhibiting structural or electrical anomalies that could compromise safety in downstream 
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applications. Unlike the controlled environment of in-vehicle battery management, second-life facilities must evaluate 

incoming cells rapidly and consistently, often in the absence of detailed historical information. Consequently, screening 

procedures are designed to balance diagnostic accuracy with throughput, ensuring that only units with acceptable 

mechanical integrity and electrical behavior proceed to more detailed assessment stages. 

Industrial practice typically adopts a hierarchical, top-down assessment workflow to navigate this complexity and 

ensure safety and efficiency in large-scale facilities. The process begins at the pack level, where parameters such as total 

voltage, insulation resistance, and abnormal temperature gradients are evaluated to quickly isolate units exhibiting critical 

faults like leakage, severe over-discharge, or thermal imbalance [28]. Modules passing this initial inspection undergo 

further examination for wiring integrity, terminal corrosion, and resistance mismatches within parallel strings, enabling 

the localization of problematic sub-assemblies without the need for full disassembly [29]. Only those modules deemed 

safe are subsequently opened for cell-level diagnostics, where more detailed assessments of capacity retention, impedance, 

and mechanical integrity are performed to determine suitability for repurposing [30]. This staged workflow not only 

prioritizes safety and operational efficiency but also minimizes unnecessary teardown, thereby reducing costs and 

processing time. In response to industrial scale demands, several pilot facilities have established automated lines 

integrating robotic pack disassembly, multiplexed electrical testing, and even ultrasound or thermal imaging. Cycle time 

remains a major challenge: a full discharge test may require hours, whereas a short pulse or IR test can sort thousands of 

cells per shift, albeit with some trade-off in diagnostic accuracy. 

Within cell-level screening, diagnostics generally proceed from rapid exclusion toward increasingly detailed analysis. 

Visual and physical inspection is used first to identify cells exhibiting swelling, deformation, leakage, or casing damage, 

clear indicators of internal faults or compromised mechanical robustness, and thus immediate grounds for removal [31]. 

Units that pass this initial check are then subjected to basic electrical tests such as OCV measurement [32], [33], DCIR) 

and short-duration charge–discharge pulses, which offer quick estimates of state of health (SOH) and power capability 

[34], [35]. While these rapid tests are widely deployed for their speed and simplicity, their accuracy can be strongly 

affected by temperature, state of charge, and test protocol variations. For cells that demonstrate promising characteristics, 

more advanced diagnostic methods, such as EIS, incremental capacity (IC) analysis, differential voltage (DV) analysis, 

and HPPC, provide richer information regarding degradation mechanisms and transient power performance [29], [36], 

[37], [38]. IC analysis reveals phase transitions in electrodes as distinct peaks in dQ/dV curves, which shift and diminish 

with aging, offering insights into loss of active material and increased kinetic resistance. Electrochemical impedance 

spectroscopy (EIS), increasingly paired with model-based fitting or machine learning, can decompose total impedance 

into physically meaningful elements; for example, growth in charge-transfer resistance (𝑅𝑐𝑡) closely tracks SEI thickening 

and capacity fade [39]. However, these techniques are typically reserved for a smaller subset of candidate R-LIB, given 

their greater time and operational requirements. 

To enable high-throughput and efficient screening, recent advances have focused on accelerated diagnostic protocols. 

For instance, partial charging tests, such as evaluating LFP cells within a narrow voltage window, can estimate full 

capacity with over 50% reduction in test time [40]. Multi-index co-extraction schemes further enhance efficiency by 

deriving voltage, current, and temperature features from the same short testing pulse [41], [42]. In parallel, the integration 

of robotic handling, multiplexed hardware, and AI-assisted analytics has enabled high-throughput automated screening 

lines capable of evaluating thousands of R-LIBs per hour. 

Following diagnostic evaluation, R-LIBs are typically classified according to a three-tier scheme based on key health 

metrics. Cells retaining more than approximately 80% of their nominal capacity, with low internal resistance and no 

visible damage, are considered suitable for demanding reuse scenarios such as mobility devices or power tools. Those 

with moderate SOH, generally in the 50–80% range, are allocated to less power-intensive applications including stationary 
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energy storage and backup systems. Units exhibiting SOH below 50%, abnormal resistance growth, or clear physical 

defects are directed to recycling and material recovery [13], [43], [44]. While a three-tier classification scheme 

(SOH >80%, 50–80%, <50%) is widely adopted, exact cutoffs for end-of-life (EOL) and second-life suitability vary by 

jurisdiction and organization. Many automakers and standards use 80% capacity as the nominal EOL for mobility use, 

whereas some manufacturers allow continued use down to 70%, and others additionally set limits based on internal 

resistance growth. This diversity highlights the need for clearer and more harmonized grading criteria across regions and 

applications. To further enhance classification flexibility and robustness, emerging approaches employ composite scoring 

systems and soft clustering frameworks that integrate multiple indicators, accommodating differences in chemistry and 

aging behavior across diverse battery populations [27], [45]. 

 

Fig.2 Framework of Retired Lithium-Ion Batteries: from retired EV packs with uncertain condition to screening, 

indicators, data-scarce prediction, and second-life deployment 

Despite notable progress, several persistent challenges remain. Full capacity tests offer the highest reliability in SOH 

estimation but are too time- and energy-intensive for large-scale use. In contrast, rapid tests, though efficient, are highly 

sensitive to temperature, state of charge, and procedural variations, resulting in inconsistent measurements across facilities. 

Additional sources of error stem from variations in current rates, cutoff voltages, ambient conditions, and hardware 

calibration, all of which undermine cross-laboratory comparability and limit the generalizability of predictive models  

[46]. These issues highlight the pressing need for harmonized diagnostic protocols, shared reference datasets, and unified 

reporting standards. The concept of a “battery passport”, a digital record encompassing a cell’s manufacturing origin, 

chemistry, and detailed operational history, has been championed by policymakers and industry consortia to improve 

traceability and facilitate efficient grading for second-life use [47], [48]. 

In summary, systematic preliminary screening, combining visual inspection, rapid electrical assessment, and targeted 

advanced electrochemical analysis, forms the backbone of safe and effective R-LIB evaluation. However, practical 
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screening often yields incomplete or inconsistent datasets, especially when integrating information from multiple sources 

or facilities. This motivates recent research into data generation, completion, and augmentation strategies—topics that 

will be explored in the following section. The external health indicators identified here provide the foundation for a more 

detailed discussion of diagnostic metrics and methodologies in the following section. 

3.2 Health Indicators and Their Physical Interpretation 

Health indicators (HIs) constitute the quantitative foundation for assessing the degradation state of R-LIBs. Because 

the underlying electrochemical aging mechanisms, such as SEI thickening, active-material isolation, impedance growth, 

and lithium inventory loss, cannot be directly measured at scale, practical evaluation relies on macroscopic signals that 

serve as interpretable proxies for these microscopic processes. A robust HI framework must therefore balance three critical 

attributes: physical interpretability, diagnostic sensitivity, and scalability for industrial screening. In this section, we 

systematically categorize the principal HIs according to their physical origins, outline the mechanisms they reflect, and 

discuss their applicability and limitations in R-LIB sorting. 

3.2.1 Electrochemical Performance Indicators 

Electrochemical performance indicators describe how an R-LIB responds to applied current and voltage stimuli, thus 

serving as the most direct macroscopic expressions of its underlying electrochemical state. These indicators primarily 

capture degradations associated with loss of lithium inventory (LLI), loss of active material (LAM), impedance growth, 

changes in reaction kinetics, and thermodynamic drift. Compared with purely electrical or thermal indicators, 

electrochemical performance metrics are more closely tied to fundamental intercalation chemistry, and therefore provide 

physically interpretable pathways for diagnosing aging mechanisms. This subsection categorizes the major 

electrochemical performance HIs into capacity-based, voltage-based, derivative-based (IC/DV), OCV-based 

(equilibrium), and coulombic efficiency indicators. 

3.2.1.1 Capacity-based Indicators 

Capacity-based indicators form the cornerstone of R-LIB health assessment, as they directly quantify the usable 

charge a cell can deliver relative to its design specification. The retained capacity—commonly expressed as 

SOH𝑄 =
𝑄measured

𝑄rated

× 100%. 

where 𝑄measured  is the dischargeable capacity during diagnostic cycling. Capacity fade arises from two dominant 

degradation pathways. The first is LLI, primarily driven by SEI thickening, electrolyte reduction, and lithium trapping, 

which reduce the amount of cyclable lithium and shift electrode stoichiometry. The second pathway is LAM, which results 

from particle cracking, delamination, or loss of electronic percolation, thereby decreasing the volume of active material 

participating in intercalation reactions. Seminal degradation studies by Seo et al. [49] and Wang et al. [50] demonstrated 

that LLI dominates early-life degradation, whereas LAM becomes increasingly pronounced at later stages or under high 

C-rate cycling. 

Although full charge–discharge cycling at low rates (0.2–0.5C) provides the most accurate capacity evaluation, it 

remains impractical for large-scale R-LIB sorting due to its substantial time and energy cost. This has motivated the 

adoption of partial-range capacity tests. Despite its universality and direct application relevance, capacity-based SOH 

alone cannot distinguish between underlying degradation modes, nor can it resolve early or incipient failure mechanisms 

before substantial loss occurs. For this reason, capacity measurement is often used in conjunction with other 

electrochemical indicators to achieve a more granular and mechanism-specific health evaluation. 

3.2.1.2 Voltage-based Indicators 

Voltage-based health indicators can be broadly interpreted as descriptors of the voltage-profile shape. Whether 
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measured during constant-current (CC) charging, constant-power operation, or short relaxation following current 

interruptions, the voltage trajectory reflects the combined effect of internal resistance, polarization, diffusion kinetics, and 

phase-transition behavior. Aging distorts the geometry of the voltage curve in predictable ways, such as shifts, slope 

variations, and local expansions or contractions, making voltage-profile morphology a unifying basis for a wide range of 

HIs, from localized interval descriptors to global curve-similarity metrics. 

Building on this principle, a substantial body of work has explored how localized voltage segments encode 

degradation signatures. Peng et al. [51] demonstrated that within a targeted voltage interval, aging systematically alters 

both the rise-rate geometry and localized slope of the CC profile. Their set of interval-based features, including 

differential-voltage rise time, mean voltage, spectral components, and distance-based deviation metrics, captures the 

accelerated and sharpened voltage rise that emerges as resistance and polarization increase. Extending the utility of short 

voltage windows, Li et al. [52] showed that even 300-s CC voltage snippets contain rich statistical traces of degradation: 

descriptors such as mean, variance, RMS, skewness, and kurtosis of both 𝑉 and 𝛥𝑉 were found to vary monotonically 

with cycling. These studies collectively indicate that fine-grained voltage-shape attributes extracted from short segments 

can serve as compact yet sensitive SOH indicators. 

Beyond localized intervals, global voltage-profile geometry further preserves degradation information. When full CC 

charging curves are available, Wang et al. [53] demonstrated consistent aging-induced deformation, most noticeably left-

shifts and slope steepening, supported by segment-wise statistics and CC–CV transitional behavior. Recognizing that CC 

data may be unavailable in real-world EV operation, Lai et al. [54] reconstructed an equivalent CC voltage profile from 

dynamic driving data. Features derived from this reconstructed trajectory, including voltage-rise duration and average 

voltage-change rate, remained strongly correlated with SOH, illustrating that global voltage-shape characteristics are 

robust to the means by which the profile is obtained. 

Complementing standard CC-based analyses, alternative charging conditions and voltage representations introduce 

additional diagnostic perspectives. Under fast-charging protocols, the companion study [55] reported accelerated 

polarization-driven voltage rise, shifts in the effective charging plateau, and pronounced relaxation tails following pulse 

removal. These dynamic voltage behaviors carry mechanistic significance, reflecting increased impedance, heat 

accumulation, and potential lithium plating. Moreover, Chen et al. [56] showed that deformation of the voltage–capacity 

curve—manifested as plateau shifting, stretching or compression, and local slope deviation, can distinguish among 

different degradation modes such as LLI and LAM. These complementary findings highlight that voltage-profile 

morphology, expressed either in the time domain or the capacity domain, provides a rich diagnostic signal for multiple 

aging pathways. 

