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Highlights: 

 New method to determine the specific heat capacity of lithium-ion cells 

 Same method is applicable to cylindrical, pouch and prismatic cells 

 Results verified using calorimetry 

 Method uses common, inexpensive equipment found in many laboratories 

 Thermal model results validated experimentally for a range of operating conditions 

ABSTRACT 

In this paper a novel method to determine the specific heat capacity of lithium-ion cells is proposed. 

The specific heat capacity is an important parameter for the thermal modelling of lithium-ion batteries 

and is not generally stated on cell datasheets or available from cell manufacturers. To determine the 

specific heat capacity can require the use of an expensive (>£100k) calorimeter or the deconstruction 

of the cell whereas the method proposed by the authors in this paper uses common equipment found 

in most battery laboratories. The method is shown to work for cylindrical, prismatic and pouch cells, 

with capacities between 2.5 Ah and 10 Ah. The results are validated by determining the specific heat 

capacity of the cells with use of a calorimeter and a maximum error of 3.9% found. Thermal 

modelling of batteries is important to ensure cell temperatures are kept within specified limits. This is 
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especially true at rates over 1C, such as the fast charging of electric vehicles, where more heat is 

generated than lower rate applications. The paper ends by demonstrating how the thermal model that 

underpins the authors’ methodology can be used to model the surface temperature of the cells at C-

rates greater than 1C. 

GRAPHICAL ABSTRACT 

 

1 INTRODUCTION 

Energy storage is a topic that has gained much research attention in recent years, primarily with the 

end goal applications in either the transportation or electricity grid support sectors. Lithium-ion 

batteries have emerged as the dominant energy storage technology for transportation applications and 

are also used for many grid support applications. Operating lithium-ion batteries within a limited 

temperature range, usually between 15 °C to 35 °C, is important for extending the lifetime of battery 

[1]. Operating outside the specified temperature range will reduce the lifetime of the battery and, in 

addition, if the battery becomes too hot and the temperature exceeds the thermal runaway onset 

temperature, thermal runaway can occur leading to catastrophic failure [2]. Thermal modelling of 

lithium-ion batteries is therefore required during the battery design process to ensure the battery is 

designed to operate safely within the specified limits. 

The thermal modelling of lithium-ion batteries becomes essential when batteries are operated at high 

rates where more heat is generated. Electric vehicle batteries may be required to operate at rates above 

1C continuously while charging. The aim to increase charging rates in the future means thermal 

modelling and thermal management of the batteries will become even more important [3]. Hybrid and 

plug in hybrid electric vehicles have smaller capacity batteries than electric vehicles, however the 

cells have to operate at much higher rates and so thermal modelling is also important. An example are 

the Blue Energy cells, which are installed in many hybrid vehicles, these cells have a capacity of 5 Ah 

but may have to operate at up to 300 A for short periods during regenerative braking [4]. 
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Thermal models of lithium-ion cells often start with a simple heat balance at a single point [5]. The 

rate heat is released or absorbed at the point is equal to the rate heat is generated or consumed at the 

point plus the rate heat is transferred to or from the point, this is described in more detail in Section 2. 

One and two dimensional models of lithium-ion cells that use few points can be created by 

programming the finite difference calculations [6]. More detailed three dimensional models using 

many points may require finite element modelling to predict the temperature in more complicated 

scenarios [7-10]. 

Differences between thermal models of lithium-ion cells arise due to the complexity of the cell 

geometry and the details of the different materials used in the cell, including their exact locations 

within the cell and the types of heat generation and consumption considered, this is described in more 

detail below. As with all modelling a trade off between accuracy and complexity must be considered. 

The specific heat capacity of the cells is a critical thermal parameter that is required for all cell thermal 

models, irrespective of the thermal model employed. The heat capacity of an object is a measure of how 

easy it is to change the temperature of the object by transfer of heat. Depending on the required model 

complexity there may be one value for the heat capacity of the entire cell or multiple values at different 

locations within the cell [11-13], representing the different materials that the cell is constructed from. 

It should be noted that the specific heat capacity is not stated on cell datasheets and manufacturers often 

do not have data on the specific heat capacity of their cells. This paper focuses on modelling cases 

where a single value for the heat capacity is used. 

One common method to find the heat capacity involves a weighted sum of the heat capacities of the 

materials inside the cell [14] however this either requires deconstructing the cell and determining the 

materials chemically or having detailed information regarding the make up of the cell, which normally 

is not available. A second common method is to use calorimetry [15], however the equipment to 

perform this calorimetry is expensive, often costing more than £100,000 and not commonly available 

in many laboratories. In this paper we demonstrate a novel method to determine the specific heat 

capacity of cells using common equipment found in most battery laboratories, the method requires 

only a battery analyser, temperature sensors and a fan. 

As well as the specific heat capacity of a cell, a second parameter required for many thermal models is 

the thermal conductivity of the cells [16]. The thermal conductivity of the cell is a measure of how 

easily heat is transferred through the cell by conduction. The thermal conductivity varies within a cell 

depending on the direction of heat transfer [17]. Take for example a spirally wound cylindrical cell, 

the thermal conductivity will be different longitudinally and radially. Longitudinally, the heat is 

travelling through the same material, for example along a copper current collector. Radially, the heat 

is travelling through many layers of different materials, for example through the current collector, 
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electrode, separator, etc. As an approximation, the model used in this paper does not differentiate 

between directions and uses a single value for the internal thermal resistance. 

In the single point heat balance mentioned above, the rate at which heat is released or absorbed at a 

point and the heat transfer to and from a point are standard equations for thermal models, while the 

rate heat is generated or consumed in the cell is particular to lithium-ion battery thermal model. The 

estimation of the heat generation and