Taken together, these studies demonstrate that voltage-based His, whether derived from local voltage snippets, full or 

reconstructed CC trajectories, or dynamic fast-charging responses, are unified by the underlying principle of capturing 

the evolving shape of the voltage profile. This family of indicators provides a physically grounded, model-agnostic means 

of quantifying aging-induced changes in resistance, lithium inventory, and kinetic limitations, offering one of the most 

broadly applicable approaches for battery health assessment. 

3.2.1.3 Derivative-based Indicators 

Derivative-based indicators extract degradation signatures by differentiating the voltage–capacity or voltage–time 

trajectory, thereby amplifying subtle geometric distortions that are difficult to observe directly in raw voltage curves. By 

operating on the slope and curvature of the electrochemical response, these indicators provide a sensitive view of 

phenomena such as lithium inventory loss, active material depletion, rising polarization, and the gradual smoothing of 

phase transitions. Within this unified mathematical perspective, first-order derivatives capture the dominant evolution of 

plateau slopes and transition-region peaks, whereas higher-order derivatives expose curvature changes that often emerge 
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earlier in the degradation pathway. 

First-order derivatives, including incremental capacity (dQ/dV) and differential voltage (dV/dQ), constitute the most 

widely validated indicators extracted from the V–Q trajectory. Horizontal shifts of IC/DV peaks represent one of the 

clearest signatures of lithium inventory loss: as SEI growth consumes cyclable lithium, electrode equilibrium potentials 

drift, and all major IC peaks translate systematically along the voltage axis, a trend consistently observed in mechanistic 

studies [57], [58], [59]. In contrast, selective reduction of peak amplitude is strongly associated with loss of active material, 

where particle fracture or electronic isolation reduces accessible transition-region capacity [60], [61]. Recent physics-

informed voltage–capacity models likewise reproduce peak translation and plateau distortion as natural consequences of 

stoichiometric drift [62]. Increasing diffusion resistance and impedance growth further lead to peak broadening, 

weakening the sharpness of two-phase transitions as cycling progresses [63]. 

Beyond IC analysis, differential voltage features provide a complementary view of aging. Flattening of DV valleys 

reflects increasing overpotential and kinetic limitations, particularly at low discharge rates where voltage gradients 

dominate the response [64]. Because DV features remain identifiable in partial cycles, they have shown strong 

applicability to EV and operational datasets where full CC charging is unavailable [65]. To mitigate measurement noise, 

several studies quantify morphological descriptors—such as peak sharpness, curvature, prominence, or inter-peak 

spacing—which enhance robustness while preserving physical interpretability [50], [66]. 

Higher-order derivatives offer an even more sensitive probe of curvature evolution, particularly in chemistries with 

pronounced two-phase behavior. As impedance and diffusion limitations accumulate, curvature around phase boundaries 

decreases and inflection points are progressively smoothed, revealing early loss of transition-region clarity [67], [68]. 

Such curvature-driven signatures have been visualized directly in ultrahigh-resolution digital-twin reconstructions, where 

voltage-curve flattening was shown to precede measurable capacity decay across both LFP and layered-oxide systems 

[69]. Although second-order derivatives are more susceptible to noise, their strong physical grounding and early-stage 

sensitivity make them a valuable complement to first-order IC/DV features, particularly in high-fidelity laboratory 

datasets. 

Together, derivative-based indicators form a compact yet physically rich set of health descriptors. First-order 

derivatives reflect the dominant effects of lithium inventory loss, active material degradation, and kinetic polarization, 

whereas second-order derivatives provide early sensitivity to curvature changes associated with phase-transition fading. 

Their combined use enables small geometric distortions in voltage–capacity trajectories to be translated into actionable 

degradation insights across laboratory, industrial, and field environments. 

3.2.1.4 Rest and Equilibrium Voltage Indicators 

Rest and equilibrium voltage indicators analyze the cell’s zero-current voltage response to reveal aging-induced shifts 

in intrinsic electrode potentials. Unlike voltage-based features obtained under load, these indicators probe the 

thermodynamic landscape of the electrodes, including their equilibrium potential curves, relaxation trajectories, and dual-

path hysteresis behavior, thereby offering direct insight into LLI, LAM, and changes in phase-transition stability. 

Regardless of whether the inputs are obtained from long-rest OCV measurements, short-term relaxation segments, or 

paired charge–discharge equilibrium paths, their common foundation lies in observing how the cell approaches or departs 

from its equilibrium states under I = 0 conditions. 

The evolution of the full OCV–SOC curve provides one of the most interpretable equilibrium signatures of 

degradation in lithium-ion batteries. Progressive horizontal shifts in the OCV trajectory remain the clearest marker of 

lithium inventory loss, reflecting the altered stoichiometric balance between the two electrodes as SEI growth reduces 

cyclable lithium [70]. In parallel, slope steepening and plateau compression across characteristic SOC windows have been 

consistently linked to loss of active material, diminished two-phase coexistence, and weakened phase-transition sharpness 
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in both layered and olivine chemistries [71]. Building on these mechanistic insights, a growing body of work has modeled 

OCV–SOC evolution directly from low-current equilibrium measurements, demonstrating that analytical expressions 

fitted across different temperatures and cycling stages capture systematic equilibrium-voltage drifts associated with 

capacity fade [72]. Other studies have reconstructed pseudo-OCV curves from operational data, either through smooth 

IC-based regression, online OCV identification, or half-cell OCV composition, to enable real-time tracking of LLI and 

LAM without requiring full rest conditions [70], [72], [73]. Together, these approaches establish full-equilibrium and 

quasi-equilibrium OCV curves as reliable and physically grounded indicators whose shape evolution encodes the 

dominant aging modes over a battery’s lifetime. 

Short-duration relaxation segments provide an efficient proxy for accessing quasi-equilibrium behavior without 

requiring full-rest OCV tests. Immediately after current interruption, the voltage decays from its polarized state toward 

equilibrium, and the shape of this short relaxation window encodes aging-dependent changes in surface polarization and 

lithium redistribution. Fan et al. showed that even the first 10 s of decay exhibit a monotonic acceleration with cycling, 

enabling highly accurate SOH estimation directly from the early-time relaxation profile [74]. This trend is reinforced by 

the 15-s relaxation study of Zhang et al., where time-series features such as curvature and quantile dynamics provide 

robust degradation signatures without electrochemical model identification [75]. Beyond direct SOH regression, Liu et 

al. demonstrated that a short relaxation sequence can be mapped to a full V–Q curve through an encoder–decoder 

framework, enabling access to equilibrium-derived indicators such as IC peaks using only minimal rest time [76]. 

Together these results confirm that relaxation-based indicators offer a compact yet information-rich representation of the 

equilibrium trajectory, well suited for real-world applications where natural rest periods are abundant. 

Charge–discharge hysteresis provides an additional view of equilibrium behavior by contrasting two quasi-

equilibrium voltage paths traced under identical currents but opposite lithiation directions. The evolution of the hysteresis 

loop, whether observed as narrowing due to stoichiometric shifts associated with LLI or as widening resulting from 

mechanical strain or sluggish phase transitions, has been repeatedly confirmed in mechanistic studies examining entropy-

based hysteresis signatures and their sensitivity to aging and cycling direction [77]. Building on these physical insights, 

detailed investigations of SOC-, temperature-, and path-dependent hysteresis behavior in both LFP and ternary cathode 

systems have demonstrated that the loop shape, asymmetry, and charge–discharge voltage separation encode rich 

information about electrode thermodynamics, motivating asymmetric hysteresis operators capable of accurately capturing 

these dependencies[78]. At the same time, recent efforts in data-efficient OCV-envelope reconstruction have shown that 

only sparse measurements of the hysteresis window are required to recover the underlying equilibrium trajectories, 

enabling accurate aging-state adaptation and cross-chemistry transfer of hysteresis models without intensive 

parameterization [79]. Because hysteresis captures directional equilibrium effects that remain invisible in single OCV–

SOC curves or short relaxation segments, it offers complementary diagnostic value for interpreting electrode-level 

degradation and remains particularly informative in materials exhibiting pronounced two-phase transitions such as LFP. 

Together, rest-derived relaxation features, full OCV–SOC trajectory evolution, and dual-path hysteresis shifts form a 

coherent family of equilibrium-rooted indicators that probe electrode thermodynamics more directly than voltage-based 

or impedance-based metrics. Their shared advantage lies in strong interpretability, each reflects specific degradation 

mechanisms at the electrode level, while their practical differences stem from testing burden: full OCV provides the 

richest information but is difficult to obtain, relaxation segments offer excellent deployability, and hysteresis reveals 

electrode asymmetry inaccessible to other modalities. 

3.2.2 Impedance Indicators 

Impedance and transport indicators provide a deeper and more mechanistically resolved view of degradation in retired 

lithium-ion batteries than capacity or voltage-based metrics. Whereas electrochemical performance indicators reflect the 
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macroscopic outcome of aging, impedance descriptors probe the underlying resistive, capacitive, and diffusive processes 

governing charge transfer and lithium-ion mobility. Because these physicochemical pathways are directly altered by SEI 

growth, electrolyte degradation, particle cracking, and transition-metal dissolution, impedance- and transport-based health 

indicators have become essential tools for diagnosing the origin and severity of degradation. This subsection synthesizes 

the major categories of impedance and transport indicators, direct-current resistance, frequency-domain impedance 

spectroscopy, relaxation-time analysis, and diffusion-related metrics, and discusses their mathematical formulations, 

physical interpretations, and relevance to R-LIB screening. 

3.2.2.1 Direct-Current Internal Resistance (DCIR) 

Direct-current internal resistance (DCIR) is among the most practical and widely adopted impedance-based health 

indicators owing to its simplicity, fast measurement, and low instrumentation requirements. As a lumped representation 

of ohmic resistance, interfacial charge-transfer kinetics, and early-stage diffusion polarization, DCIR reliably increases 

as the cell ages, making it an accessible surrogate for cumulative impedance buildup. For automotive-grade lithium-ion 

batteries, DCIR is routinely monitored alongside capacity fade to track degradation across diverse chemistries, usage 

patterns, and environmental conditions. 

Recent experimental studies have reinforced the strong connection between cycling-induced degradation and DCIR 

evolution. Investigations on prismatic NMC/graphite cells operated under fast-charging regimes have shown clear 

monotonic increases in DCIR, reflecting the combined influence of rate-dependent interfacial degradation and cathode 

structural changes that emerge under aggressive charging conditions [80]. Temperature has also been identified as a 

dominant external factor shaping DCIR progression: controlled cycling experiments on LFP and NMC cells demonstrate 

that elevated operating temperatures accelerate resistance rise, whereas active cooling can substantially suppress DCIR 

drift and nearly double the attainable cycle life [81]. These results emphasize that DCIR is sensitive not only to intrinsic 

electrochemical aging but also to thermal environment and discharge-rate conditions. 

Beyond individual aging studies, DCIR is now widely incorporated into large-scale experimental designs as a core 

diagnostic variable for modeling degradation behavior. Multi-stage aging datasets involving hundreds of cells under 

systematically varied cycling and storage conditions consistently include DCIR measurements, underscoring its value as 

a generalizable indicator across chemistries and test protocols [82]. In the context of retired or second-life batteries, DCIR 

has further gained traction as a rapid screening metric to assess state-of-health variations across large populations. 

Statistical analyses of LiFePO₄ cells harvested from hybrid-electric vehicle packs have demonstrated strong correlations 

between DCIR and retained capacity, enabling practical acceptance criteria for module-level sorting and highlighting the 

role of resistance-based metrics in repurposing workflows [83]. 

Despite these advantages, DCIR provides only a coarse decomposition of resistive processes: increases may arise 

from SEI growth, loss of active material, charge-transfer degradation, electrolyte aging, or cathode microstructural 

changes, all of which contribute similarly to the aggregate resistance trend. Its strong dependence on temperature and 

state-of-charge further necessitates standardized measurement conditions or compensation models to ensure cross-cell 

comparability. Nevertheless, the ease of measurement and module-level accessibility make DCIR a cornerstone indicator 

in large-scale diagnostics, production quality control, and second-life battery triage, where rapid decision-making is often 

more critical than mechanistic specificity. 

3.2.2.2 Frequency-Domain Impedance Spectroscopy (EIS) 

Electrochemical impedance spectroscopy (EIS) offers a frequency-resolved view of battery degradation that is far 

more interpretable than lumped DC resistance. By separating ohmic, charge-transfer, double-layer, and diffusion 

contributions, EIS provides a structured way to attribute impedance growth to specific physical mechanisms rather than 
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aggregating them into a single scalar value. This decomposition has made EIS one of the most informative laboratory-

grade tools for understanding how different degradation modes unfold over the battery lifetime. 

A substantial body of research has characterized the evolution of mid-frequency charge-transfer features, which serve 

as sensitive markers of interfacial degradation. Increases in the semicircle diameter or extracted 𝑅𝑐𝑡 parameters have 

been linked to SEI thickening, surface reconstruction, and transition-metal dissolution in both half-cell and full-cell 

configurations, as demonstrated in electrolyte-engineering studies and mechanistic aging analyses [84], [85]. 

Complementary work has examined frequency-domain signatures associated with diffusion and porous-electrode 

transport. Distortions in the low-frequency tail, including changes in diffusion impedance and relaxation-time 

distributions, have been reported during diffusion-limited intercalation, pore clogging, and loss of active-material 

connectivity [84], [86].These findings establish EIS as a powerful tool for distinguishing between interfacial and 

transport-dominated degradation pathways—capabilities that cannot be achieved with DCIR alone. 

EIS features also vary systematically with chemistry, operating conditions, and environmental stress. Studies 

incorporating temperature and state-of-charge variation have shown that both SEI resistance and charge-transfer kinetics 

exhibit distinct dependencies on thermal environment and SOC windows, with measurable implications for SOH 

estimation [87]. Comparative analyses across datasets and battery types have further revealed that impedance spectra 

carry chemistry-specific fingerprints, enabling cross-cell discrimination and supporting impedance-driven state 

estimation frameworks [88]. 

In parallel, recent work has leveraged EIS as a feature-rich input for machine-learning-based diagnostics. High- and 

mid-frequency geometric features, equivalent-circuit parameters, ZPG model poles, and convolutionally extracted latent 

features have all been used to improve SOH estimation, achieving errors below 1–3% across a range of temperatures and 

cell types [89], [90], [91], [92]. These approaches highlight EIS’s potential as an interpretable and information-dense 

input for data-driven prognostics, provided that computational cost and measurement variability are appropriately 

managed. 

Despite these advantages, practical deployment of EIS remains limited by its instrumentation requirements, long 

stabilization times, and sensitivity to measurement protocol. Equivalent-circuit fitting remains inherently non-unique, 

introducing operator-dependent variability and limiting cross-study comparability. As a result, EIS is less suitable than 

DCIR for high-throughput retired-battery sorting, though it remains indispensable for mechanistic aging studies, 

calibration of physics-based models, and the development of interpretable machine-learning estimators. 

3.2.2.3 Distribution of Relaxation Times (DRT) 

The distribution of relaxation times (DRT) enhances the interpretability of impedance spectra by decomposing the 

measured response into a continuum of characteristic timescales. Unlike conventional equivalent-circuit fitting, which 

often suffers from parameter coupling and non-uniqueness, DRT can cleanly separate overlapping electrochemical 

processes such as charge-transfer kinetics, double-layer charging, solid-state diffusion, and particle–contact effects. This 

makes DRT particularly powerful for diagnosing aging mechanisms that distort the semicircle structure of Nyquist plots 

but leave recognizable relaxation signatures in the time domain. Recent studies have shown that DRT can reveal the 

evolution of interfacial and transport processes during cycling, clarifying how SEI growth, loss of active material, or 

electrode architecture changes contribute to impedance rise in LIBs [93], [94]. 

DRT is especially useful for analyzing heterogeneous or aged cells, where spatial inhomogeneities, originating from 

particle-size variations, uneven SEI morphology, or non-uniform current-collector contacts, broaden or shift the relaxation 

spectrum beyond what classical EIS can resolve. Comparative DRT studies on commercial NCM, LFP, and NCA cells 

demonstrated that each chemistry exhibits distinct relaxation peaks associated with different kinetic regimes, enabling a 

more reliable discrimination of degradation pathways across materials [94]. Similarly, real-world EV aging investigations 
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reported that DRT can decouple cathode charge-transfer impedance from anode contact resistance, providing a 

mechanistic view of how mileage-dependent transitions occur from lithium-inventory loss toward active-material 

degradation [95]. 

Beyond mechanism identification, DRT has become an important tool for health-indicator construction and SOH 

estimation. Machine-learning approaches that combine DRT peak features with regression models, such as multilayer 

perceptrons or Gaussian-process regressors, have achieved significantly improved robustness compared with single-

frequency EIS features, especially under varying temperature or SOC conditions [96]. Recent developments also extend 

DRT analysis to all-solid-state batteries and low-temperature impedance characterization, where separating interfacial 

processes is critical; these studies highlight the ability of DRT to identify electrode/electrolyte contact, particle–particle 

transport, passive-film growth, and other interfacial phenomena across chemistries and thermal environments [93], [97]. 

Despite these advantages, DRT requires high-resolution impedance measurements and appropriate regularization, and 

peak assignment may still require expert interpretation. Nevertheless, by revealing subtle early-stage changes invisible in 

traditional EIS, and by providing a systematic process-resolved view of impedance evolution, DRT has become one of 

the most informative impedance-based indicators for retired-battery assessment, degradation mechanism identification, 

and data-driven health estimation. 

3.2.3 Thermal Indicators 

Thermal indicators characterize how a cell generates, accumulates, and redistributes heat during operation or rest, 

thereby providing an integrative reflection of internal resistance buildup, parasitic reactions, and structural or interfacial 

degradation. Many degradation modes, such as impedance rise, electrolyte depletion, cathode micro-cracking, transition-

metal dissolution, gas evolution, and micro-short formation, manifest earlier or more sensitively in thermal behavior than 

in purely electrochemical signatures. Consequently, temperature-based indicators play a critical role in assessing the 

safety and reliability of R-LIBs, where cells with similar capacity may exhibit very different thermal fragility due to 

heterogeneous aging histories [98], [99]. These indicators therefore complement electrochemical HIs by revealing latent 

risks and guiding acceptance decisions for second-life use. 

3.2.3.1 Temperature Rise and Heat-Generation Indicators 

Temperature-rise indicators quantify how rapidly and intensely a cell warms under controlled cycling or pulse 

excitation, offering a direct measurement of heat generation. The total heat-generation rate arises from irreversible Joule 

heating and reversible entropic contributions, both of which evolve with aging. SEI thickening, loss of active surface area, 

electrolyte depletion, and rising charge-transfer resistance all increase the I²R component, whereas structural changes in 

layered oxide cathodes modify entropic heat through shifts in phase equilibria and 𝜕𝑈/𝜕𝑇 behavior[22], [100]. 

Experimental studies consistently show that aged NMC and LFP cells exhibit faster and larger temperature rise even 

under moderate cycling. Elevated peak ΔT correlates strongly with internal-resistance growth, lithium plating severity, 

and the onset of parasitic reactions, indicating that temperature rise is a sensitive marker of early degradation [101], [102]. 

High-temperature aging studies further reveal that thermal behavior deteriorates systematically with cycling: oxidized 

cathode structures, thicker or decomposed SEI, and gas formation collectively reduce thermal stability, lower self-heating 

onset temperature, and accelerate heat accumulation [22]. 

Because temperature-rise tests can be conducted using short pulses and simple surface-temperature sensors, without 

full cycling, they offer a rapid, low-cost screening indicator for large retired-battery populations. However, thermal 

indicators are highly sensitive to external conditions such as cooling environment, cell orientation, and fixture thermal 

paths; therefore, robust normalization or standardized testing environments are required to ensure comparability across 

facilities. Even so, temperature-rise indicators remain one of the most practical and safety-relevant tools for detecting 

thermal fragility and identifying cells unsuitable for second-life deployment. 
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3.2.3.2 Temperature Uniformity and Surface Hot-Spot Indicators 

Spatial thermal behavior provides another layer of diagnostic insight beyond bulk temperature rise, particularly for 

retired batteries where degradation is often highly localized. Infrared (IR) thermography and distributed sensor 

technologies consistently reveal that non-uniform aging leads to characteristic hot-spot patterns on the cell surface. These 

local temperature anomalies typically arise from elevated impedance regions, micro-shorts, gas-pocket formation in 

pouch cells, current-collector corrosion, or tab/weld defects—conditions that may not be captured by global 

electrochemical indicators alone. 

A common metric for quantifying spatial thermal non-uniformity is the temperature spread, defined as the difference 

between the hottest and coldest regions on the cell surface. Larger spreads indicate highly asymmetric heat generation 

and are strongly associated with structural inhomogeneity and non-uniform degradation. Recent work using IR 

thermography has demonstrated that temperature-curve similarity can also serve as a screening metric, enabling single-

cycle consistency assessment of retired modules by comparing spatial thermal signatures across cells [103]. Experimental 

studies further confirm that IR imaging reliably identifies abnormal heat-generating regions that correlate with electrical 

behavior and can quantitatively approximate heat-generation rates [104]. 

Beyond surface imaging, emerging distributed sensing technologies provide much finer spatial resolution. Fiber-optic 

distributed temperature sensing (DTS/DFOS) has been used to track in-plane gradients and the movement of hottest 

regions during operation, revealing that internal temperature differences can exceed surface-measured values by more 

than 300% in degraded pouch cells [105]. Such methods offer unique visibility into subsurface thermal heterogeneity, an 

important advantage for stacked electrodes where surface emissivity and heat-spreading effects mask internal hot spots 

[106]. 

In the context of second-life screening, sustained hot-spot behavior is especially concerning because it predicts both 

accelerated local aging and an elevated risk of thermal propagation. Studies on aged LFP cells, for example, show that 

internal hot spots can trigger exothermic reactions at temperatures as low as 55 °C, substantially reducing the onset 

threshold for thermal runaway [107]. Thermal fragility of this kind may disqualify a battery from repurposing even when 

its electrical performance metrics remain within acceptable bounds. Thus, temperature uniformity indicators, whether 

obtained through IR imaging or advanced distributed sensing, play an essential role in ensuring safe and reliable reuse of 

heterogeneous R-LIB populations. 

3.2.3.3 Runaway-Related Thermal Indicators 

Safety-critical thermal indicators focus on early-stage precursors of thermal runaway, capturing chemical instabilities 

that often emerge well before catastrophic failure. These indicators are particularly important for retired batteries, in 

which aging-induced heterogeneity, lithium plating, and internal defects substantially narrow the thermal safety margin 

even if capacity or impedance metrics appear acceptable. 

A central precursor is self-heating at rest, which reflects parasitic reactions, micro-short pathways, or unstable SEI 

decomposition. Healthy cells show negligible temperature drift, while aged or plated cells can exhibit measurable positive 

temperature rise during rest or mild heating. Several thermal-runaway experiments report that self-heating in NMC, LFP, 

and LCO cells intensifies during the transition from heat-conduction to gas-generation-dominated phases, serving as one 

of the earliest measurable warning signals before voltage collapse or sharp temperature acceleration [65], [108]. 

A second widely used indicator is the exothermic onset temperature, typically extracted from ARC or DSC 

measurements. Aging, overcharge, lithium plating, and electrolyte decomposition all reduce this onset temperature, 

shrinking the buffer between normal operation and thermal runaway. Multiple studies show that aged or overcharged cells 

can enter exothermic stages 20–40 °C earlier than fresh cells, with plated lithium in particular causing dramatically earlier 

eruption behaviors and intensified gas production [65], [107], [109]. 
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A third precursor is low-temperature gas generation, often detectable between 40–70 °C. Gas evolution at such low 

temperatures indicates unstable SEI layers, electrolyte oxidation, or early-stage internal shorting. Overcharge-induced TR 

studies demonstrate that detectable gas peaks and surface swelling occur in early stages, aligning closely with the 

transition into higher-hazard TR phases [110], [111]. Gas-based or multi-sensor early-warning strategies have been shown 

to provide tens of minutes of lead time before full runaway, underscoring the diagnostic value of gas evolution combined 

with temperature indicators [112]. 

Recent work further highlights that combined thermal–electrochemical signatures enhance early-stage detection. The 

evolution of characteristic impedance peaks during controlled heating provides complementary precursors to temperature-

based cues, enabling two-level or multi-level early warning frameworks that outperform temperature-only approaches 

[108]. Similarly, thermal-runaway analyses under different aging pathways show that lithium plating, SEI rupture, and 

oxygen release from layered oxides leave distinct thermal fingerprints, emphasizing the need to interpret thermal 

precursors in the context of degradation mechanisms [113], [114]. 

For second-life qualification, these precursors are especially valuable because they target failure mechanisms rather 

than performance decline. Even cells with seemingly acceptable capacity or DCIR may show early gas generation, 

reduced onset temperature, or abnormal resting heat—conditions that indicate unacceptable safety risks for repurposing. 

As such, safety-critical thermal indicators serve as decisive exclusion criteria for R-LIB screening and represent an 

essential layer of protection against catastrophic events in second-life deployments. 

3.2.4 Comparative Evaluation and Limitations 

The health indicators reviewed across Sections 3.2.1–3.2.3 capture different but complementary manifestations of 

degradation and collectively form the foundation for screening and diagnosing retired lithium-ion batteries. Table 1 

Table 1 — Comparative summary of major indicator categories 

HI Category Representative 

Features 

Physical Meaning Measurement 

Requirements 

Strengths Limitations 

Electrochemical 

indicators (3.2.1) 

Capacity, voltage 

profile shape, IC/DV 

peaks, OCV 

behavior 

Stoichiometry shifts 

(LLI), active-

material loss, phase-

transition changes, 

polarization 

Controlled cycling 

(CC/CV), relaxation 

steps for OCV, high-

resolution 

voltage/capacity data 

High interpretability; 

widely validated; 

strong correlation 

with capacity/SOH 

Testing time is long; 

sensitive to protocol 

and temperature; 

noise affects IC/DV 

Impedance-based 

indicators (3.2.2) 

DCIR, high-/mid-

/low-frequency EIS, 

DRT components 

Ohmic resistance, 

charge-transfer 

kinetics, 

SEI/interfacial aging, 

ion transport 

limitations 

Pulse or frequency 

sweep tests; SOC & 

temperature control; 

specialized 

instrumentation 

Mechanistic 

resolution; early-

stage degradation 

detection; fast when 

automated 

Requires dedicated 

hardware; 

SOC/temperature 

dependence; 

complex 

interpretation 

Thermal & safety 

indicators (3.2.3) 

Temperature spread 

(ΔT), hot-spot 

intensity, self-

heating rate, gas 

evolution, DSC/ARC 

onset temperature 

Heat generation from 

reaction kinetics, 

micro-shorts, SEI 

instability, runaway 

precursors 

IR imaging, sensor 

arrays, rest-period 

monitoring, 

calorimetry, 

controlled heating 

Essential for safety; 

detects latent 

instabilities; 

identifies structural 

defects 

May require long 

rest/heating times; 

emissivity errors; 

internal temperatures 

not directly 

observable 

 



Page 18 of 46 

synthesizes these indicators by comparing their physical meaning, representative features, measurement requirements, 

diagnostic resolution, and typical limitations. This consolidated perspective clarifies how each indicator class contributes 

to core assessment tasks such as capacity estimation, power capability evaluation, fault identification, and safety assurance. 

Electrochemical performance indicators, particularly capacity-, voltage-, and derivative-based metrics, provide high 

interpretability and direct links to material stoichiometry and reaction pathways. They remain the gold standard for 

quantifying usable capacity, although their dependence on controlled charge–discharge cycling makes them time-

intensive for large-scale screening. Impedance-based indicators offer finer mechanistic resolution by distinguishing ohmic, 

interfacial, and diffusion processes, but require specialized instrumentation and tight control of temperature and state of 

charge. Thermal indicators and self-discharge metrics reveal latent instability and parasitic reactions that may not appear 

during short cycling tests, but they typically require long rest periods or calorimetry-based setups.  

Overall, no single indicator provides a complete representation of battery health. Effective R-LIB evaluation requires 

balancing diagnostic accuracy, scalability, and practical constraints. Multi-indicator fusion， combining the mechanistic 

insight of electrochemical and impedance metrics with the safety sensitivity of mechanical and thermal indicators, offers 

the most robust foundation for large-volume repurposing, ensuring both performance reliability and safety compliance. 

3.3 Diagnostic Techniques and Practical Health Grading 

3.3.1 Purpose and Scope of Diagnostic Techniques 

Diagnostic techniques provide the experimental foundation for converting conceptual health indicators into 

measurable, comparable, and decision-ready quantities. While Section 3.2 summarized the electrochemical, impedance, 

thermal, and mechanical indicators that describe battery aging, these indicators become operationally meaningful only 

when acquired through standardized diagnostic procedures. For R-LIBs, where cell populations originate from diverse 

usage histories and require rapid but reliable evaluation, diagnostic testing must simultaneously achieve accuracy, 

reproducibility, and high throughput. 

To meet these needs, a range of experimental techniques has been developed, from full charge–discharge profiling 

and pulse-based resistance measurements to impedance spectroscopy, thermal characterization, and emerging rapid-test 

protocols. Each method probes a different subset of aging mechanisms, yielding complementary data streams that together 

form the basis for practical health grading. These measurements are subsequently processed, normalized, and mapped 

into quantitative decision rules that support large-scale sorting, application routing, and safety assurance in second-life 

deployment. 

This section reviews the principal diagnostic methods used to obtain health indicators in practice and outlines how their 

outputs are transformed into consistent grading frameworks. By establishing this experimental-to-decision workflow, 

Section 3.3 bridges the physics-based interpretation of aging (Section 3.2) with the data-driven modeling approaches 

discussed in Section 4. 

3.3.2 Standard Diagnostic Experiments for HI Acquisition 

3.3.2.1 Full and Partial Charge–Discharge Tests 

Full charge–discharge profiling is the most widely used and physically transparent diagnostic method for evaluating 

retired lithium-ion batteries. By cycling cells under controlled constant-current conditions, reference voltage–capacity 

curves can be obtained to quantify retained capacity, Coulombic efficiency, plateau characteristics, overpotential evolution, 

and derivative-based indicators such as IC and DV curves. These signatures collectively reflect lithium inventory loss, 

active-material degradation, and increasing polarization during aging, making full-cycle profiling a benchmark approach 

for establishing ground-truth SOH in both laboratory studies and second-life assessments [115], [116]. 

Nevertheless, full cycling is time-consuming and not always feasible for large inventories of retired cells. To improve 

screening throughput, recent studies have explored partial-range charge–discharge protocols, which extract diagnostic 
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features from only the most informative voltage windows. For LiFePO₄ (LFP) cells, IC peaks and plateau slopes obtained 

from mid-voltage or high-rate charging segments exhibit strong correlation with the true usable capacity, allowing for 

rapid feature acquisition at a fraction of the time required by a full cycle [117], [118]. Partial charging segments also 

enable extraction of multiple features, such as voltage rise rate, internal resistance proxies, and localized curve 

deformation, providing a cost-effective basis for fast sorting schemes [42]. 

Derivative-based indicators extracted from these profiles further enhance diagnostic sensitivity. Comparative analyses 

have shown that the quality of IC/DV curves, their peak alignment, and the robustness of numerical differentiation 

strongly influence the reliability of SOH estimation [119]. Coupling IC/DV signatures with full or partial cycling data 

helps reveal subtle aging phenomena such as phase-transition smoothing and shifting equilibrium potentials, 

complementing capacity-based measurements [120]. 

Together, full and partial charge–discharge profiling form the foundation of practical diagnostic testing for retired 

batteries, offering a balance between physical interpretability, test accuracy, and operational efficiency. 

3.3.2.2 Hybrid Pulse Power Characterization and DCIR Tests 

Pulse-based diagnostic techniques provide rapid and sensitive assessment of internal resistance and power capability, 

making them indispensable for large-scale screening of retired lithium-ion batteries. In HPPC, a sequence of controlled 

charge–discharge pulses is applied while monitoring the instantaneous voltage drop. The resulting DCIR reflects 

combined contributions from ohmic, charge-transfer, and diffusion overpotentials, and it evolves systematically with SOC 

and SOH. Because resistance growth often precedes noticeable capacity loss, pulse-derived resistance metrics serve as 

reliable early indicators of degradation, particularly in second-life applications where rapid sorting is required [121], [122]. 

Recent studies demonstrate that more advanced pulse designs can significantly enrich diagnostic information. For 

instance, injecting high-frequency or multi-level pulses enables the extraction of pulse harmonics, which carry signatures 

related to kinetic parameters, electrode phase transitions, and nonlinear open-circuit voltage contributions. Machine-

learning models trained on pulse harmonics can reconstruct IC extrema and estimate SOH with sub-percent errors, 

achieving both impedance-like and IC-like diagnostics within a few minutes [121], [123]. These findings indicate that 

pulse harmonics can simultaneously capture the effects of ohmic losses, charge-transfer resistance, and diffusion 

limitations, positioning pulsing as a promising bridge between IC/DV analysis and impedance spectroscopy. 

Variations of the HPPC protocol have also been explored to optimize identification of equivalent-circuit model 

parameters. Systematic analysis of pulse height, duration, and relaxation time reveals that pulse configuration has a 

measurable impact on parameter identifiability under dynamic and quasi-static conditions [123]. Such optimization is 

particularly relevant for screening retired batteries with heterogeneous aging histories, where fast but physically consistent 

parameter extraction is required. 

Pulse-based diagnostics are further applied in extreme usage conditions, such as ultrahigh-rate discharge or high-C-

rate operation, where pulse-derived voltage responses reveal degradation mechanisms linked to loss of active material, 

lithium inventory loss, or plating-induced impedance rise [49], [124]. These studies highlight the versatility of pulse-

based methods in capturing degradation modes that conventional full-cycle tests may overlook. 

Overall, pulse-based resistance and power tests provide a practical balance between diagnostic depth and operational 

efficiency. Their short test duration, compatibility with automated screening equipment, and sensitivity to early 

degradation make them particularly suitable for second-life battery sorting, where thousands of cells must be evaluated 

rapidly yet reliably. 

3.3.2.3 EIS 

EIS has become a central diagnostic technique for evaluating degradation in R-LIBs. Its appeal lies in its rapid 

acquisition, non-destructive nature, and sensitivity to kinetic, interfacial, and transport processes that evolve throughout 
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aging. In practical experimental settings, particularly during large-scale sorting and repurposing, EIS-derived health 

indicators provide a unique balance between physical interpretability and operational efficiency. 

A dominant experimental approach involves fitting the measured Nyquist and Bode spectra to equivalent circuit 

models (ECMs). The resulting parameters, such as SEI resistance, charge-transfer resistance, or diffusion-related 

impedances, show strong monotonic trends with capacity loss and interfacial aging. Recent work has demonstrated that 

augmenting traditional Randles circuits with additional capacitive branches can improve the identifiability of SEI-related 

processes and provide more robust inputs for data-driven SOH estimators under varying temperatures [125]. More 

mechanistically grounded ECMs, such as transmission-line circuits and frequency-dispersive Warburg components, have 

been used to capture porous-electrode transport more faithfully, enabling higher-fidelity interpretation in materials with 

complex diffusion pathways [126]. These models, however, require careful parameter initialization and may suffer from 

non-uniqueness in high-noise or highly aged conditions, limiting their robustness for industrial-scale retired-battery 

testing. 

To mitigate model-dependence, machine-learning methods that operate directly on raw spectra have gained 

momentum. By training on large experimentally collected EIS datasets covering wide ranges of SOC, temperature, and 

aging states, Gaussian process and neural network models have demonstrated the ability to automatically identify 

degradation-relevant spectral regions without prior circuit assumptions [127]. Such approaches significantly reduce the 

burden of model fitting and are more tolerant of spectrum distortions commonly observed in retired battery samples. Their 

practical limitation, however, lies in the need for comprehensive training datasets that capture real-world variability across 

chemistries, formats, and historical usage patterns. 

Complementing ECM and ML approaches, the distribution of relaxation times (DRT) has emerged as a powerful tool 

for decomposing overlapping physicochemical processes. When applied in experimental comparative studies across 

different commercial chemistries, DRT has effectively revealed distinct time-constant signatures associated with SEI 

growth, charge-transfer kinetics, and solid-state diffusion [94]. Such decomposition provides richer interpretability than 

Nyquist plots and facilitates cross-cell comparison, supporting practical decisions such as chemistry-specific sorting 

thresholds and identification of anomalous cells within heterogeneous retired packs. 

From the perspective of large-scale application, impedance-derived indicators have been integrated into rapid sorting 

and regrouping workflows. Short-time measurements combining EIS with dynamic voltage features have enabled cell-

consistency assessments within minutes, offering a viable pathway for automated industrial screening lines [36]. Similarly, 

simplified ECM parameters extracted at a limited number of frequencies have been employed for rapid SOH prediction 

in decommissioned power batteries, achieving estimation accuracy below 2% while dramatically reducing testing time 

[128]. These studies illustrate that, when appropriately simplified or combined with complementary dynamic signals, 

impedance-based HIs are fully compatible with high-throughput R-LIB sorting environments. 

Overall, impedance-based indicators offer a technically rigorous yet operationally efficient pathway for R-LIB 

assessment. Their strengths include high sensitivity to early degradation, compatibility with diverse cell formats, and 

ability to extract mechanistic signatures unobtainable from voltage or capacity alone. Nonetheless, practical deployment 

faces persistent challenges: ensuring consistent SOC/temperature during testing, mitigating parameter non-uniqueness in 

ECM fitting, and managing data requirements for ML-based methods. Future efforts are expected to integrate real-time 

EIS acquisition with adaptive modeling frameworks and standardized test protocols to enable reliable, scalable health 

assessment for second-life battery applications. 

3.3.2.4 Thermal and Safety Diagnostics 

Thermal characterization provides an essential experimental window into degradation and safety phenomena in retired 

lithium-ion batteries, since many aging mechanisms, including resistance growth, SEI thickening, lithium plating, and 
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gas generation, directly alter heat generation and temperature evolution. Surface-temperature measurements during 

controlled charge–discharge cycling remain one of the most practical methods. By attaching thermocouples or NTC 

sensors to the cell surface, researchers track temperature rise rates, cooling behavior, and transient inflection points that 

reflect internal resistance changes and electrochemical reaction shifts. Experimental studies have shown that the 

discharge-temperature trajectory and its fitted parameters evolve consistently with aging [99], while differential 

temperature curves during charging generate repeatable thermal signatures tied to degradation progression [129]. 

Thermal response becomes even more informative under accelerated or abusive conditions. Overcharge tests on 

LiFePO₄ and graphite cells reveal distinct thermal stages involving gas evolution, separator degradation, and reaction 

acceleration, each identifiable through characteristic temperature rise patterns and onset temperatures of abnormal heating 

[110], [130]. Such experiments provide sensitive early indicators of compromised cells that may not be detectable from 

voltage measurements alone. Complementary thermo-mechanical sensing approaches, such as measuring expansion force 

during overcharge, have shown that abnormal mechanical deformation can precede surface-temperature anomalies by 

hundreds of seconds, offering an even earlier warning of runaway-related processes [131]. 

More advanced diagnostic setups employ spatially resolved thermal sensing. Fiber Bragg Grating (FBG) sensors and 

distributed fiber-optic systems enable mapping of localized or internal temperature gradients with higher temporal and 

spatial resolution than conventional surface sensors. Experimental comparisons confirm that FBG sensing captures 

sharper thermal gradients and earlier abnormal rises during overcharge [132], while embedded distributed fiber-optic 

measurements reveal axial thermal inhomogeneities within cylindrical cells that reflect internal structural aging [133]. 

These high-resolution techniques, though more complex, provide valuable insight into degradation-induced thermal 

asymmetry. 

Calorimetric and hybrid thermal-behavior experiments further support thermal diagnostics by quantifying heat-

generation rates under realistic operating currents. Combined electrical–thermal experimental platforms have 

demonstrated strong agreement between measured and inferred heat generation, validating the use of thermal signatures 

as physically grounded indicators of aging and abnormal reaction pathways [134]. 

Collectively, these thermal diagnostic experiments, from simple surface thermometry to advanced fiber-optic sensing 

and controlled overcharge tests, form a robust suite of tools for extracting degradation-relevant thermal indicators. Their 

practicality, sensitivity, and close linkage to safety-critical mechanisms make them indispensable for large-scale screening 

and grading of retired batteries. 

3.3.3 Translating Diagnostic Results into Quantitative Grading Criteria 

Practical health grading transforms raw diagnostic measurements into actionable decisions that determine how retired 

lithium-ion batteries are reused, routed, or rejected. The process begins with converting electrical, thermal, and structural 

test outputs into standardized health metrics. Routine measurements, such as retained capacity from partial or full 

discharge tests, DCIR from pulse characterization, impedance ratios from rapid perturbation methods, voltage midpoint 

drift or plateau-slope deformation from voltage curves, and thermal-rise coefficients observed during load excursions, are 

each mapped to specific degradation modes. This mapping enables different classes of health indicators to be interpreted 

in a consistent, operational form suitable for large-scale screening. 

Building on these metrics, industrial grading schemes generally adopt either fixed thresholds or continuous scoring. 

Threshold-based methods classify cells according to minimum requirements on capacity, internal resistance, or thermal 

stability; continuous scoring constructs composite indices that weight energy capability, power capability, and safety 

margins according to application needs. For example, stationary storage typically prioritizes capacity retention, whereas 

mobility applications favor power-oriented metrics such as DCIR or polarization resistance. Recent studies further show 

the benefit of integrating multiple health features—capacity-related indicators, resistive characteristics, and polarization 
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behavior, into low-dimensional health vectors that improve the consistency of sorting decisions [135]. Similarly, resistive 

remaining capacity and cross-validated SOH estimation have been used to reduce the sorting time of cells with unknown 

or variable SOC conditions [33]. Across these approaches, grading is not merely an SOH estimation exercise; it is a 

routing decision that determines which second-life domain a cell is suitable for. 

Scaling these decisions to industrial throughput relies increasingly on automated sorting lines. Modern facilities 

deploy multi-station workflows in which cells undergo a short voltage scan, rapid DCIR or pulse response measurement, 

thermal sensing, and visual inspection. These systems normalize incoming measurements in real time and compare them 

against tolerance envelopes calibrated from validated benchmarks. High-speed implementations, such as multi-frequency 

electrical excitation platforms capable of diagnosing cells within one second, demonstrate how rapid perturbation 

techniques can enable gigafactory-scale or warehouse-scale evaluation without lengthy relaxation or cycling requirements 

[136]. Automated optical inspection further contributes by identifying surface defects, swelling, leakage traces, or 

weld/tab abnormalities that reflect safety-critical mechanical degradation. 

Finally, effective grading requires calibration and harmonization across laboratories and facilities. Differences in test 

protocols, temperature management, sampling resolution, and equipment sensitivity can produce noticeable variance in 

measured health indicators. Cross-facility discrepancies have been highlighted both in safety-oriented diagnosis [137] 

and in broader battery development roadmaps emphasizing the need for interoperable diagnostic standards and shared 

data infrastructure [138]. Emerging industrial practices now integrate statistical calibration, data-driven adjustment of 

decision thresholds, and cross-validated benchmarks to reduce variability and ensure reproducible routing outcomes. 

These considerations naturally connect to the next section, where diagnostic data completion, harmonization, and 

synthetic augmentation are discussed as strategies for further improving grading transferability. 

4 Health Estimation and Prediction Under Data Scarcity 

The health estimation of R-LIBs presents fundamentally different challenges from those encountered in new or in-use 

batteries. As summarized in Section 3, individual HIs, capacity retention, DCIR, impedance features, voltage or IC curve 

characteristics, thermal behavior, and others, offer valuable but incomplete perspectives on degradation. However, retired 

batteries entering second-life screening typically exhibit high data sparsity, missing or noisy labels, unknown historical 

usage, and large cell-to-cell heterogeneity arising from diverse chemistries, aging trajectories, and operational stresses. 

These constraints not only weaken the diagnostic reliability of any single HI, but also limit the applicability of 

conventional laboratory protocols, which rely on controlled cycling, long stabilization periods, or full electrochemical 

characterization. As a result, practical health prediction at the retirement stage requires methods capable of learning from 

incomplete, irregular, and minimally measured data. 

To address these limitations, recent studies have increasingly explored synthetic data generation as a means to augment 

real screening measurements and compensate for missing degradation trajectories. Synthetic data can be produced through 

physics-based models, data-driven generative methods, or hybrid approaches that embed physical constraints into learned 

latent spaces. These generated samples help enrich the distribution of degradation patterns, improve model robustness, 

and alleviate the dependence on long-term cycling data, an essential requirement in industrial retired-battery sorting. 

With both real and generated data available, a broad spectrum of health estimation and prediction methods has 

emerged, spanning fully supervised learning with limited labels, semi-supervised learning that leverages unlabeled retired 

cells, weakly supervised approaches based on proxy or noisy labels, and unsupervised representation learning for 

clustering and anomaly detection. Each paradigm offers different trade-offs in terms of data requirement, interpretability, 

and deployment feasibility. 

This section reviews these emerging technologies under a unified perspective. We first summarize the major routes 
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for synthetic data generation (Section 4.2), followed by an integrated overview of health estimation approaches under 

various supervision settings (Section 4.3). A comparative evaluation highlighting accuracy, scalability, interpretability, 

and implementation complexity is provided in Section 4.4, before concluding with future opportunities toward reliable 

and scalable retirement-stage health prediction (Section 4.5). 

 

 

Fig.3 Retired Battery Health Estimation and Prediction Under Data Scarcity 

4.1 Problem Setting 

Retired lithium-ion batteries (R-LIBs) operate in a data environment profoundly different from that of well-

instrumented laboratory-aged cells. Large variability in operational histories, usage conditions, and manufacturing sources 

leads to an intrinsically heterogeneous population, where degradation trajectories cannot be reconstructed from historical 

records. Retired batteries commonly originate from multiple cathode chemistries and manufacturers, with little or no 

shared operational data, making systematic characterization extremely challenging and often privacy-restricted due to 

ownership concerns [139]. This heterogeneity is a central barrier to achieving reliable estimation of SOH, RUL, or 

remaining capacity at retirement. 

A major challenge arises from the absence of long-term cycling data, which prevents direct reconstruction of capacity 

fade, resistance growth, or mechanistic aging pathways. Zhao et al. [140] emphasize that many retired batteries enter 

second-life evaluation without accessible historical operating profiles, requiring diagnostic frameworks that operate 

independently of long-term data. Similarly, the work of Sulzer et al. [141] systematically reviews the limitations of field 

data, noting that end-use applications provide irregular, uncontrolled, and noisy measurements that significantly deviate 

from laboratory datasets traditionally used in aging-model development. 

Furthermore, retired-battery assessment typically relies on minimal screening tests, such as short pulse injections, 

partial charging curves, or limited SOC sweeps, instead of full cycling or complete electrochemical impedance 

spectroscopy. Tao et al. [142] demonstrate that even large-scale datasets consisting of thousands of retired batteries require 
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only single-pulse or short-range SOC tests, making measurement efficient but intrinsically low-information. Wang et al. 

[143] also highlight that field-collected data often have sparse sampling frequency, limited resolution, and inconsistent 

test protocols, severely restricting the reliability of impedance- or voltage-based diagnostics. 

Another critical issue is label scarcity and label noise. Ground-truth SOH or capacity labels are rarely available in 

batch-level industrial screening due to the cost and time required for full capacity testing. Even when labels exist, they 

may be coarse, outdated, or affected by testing variability. Semi-supervised and weakly supervised works, such as Zhang 

et al. [144] and Wang et al. [145], show that practical datasets often contain a large proportion of unlabeled or weakly 

labeled samples, necessitating algorithms capable of learning from noisy or incomplete labels. 

Compounding these challenges is the extreme population heterogeneity. Retired cells differ in cathode chemistry, form 

factor, thermal history, manufacturer design, and degradation pathway. Deep generative transfer learning frameworks, 

such as the study by Tao et al. [30], explicitly address the difficulty of aligning voltage-response dynamics across batteries 

that have undergone different aging mechanisms and SOC distributions. Large-format cells, as shown in Xie et al. [146], 

may also suffer from inhomogeneous internal degradation, including spatially localized lithium plating and deformation, 

which further complicates data-driven modeling. 

Collectively, these constraints define a problem space characterized by irregular, incomplete, noisy, and highly 

heterogeneous measurements. Under such conditions, neither classical laboratory aging protocols nor purely supervised 

learning methods are sufficient for reliable retirement-stage health prediction. These limitations motivate the development 

of synthetic data generation, representation learning, and label-efficient predictive frameworks, which are examined in 

the following sections. 

4.2 Synthetic Data Generation 

The challenges outlined in Section 4.1, sparse measurements, missing historical records, label scarcity, and 

population-level heterogeneity, have motivated the increasing use of synthetic data generation to enrich the information 

space available for retired-battery health estimation. Unlike laboratory-aged cells, retired batteries rarely provide the full 

voltage, resistance, thermal, or impedance trajectories needed for robust SOH or RUL prediction. Synthetic samples can 

therefore serve as surrogates for incomplete degradation pathways, expand underrepresented aging modes, and improve 

model generalization across chemistries, manufacturers, and usage conditions. Recent studies have shown that 

augmenting limited screening data with physically consistent or statistically representative synthetic data significantly 

enhances predictive accuracy and robustness under random retirement conditions [30]. 

Approaches for synthetic data generation generally fall into three categories. Physics-based methods leverage 

electrochemical, thermal, or impedance models to emulate aging mechanisms with strong interpretability. Data-driven 

generative models, such as GANs, VAEs, and diffusion frameworks, learn degradation patterns directly from empirical 

data and can produce high-volume synthetic trajectories even when historical data are unavailable. Hybrid approaches 

combine physical constraints with representation learning to retain scientific plausibility while capturing the statistical 

diversity of retired-battery populations. These categories are reviewed in Sections 4.2.1–4.2.3. 

4.2.1 Physics-Based Generation 

Physics-based data generation aims to synthesize battery behaviors by explicitly modeling electrochemical, 

thermodynamic, and aging mechanisms. Compared with purely data-driven generators, these models preserve physical 

interpretability, ensure constraint consistency across operating conditions, and remain robust even when retired-battery 

data are sparse or noisy. Recent studies demonstrate that physical priors can be incorporated at multiple levels, from OCV 

reconstruction, impedance synthesis, and degradation-mechanism simulation to generative electrochemical modeling, 

thereby expanding the usable data space for downstream SOH/remaining-life estimation. 

A representative line of work focuses on OCV–SOC curve reconstruction, which is essential for equilibrium-based 
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health assessment but rarely available in field or retired-battery datasets. Wang et al. proposed a cloud-data-driven method 

that reconstructs complete OCV curves at different temperatures by combining analogy matching with an improved 

electrode-potential model, enabling continuous OCV updates during long-term operation [147]. Similarly, Xu et al. 

developed an online, training-free reconstruction framework that stitches discrete OCV fragments collected under 

uncontrolled conditions into a full OCV–SOC curve, demonstrating <5 mV reconstruction error across the battery’s 

lifetime [148]. These studies highlight how physics-guided curve assembly can compensate for missing equilibrium data 

without requiring laboratory cycling. 

Another important category involves electrochemical-impedance–based generative models. Doonyapisut et al. 

applied a variational autoencoder to explore large EIS datasets and map impedance spectra into a latent property space 

that aligns with physical circuit descriptors [149]. Such physics-consistent representations enable the generation of 

synthetic spectra and accelerate diagnostic model development. Likewise, Li et al. integrated an equivalent-circuit 

degradation model with synthetic electrochemical parameters to train a CNN for online parameter identification, 

addressing the limited availability of field-measurable impedance data in practical scenarios [150]. 

At a higher mechanistic level, several studies simulate battery aging and degradation trajectories by explicitly 

modeling SEI growth, lithium plating, charge-transfer resistance, and thermodynamic transitions. Jin et al. proposed a 

hybrid GAN framework that learns degradation trajectories under varied manufacturing and operating conditions, while 

embedding physics-derived argument data to alleviate data scarcity [151]. Franco et al. developed a physics-based 

simulation pipeline that generates high-fidelity synthetic electrodes and corresponding performance data, enabling 

machine-learning-assisted optimization of electrode designs [152]. More recently, Kim et al. introduced a physics-driven 

generative model (PGM) that samples electrochemical parameters and produces realistic synthetic cycling data, 

demonstrating high effectiveness in tasks such as internal short-circuit detection [153]. These models show that physically 

grounded parameter sampling can create synthetic retired-battery datasets that reflect realistic degradation modes even 

beyond the conditions present in available data. 

Collectively, physics-based generation provides a principled path for enriching the scarce, inconsistent, and partially 

observable datasets typically encountered in retired-battery applications. The resulting synthetic data preserve 

mechanistic fidelity, support cross-chemistry generalization, and improve model robustness against the heterogeneous, 

noisy, and incomplete nature of field and screening data. 

4.2.2 Data-Driven Generation 

While physics-based generation provides mechanistic interpretability, it often struggles with heterogeneous retired-

battery datasets where historical usage is unknown and degradation pathways vary widely. Data-driven generative models 

offer an alternative route by learning statistical representations directly from available field or laboratory observations, 

enabling the synthesis of realistic voltage curves, SOH trajectories, short-cycle snippets, or feature embeddings without 

explicit physical parameterization. 

A major line of work employs GANs for augmenting SOH training data under limited or missing labels. Several 

studies demonstrate that GAN-based augmentation can effectively expand feature distributions of sparse datasets, reduce 

overfitting, and improve cross-battery adaptability. For example, one method applies a GAN with feature-mapping to 

align distributions across different batteries, improving SOH estimation accuracy with limited samples [154]. Other 

approaches integrate TimeGAN or recurrent structures to capture the temporal dependencies in multivariate degradation 

sequences, thereby generating synthetic long-term evolution under realistic operating variations [155]. Enhanced GAN 

variants such as W-DC-GAN-GP with Wasserstein distance and gradient penalty have also been proposed to improve 

stability and realism, and have been validated across multiple public datasets for SOH and SOC estimation [156]. In 

addition, CGANs have been shown to reconstruct missing or corrupted voltage curves and to generate informative samples 
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for downstream estimators trained under various data-loss conditions [157]. 

Besides GANs, variational autoencoder (VAE)–based generators provide a probabilistic latent space for sampling 

diverse degradation patterns. VAE-driven augmentation has been used to generate representative battery aging data and 

enhance prediction performance of Transformer or neural sequence models, especially when dealing with noisy EV 

operational data [158]. Hybrid VAE–GAN frameworks have also been proposed to learn uncertainty-aware latent 

representations for RUL prediction, enabling probabilistic forecasting under real-world variability [159]. Extensions such 

as enhanced VAE (EVAE) combined with BiGRU or signal decomposition techniques further demonstrate the ability to 

embed EIS spectra, extract characteristic degradation components, and improve mapping to capacity or SOH trends [160]. 

A rapidly emerging direction involves generative transfer learning, where data generation is combined with domain-

alignment techniques to handle heterogeneity across second-life or cross-condition datasets. Recent work proposes 

generating voltage dynamics across multiple SOC conditions and aligning domain gaps using correlation alignment 

(CORAL), achieving substantial reduction in data requirements for capacity estimation of heterogeneous second-life 

batteries [30]. Similar transfer-learning-based CGAN frameworks have been used for battery fault synthesis, enhancing 

classification performance under few-shot conditions by embedding fault priors during conditional retraining [161]. In 

addition, degradation-knowledge transfer combined with conditional time-series GANs enables synthetic data to support 

SOH modeling across different degradation modes and chemistries [162]. 

Overall, data-driven generative models offer a flexible and scalable solution for addressing the scarcity, 

incompleteness, and noise inherent to retired-battery datasets. However, their performance is sensitive to data 

representativeness, generative stability, and domain consistency, motivating the hybrid integration of physics priors and 

statistical generation, discussed in Section 4.2.3. 

4.2.3 Hybrid Generation 

Hybrid generative approaches aim to integrate mechanistic insights with data-driven learning to overcome the 

limitations of purely physics-based or purely statistical generation. While physics-based simulators can guarantee physical 

validity but often lack generalizability, data-driven generative models offer strong expressive power but may violate 

fundamental electrochemical principles or amplify noise, particularly problematic for heterogeneous retired-battery 

datasets. Hybrid methods seek to balance these strengths by embedding physical constraints, degradation mechanisms, or 

model-based priors into neural generative architectures. 

One major category involves physics-informed synthetic data generation frameworks, where electrochemical models 

are used to generate high-rate or accelerated-aging voltage responses that enrich the training pool for data-driven 

estimators. For example, a pseudo-2D mechanistic aging model has been used to produce synthetic fast-charging voltage 

curves, which subsequently train neural networks capable of identifying lithium inventory loss and active material 

depletion under practical cycling conditions [163]. Such hybrid pipelines preserve physical interpretability while enabling 

scalable data augmentation beyond what is experimentally feasible. 

A second line of research integrates physics-informed neural networks (PINN/PIML) with generative or 

representation-learning components. These methods embed degradation laws, equilibrium relationships, or partial 

differential equation (PDE) dynamics into the neural network structure or loss function. Hybrid PINN models have been 

applied for joint SOH/RUL estimation, short-term degradation path prediction, and multi-task battery health management, 

demonstrating improved generalization and physical consistency compared to traditional black-box networks [164], [165]. 

Physics-informed feature extraction—such as electrode-level physical variables, SEI-related descriptors, or incremental-

capacity-derived constraints—has also been incorporated into generative or hybrid learning frameworks to enhance 

interpretability and reduce reliance on large labeled datasets [166], [167]. 

A third direction focuses on hybrid machine learning pipelines where physics-based models guide or constrain data-
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driven latent-space modeling. Examples include methods that combine physics-based long-term aging models (e.g., 

calendar and cycle aging equations) with LSTM architectures to learn degradation trajectories under varying 

environmental conditions [168], or hybrid degradation-model + GAN/AE frameworks that generate electrode-level or 

aging-mode–consistent synthetic data to support RUL prediction tasks [169]. These approaches ensure that generated 

samples follow realistic degradation pathways rather than arbitrary statistical variations. 

Finally, hybridization has been extended to cross-domain or meta-learning frameworks where physical constraints 

inform adaptation under data scarcity. For instance, physics-informed loss functions derived from capacity-decay 

dynamics have been integrated into GRU–Transformer meta-learning architectures to enhance SOH estimation robustness 

across material systems and usage domains [170]. Similarly, hybrid physics-informed data generation combined with 

adaptive autoencoders has been shown to significantly improve RUL prediction when only limited labeled data are 

available, offering a promising pathway for retired-battery applications with incomplete or fragmented cycling histories 

[171]. 

Overall, hybrid physics–data-driven generative methods combine mechanistic validity with statistical flexibility, 

making them especially relevant for the retired-battery context, where heterogeneous aging, missing labels, and limited 

measurement granularity demand both physical plausibility and model adaptability. Remaining challenges include 

scalable physical constraint design, cross-chemistry generalization, and the development of unified evaluation 

benchmarks to compare hybrid generative pipelines. 

4.3 Health Estimation Methods 

Accurately assessing the health state of retired lithium-ion batteries requires analytical frameworks that can operate 

under data scarcity, heterogeneous usage histories, missing labels, and substantial measurement noise. Even with 

enhanced datasets obtained through screening tests and synthetic data generation, Section 4.2 has shown that the available 

information remains fundamentally imbalanced: some batteries provide only a few partial-cycle measurements, others 

include sparse SOH labels of uncertain quality, while a large population may contain no labels at all. As a result, the 

choice of learning paradigm, supervised, semi-supervised, weakly supervised, or unsupervised, becomes a central 

determinant of achievable prediction accuracy and robustness. 

4.3.1 Supervised Learning 

Supervised learning constitutes the most established paradigm for battery health estimation and therefore forms a 

natural starting point for discussing data-driven methods under retired-battery conditions. When a limited number of 

reliable SOH or RUL labels are available, typically obtained from screening tests, capacity checks, or partial-cycle 

measurements, supervised regression remains the default strategy for mapping health indicators to degradation states. 

However, in retired batteries these labels are often sparse, imprecise, or only partially representative of the true aging 

trajectory, which elevates the importance of label efficiency, structural robustness, and degradation-sensitive 

representation design. As a result, recent supervised approaches have evolved far beyond conventional “raw-signal 

regression,” shifting toward physically guided and noise-tolerant formulations that maximize the value of scarce labeled 

samples while laying the foundation for the semi-supervised and weak-label paradigms discussed in subsequent sections. 

Recent studies converge toward three overarching principles. First, supervised models increasingly rely on feature 

spaces that amplify degradation sensitivity while suppressing noise. Instead of learning directly from raw voltage or 

current trajectories, which demand large labeled datasets, methods transform measurements into structured 

representations such as aging-characteristic libraries, partial-recharge descriptors, or short-pulse features. One framework 

constructs a comprehensive library of over two hundred aging-related features and then applies embedded and filter-based 

selection to retain a compact subset for SOH regression across chemistries and operating conditions [53]. Other work 

engineers features from realistic random partial recharges, combining starting voltage, charge amount, and sliding-
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window statistics with a supervised selection pipeline to maintain SOH accuracy under mission-profile data [172]. For 

rapid screening of retired or second-life cells, short-term current-pulse tests are used to extract a few voltage knee-point 

features that are optimized via multi-objective search and then fed into support-vector regression, achieving a favorable 

trade-off between measurement cost and accuracy [173]. Indirect online SOH estimation adopts a similar philosophy by 

designing aggregate indicators such as constant-current drop capacity and maximum current rate during charging, which 

can be mapped to capacity loss via adaptive neural regressors under limited labeled data [174]. At system level, 

degradation-aware energy management and hybrid SOC/SOH observers likewise rely on handcrafted cycle-stress and 

specific-partial-capacity features coupled with relatively simple linear or Kalman-filter-based regressors [175], [176]. 

Synthetic yet interpretable degradation datasets generated from mechanistic models have also been exploited to train 

supervised random-forest classifiers on curve-derived features, enabling diagnosis of degradation modes with modest 

experimental labels [177]. 

Second, there is growing emphasis on regularization strategies and inductive biases that enforce physically meaningful 

behavior when labels are insufficient to constrain the model. Linear-in-parameters mappings from degradation features 

to life-loss metrics reduce the effective model degrees of freedom and help prevent overfitting when only a small number 

of retired cells are available [175]. Hybrid observers that couple adaptive Kalman filters with recursive least-squares 

updates on specific partial capacity explicitly model measurement noise and accumulation error, stabilizing SOC/SOH 

co-estimation over long operation periods [176]. In feature-based supervised estimators, monotonicity priors on capacity 

fade, smoothness constraints on predicted trajectories, and parameter sharing across cells with similar usage histories are 

increasingly integrated into the learning architecture, even when not always formalized as “physics-informed” models. 

These structural priors implicitly encode degradation knowledge and thereby compensate for incomplete or inconsistent 

labeling. 

Third, supervised learning for retired batteries increasingly acknowledges that SOH/RUL targets may carry non-

negligible measurement error and thus adopts robust label-handling mechanisms. When labels originate from fast capacity 

tests, DCIR-based screening, or approximate health indicators, noise-aware loss functions and label-smoothing strategies 

are introduced to reduce the influence of outliers. Prognosability-regularized frameworks exemplify this idea by training 

generative and predictive models jointly: synthetic SOH trajectories are constrained to remain smooth and degradation-

consistent over time, and the supervised estimator is optimized under a loss that penalizes both prediction error and trend 

inconsistency, improving robustness with limited samples [178]. Beyond the battery field, multistage true-label 

distribution learning for mechanical fault diagnosis illustrates how distributional label modeling and adversarial loss 

designs can significantly enhance robustness to mislabeled data, offering transferable concepts for retired-battery SOH 

estimation under noisy labels [179]. 

In practice, many recent supervised pipelines combine these three principles, degradation-sensitive feature spaces, 

structured inductive biases, and label-robust loss designs, into unified frameworks. Even in their simplest form, such 

supervised models establish the baseline upon which semi-supervised, weakly supervised, and hybrid paradigms expand. 

In the context of retired batteries, where high-fidelity labels are scarce and expensive, supervised learning is thus shifting 

from “data-hungry regression on raw signals” to “physically guided, label-efficient inference,” providing a stable 

reference against which more advanced methods in Sections 4.3.2–4.3.4 can be evaluated. 

4.3.2 Semi-Supervised Learning 

Semi-supervised learning (SSL) has become an indispensable direction for retired-battery health estimation because 

it directly addresses the structural imbalance between abundant unlabeled aging records and the very limited SOH/RUL 

labels available from screening tests. Recent advances show that effective SSL does not merely “add unlabeled data,” but 

strategically transforms unlabeled or synthetic samples into reliable supervisory signals. Three methodological tendencies 
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have gradually formed the backbone of SSL research in battery prognostics. 

A major line of work strengthens pseudo-label generation by incorporating uncertainty modeling. This direction is 

motivated by the fact that naive pseudo-labeling easily propagates errors when labels are approximate, sparse, or 

inconsistent—conditions common in retired-battery datasets. Confidence-weighted pseudo-label refinement has therefore 

been increasingly adopted to suppress unreliable predictions and stabilize training, with studies demonstrating notable 

RMSE reductions when only a small fraction of samples are labeled [180]. Similar confidence-aware mechanisms have 

also been applied to RUL prediction, where pseudo-label reliability is explicitly weighted during optimization to reduce 

the impact of incorrect assignments [181]. These developments are consistent with broader PHM SSL research showing 

that manifold-regularized pseudo-label construction improves robustness when unlabeled data dominate [182]. 

A second group of semi-supervised approaches does not attempt to infer labels for unlabeled samples, but instead 

improves model robustness by enforcing representation consistency across perturbations, augmentations, or domain shifts. 

These methods rely exclusively on real unlabeled data, exploiting the fact that degradation trajectories exhibit stable 

geometric structure even without ground-truth SOH/RUL labels. For instance, consistency-regularized vision-transformer 

frameworks demonstrate that enforcing prediction invariance under multi-view or cross-distribution perturbations yields 

more stable degradation embeddings across chemistries and temperatures [183]. Likewise, dynamic-discharge SSL 

models combining BiGRU encoders with Gaussian process regularization maintain highly consistent representations even 

when calibration data are sparse [184]. Entropy-domain SSL methods further extend this idea by embedding multi-scale 

signal perturbation constraints directly into the feature space, improving label efficiency and reducing sensitivity to 

sampling noise [185]. Collectively, these techniques show that consistency priors provide an effective form of structural 

supervision when label scarcity, not model capacity, is the dominant limitation. 

A conceptually distinct direction enhances SSL performance not by manipulating real unlabeled data, but by 

expanding the unlabeled data manifold itself through synthetic augmentation. In this paradigm, generated samples, 

produced via GANs, entropy-based feature construction, or physics-informed data generation, serve as auxiliary unlabeled 

inputs that broaden aging coverage before SSL is applied. Time-series GAN augmentation has been shown to enrich 

sparse battery datasets with realistic voltage–current–temperature trajectories, improving robustness in downstream SOH 

and SOC estimation [186]. Entropy-domain SSL studies report that synthetic-like multiscale features enhance manifold 

smoothness and strengthen pseudo-label refinement under strongly imbalanced real datasets [185]. Beyond batteries, 

industrial prognostics research demonstrates that embedding synthetic augmentation into online SSL improves adaptation 

to non-stationary conditions, a property highly relevant to heterogeneous retired-cell populations [187]. Synthetic-assisted 

SSL therefore forms a natural extension of the data-generation strategies discussed in Section 4.2, enabling richer 

unlabeled distributions without requiring additional physical testing. 

Across these developments, SSL for retired cells is evolving from simple pseudo-label expansion toward a more 

structured exploitation of unlabeled and synthetic data, balancing confidence control, distribution alignment, and 

physically grounded augmentation. As retired-battery datasets remain inherently sparse, heterogeneous, and noisy, SSL 

provides a principled framework for leveraging available information without requiring large-scale relabeling. Future 

progress will depend on quantifying pseudo-label reliability, validating synthetic-data fidelity, and improving robustness 

to chemistry and condition shifts, key elements that define the next stage of SSL research for large-scale retired-battery 

screening and health prediction. 

4.3.3 Weakly Supervised / Proxy-Label 

Weakly supervised learning offers a practical route for health estimation when explicit SOH/RUL labels are scarce 

but proxy measurements, such as resistance evolution, pulse-based DCIR, EIS-derived features, or thermal-response 

indicators—are readily available from operational or screening tests. These proxy signals encode partial yet physically 
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meaningful information about degradation, enabling models to learn health representations even in the absence of fully 

annotated cycle-life data. For example, multitask proxy-label frameworks have demonstrated that short charging segments 

can supervise deep models to predict SOH by learning auxiliary representations of degradation dynamics [188]. Likewise, 

relaxation-voltage features extracted using encoder–decoder architectures and clustered with Gaussian mixture models 

have been used as surrogate degradation stages, enabling coarse-to-fine SOH diagnosis without high-fidelity capacity 

labels [189]. 

When proxy labels are noisy or imprecise, uncertainty-aware learning becomes essential. Weak-label frameworks 

incorporating interval-based supervision explicitly treat SOH labels as bounded ranges rather than exact values, 

preventing overfitting to low-precision measurements and maintaining alignment with physical degradation constraints 

[188]. Self-supervised transformer pipelines fine-tuned with weak labels further demonstrate that proxy supervision can 

guide representation refinement while limiting the detrimental effects of mislabeled samples [145]. Complementing these 

strategies, noise-aware regression and confidence-weighted pseudo-label filtering can suppress unreliable supervision, 

significantly reducing error accumulation when labels originate from rapid screening or approximate SOH estimates [144]. 

Additional studies show that proxy labels can also be constructed from domain-transformed representations, offering 

alternative sources of weak supervision beyond traditional physical metrics. Gramian-angular-field–based 

transformations, multi-scale signal embeddings, and entropy-domain features have been used to generate auxiliary 

degradation cues that complement limited annotated data and improve downstream SOH estimation [145]. These 

representation-level proxies help models disentangle degradation patterns even when direct SOH annotations are sparse 

or noisy. 

Overall, weakly supervised and proxy-label approaches occupy a middle ground between supervised and semi-

supervised learning: proxy signals provide essential structural guidance, while model-based regularization mitigates their 

inherent imperfections. As screening-based measurements such as DCIR, relaxation voltage, and impedance parameters 

become increasingly available in industrial reuse pipelines, proxy-label learning is expected to play a growing role in 

scaling battery health estimation across large fleets of retired cells, bridging the gap between inexpensive operational tests 

and high-quality predictive performance. 

4.3.4 Unsupervised Learning 

Unsupervised learning has become a key pathway for retired-battery health estimation because it can extract 

degradation structure directly from field measurements without requiring explicit SOH/RUL labels. This paradigm is 

particularly attractive for large-scale second-life applications, where batteries arrive with heterogeneous histories and 

labels are absent, inconsistent, or prohibitively expensive to collect. Across recent studies, unsupervised methods 

converge around two complementary goals: discovering degradation manifolds and bridging domain gaps between 

diverse battery populations. 

A first line of work leverages clustering-based health scoring to uncover latent structures that reflect degradation 

stages or emerging faults. By grouping cells using multi-feature embeddings, such as voltage statistics, temperature 

behavior, or impedance descriptors, unsupervised scoring systems can detect anomalous cells or early-stage thermal-

runaway precursors without prior labeling [190]. In networked or distributed systems, clustering has been used not for 

fault detection but for predicting the longevity of node batteries, demonstrating how unsupervised SOH grouping can 

guide operational decisions at scale [191]. Cycle-aligned clustering frameworks further validate that grouping based on 

cross-cycle health factors enhances RUL prediction when labeled samples are sparse, as cluster-level structure provides 

an additional source of regularization for downstream regressors [192]. These examples collectively show that clustering 

transforms unlabeled field data into physically meaningful representations that support both diagnostics and lifetime 

forecasting. 
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A second line of research tackles the domain-shift challenge inherent in retired batteries, namely, that training and 

deployment data often come from different chemistries, usage patterns, or environments. Unsupervised domain adaptation 

approaches learn transferable feature spaces in which distribution mismatches are minimized, enabling models trained on 

one battery population to generalize to another. Recent work has demonstrated that geometric metrics between feature 

subspaces can be optimized to reduce cross-domain discrepancies and thus stabilize SOH estimation without labels in the 

target domain [193]. Deep subdomain adaptation networks extend this idea by combining CNN encoders, LSTM temporal 

extractors, and attention mechanisms to align multi-source data at a finer granularity [194]. In parallel, domain-adversarial 

transfer learning frameworks employ adversarial objectives or maximum-mean-discrepancy criteria to learn domain-

invariant degradation features, yielding notable improvements in cross-battery SOH prediction [195], [196]. Together, 

these studies highlight that representation alignment is crucial when retired batteries originate from mixed fleets and 

fragmented operational histories. 

Beyond clustering and domain adaptation, an emerging direction centers on self-supervised representation learning, 

which extracts degradation-sensitive embeddings from unlabeled cycling trajectories before fine-tuning with a minimal 

number of labeled samples. Self-supervised encoders trained on partial voltage curves or dynamic charging data have 

shown strong gains in label efficiency and robustness to noisy operating conditions [197]. Meanwhile, unsupervised 

pattern-discovery methods compress large volumes of vehicle load-profile data into representative patterns, enabling 

efficient LSTM training even when raw time series are high-volume and highly variable [198]. These approaches 

demonstrate that powerful representations can be learned entirely from unlabeled signals, reducing dependence on costly 

full-cycle characterization. 

Overall, unsupervised and representation-learning methods provide a complementary foundation to supervised and 

semi-supervised approaches by mapping heterogeneous retired-battery data into structured, degradation-aware feature 

spaces. Clustering reveals intrinsic health structure, domain-adaptation mitigates distribution mismatch, and self-

supervised learning distills degradation signatures from raw sequences. As the diversity and scale of retired-battery 

inventories grow, these unsupervised paradigms are expected to play an increasingly central role in establishing consistent, 

transferable, and label-efficient health estimation frameworks. 

4.4 Comparative Evaluation 

Battery health estimation under retired-battery scenarios involves multiple modeling routes—from supervised 

learning to semi-supervised, weakly supervised, and unsupervised paradigms. While each route addresses different forms 

of data scarcity, noise, or heterogeneity, a cross-method comparison highlights several overarching trends that shape their 

practical utility. A fundamental observation is that performance gains increasingly depend on how well each route 

reconciles the mismatch between limited ground-truth information and high variability in aging patterns. Supervised 

learning typically delivers the highest accuracy when reliable labels exist, but its robustness deteriorates rapidly under 

label noise, profile irregularity, or mixed chemistries. Semi-supervised and self-supervised approaches moderate this 

decline by leveraging unlabeled structure—consistency priors, pseudo-labels, or synthetic augmentation—but remain 

sensitive to domain shifts if the unlabeled data fail to span representative degradation trajectories. Unsupervised clustering 

and domain adaptation offer strong adaptability across chemistries and usage conditions, though their predictive power is 

generally constrained by the lack of explicit supervisory signals. 

A second key difference lies in scalability to heterogeneous retired-battery populations. Supervised pipelines often 

require chemistry- or manufacturer-specific calibration, as even small differences in electrode formulation or operating 

history can bias the learned degradation manifold. Methods that incorporate latent-space alignment, distribution matching, 

or domain-adversarial regularization achieve better transferability across chemistries, particularly when trained with 

mixed-population datasets. Semi-supervised strategies using synthetic data can further expand the degradation manifold, 
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improving generalization in scenarios where only partial aging ranges are captured by real data. By contrast, unsupervised 

clustering and subspace-alignment approaches inherently adapt to cross-dataset variability, making them attractive for 

early screening or pre-classification of diverse retired-battery inventories. 

Interpretability and safety considerations also differentiate modeling routes. Physics-guided supervised methods—

e.g., using impedance-derived features, plateau characteristics, or recovery-based indicators—tend to yield explicit and 

traceable degradation signatures, which is valuable for second-life qualification. Weakly supervised approaches preserve 

interpretability when proxy labels reflect physical mechanisms such as resistance growth or thermal response trends. In 

contrast, purely unsupervised and domain-adversarial frameworks sacrifice some transparency in exchange for flexibility, 

raising challenges for safety-critical deployment unless complemented with post-hoc diagnostics or fault-signature 

reconstruction. As real-world reuse increasingly requires explainability for regulatory approval and risk assessment, 

methods that embed physical structure or support interpretable feature spaces retain a practical advantage. 

Finally, computational efficiency and implementation complexity vary substantially across routes. Lightweight 

supervised models or proxy-label regression require minimal tuning and are well suited for industrial sorting lines. SSL 

frameworks with synthetic augmentation introduce additional training stages but maintain manageable complexity. 

Domain-adversarial and deep subdomain-adaptation models offer strong cross-population transfer but often require large 

networks, adversarial optimization, and extensive hyperparameter control. Unsupervised clustering and similarity-metric 

methods remain comparatively simple but rely heavily on high-quality feature engineering. In real deployment, the 

preferred approach often reflects a balance between hardware constraints, data availability, and the required accuracy–

robustness–explainability trade-off. 

Overall, a comparative view reveals that no single modeling route is universally superior; rather, each fills a distinct 

role along the spectrum of data availability and operational constraints. For retired-battery applications—where labels are 

sparse, chemistries are diverse, and safety is paramount—hybrid strategies that integrate physics-guided features, 

representation learning, and domain-robust adaptation appear most promising, forming a flexible foundation for scalable 

and reliable health estimation in second-life ecosystems.  
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Table 2 — Comparative Evaluation of Modeling Routes for Battery Health Estimation 

Modeling Route 
Typical Input 

Requirement 
Label Dependence 

Accuracy (Under 

Clean Data) 

Robustness (Noise 

/ Mixed 

Chemistries) 

Interpretability 
Scalability (Field / 

Second-Life) 

Computational 

Complexity 

Practical Cost & 

Deployment 

Suitability 

Supervised 

Learning 

Full 

charge/discharge or 

carefully designed 

diagnostic profiles 

High (precise 

SOH/RUL 

required) 

★★★★☆ (best 

when labels 

reliable) 

★★☆☆☆ 

(performance drops 

under domain shift 

or label noise) 

★★★★☆ (feature-

based or physics-

guided models 

interpretable) 

★★☆☆☆ 

(chemistry-specific 

calibration often 

required) 

★★☆☆☆ 

(lightweight to 

moderate) 

High cost (requires 

capacity tests or 

controlled lab aging 

data) 

Semi-Supervised 

Learning 

Mixed labeled + 

unlabeled charging 

snippets, partial 

cycling data 

Medium 

★★★★☆ (near-

supervised with 

enough unlabeled 

structure) 

★★★☆☆ (depends 

on pseudo-label 

reliability and 

domain mismatch) 

★★★☆☆ (latent-

space 

representations less 

transparent) 

★★★★☆ (better 

transfer across 

populations using 

unlabeled structure) 

★★★☆☆ 

(consistency 

training, SSL 

pipelines) 

Medium cost 

(reduces labeling 

demand; requires 

data preprocessing) 

Weakly Supervised 

(Proxy-Label) 

Learning 

DCIR, EIS, thermal 

rise, rest-voltage, or 

other fast 

measurements 

Low–Medium 

(proxy quality is 

key) 

★★★☆☆ (limited 

by proxy fidelity) 

★★★★☆ 

(physically 

grounded proxies 

increase robustness) 

★★★★☆ (proxy 

labels reflect 

physical 

mechanisms) 

★★★★★ (highly 

scalable for 

industrial sorting & 

retired batteries) 

★★☆☆☆ (simple 

regression/classific

ation) 

Low cost (fast tests; 

no capacity 

measurements 

needed) 

Unsupervised / 

Clustering / 

Domain 

Adaptation 

Raw profiles, 

relaxation voltages, 

partial snippets, 

heterogeneous 

datasets 

None 
★★☆☆☆ (no 

direct SOH target) 

★★★★☆ (strong 

adaptability; 

domain-invariant 

representations) 

★★☆☆☆ (latent 

clusters hard to 

interpret) 

★★★★★ 

(excellent for 

diverse chemistries 

and mixed field 

data) 

★★★★☆ 

(adversarial 

training, subspace 

alignment, 

similarity metrics) 

Very low labeling 

cost, but higher 

training overhead 

Self-Supervised 

(Contrastive / 

Pretext Tasks) 

Large-scale 

unlabeled time-

series; partial 

CV/CC segments 

Low 

★★★★☆ (strong 

representations 

when pretraining 

succeeds) 

★★★★☆ (pretext 

tasks enhance 

invariance to noise 

and profiles) 

★★★☆☆ (latent 

features; depends 

on design) 

★★★★☆ (can 

generalize across 

similar operational 

regimes) 

★★★★☆ (requires 

pretraining + fine-

tuning pipeline) 

Medium cost (large 

unlabeled data 

required) 
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4.5 Future Perspectives 

Looking ahead, the development of reliable health prediction frameworks for retired lithium-ion batteries will depend 

on unifying sparse physical measurements with scalable data-driven inference. Since full diagnostic cycling is infeasible 

at end-of-life sorting stages, future methods will increasingly rely on minimal and low-cost tests—such as short current 

pulses, partial charge segments, rest-voltage windows, impedance snippets, or thermal-rise responses—combined with 

representation learning capable of extracting degradation-sensitive features from these incomplete signals. Such “measure 

minimally, infer maximally” pipelines have the potential to shorten evaluation time by orders of magnitude while retaining 

actionable accuracy for reuse decisions. 

Another important direction concerns the incorporation of physical structure into generative and augmentation models. 

While synthetic data already improve model robustness under limited labels, unconstrained generators may inadvertently 

violate electrochemical principles or produce unrealistic degradation trajectories. Future advances are expected to embed 

constraints derived from thermodynamics, impedance evolution, phase-transition behavior, or monotonic capacity fade 

directly within generative architectures. These physically guided models can ensure that augmented datasets remain 

credible, interpretable, and aligned with real aging mechanisms, thereby enabling safer and more trustworthy downstream 

learning. 

Generalization across chemistries, formats, and real-world operating conditions also represents a central challenge. 

Retired batteries enter second-life markets from highly diverse sources, NCM, LFP, NCA, pouch cells, cylindrical formats, 

EV duty cycles, residential storage, and more. To handle this heterogeneity, future research will require domain-invariant 

representation learning capable of transferring degradation knowledge across distinct electrochemical signatures. 

Approaches combining large-scale self-supervised pretraining, domain-adversarial alignment, and cross-population 

contrastive objectives may provide the foundation for building models that maintain predictive fidelity even when test 

batteries exhibit behavior not seen during training. 

Because retired-battery decisions affect safety, warranty valuation, and system-level risk, uncertainty quantification 

will become increasingly important. Instead of single-point SOH predictions, next-generation models must provide 

calibrated confidence intervals that reflect measurement noise, proxy-label ambiguity, and distribution shift. Probabilistic 

regression, evidential deep learning, Bayesian ensembles, and conformal prediction are likely to play growing roles in 

enabling risk-aware decision thresholds for pack sorting, module matching, and second-life deployment. 

Finally, progress in this field will depend on the establishment of standardized benchmarks tailored specifically to 

retired batteries. Current datasets vary widely in test conditions, aging protocols, chemistries, and labeling practices, 

making cross-study comparison difficult. The creation of shared evaluation protocols—covering minimal-test inputs, 

proxy-label definitions, domain-shift scenarios, and performance metrics beyond accuracy—would provide a common 

basis for evaluating robustness, interpretability, and computational efficiency. The emergence of such benchmarks is 

essential for transforming research innovations into practical industrial tools for large-scale, safe, and economically viable 

battery repurposing. 
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5 Conclusion 

Retired-battery health assessment presents a uniquely challenging problem: measurements are sparse and 

heterogeneous, ground-truth labels are limited or imprecise, aging trajectories vary widely across chemistries and prior 

usage histories, and safety requirements constrain the range of allowable tests. This review has synthesized the diverse 

modeling routes developed to address these constraints, spanning supervised, semi-supervised, weakly supervised, and 

unsupervised paradigms, and has clarified how each contributes distinct capabilities for extracting degradation 

information from incomplete or noisy data. By examining data-generation strategies, representation-learning techniques, 

proxy-label construction, and domain-adaptation frameworks, we highlight the emerging convergence toward hybrid 

pipelines that fuse minimal physical tests with scalable learning-based inference. 

Across methods, several persistent challenges stand out, including the need for models that remain robust under 

domain shift, can leverage large unlabeled corpora without propagating noise, and produce uncertainty-aware predictions 

suitable for safety-critical reuse decisions. At the same time, opportunities are rapidly expanding: generative models 

increasingly integrate electrochemical principles, self-supervised pretraining yields transferable degradation 

representations, and unsupervised alignment techniques allow models to generalize across chemistries and operating 

regimes. Together, these developments point toward a new generation of retirement-stage health estimation frameworks 

that are both data-efficient and physically grounded. 

As second-life applications scale globally, reliable and standardized diagnostic methodologies will be essential for 

ensuring safety, performance, and economic viability. Progress will depend not only on algorithmic advances but also on 

the creation of common benchmarks, shared datasets, and reproducible evaluation protocols tailored to the realities of 

retired-battery populations. By consolidating the current landscape and identifying unifying trends, this review aims to 

support the development of robust, interpretable, and industry-ready health estimation approaches that can unlock the full 

value of lithium-ion batteries beyond their first life. 
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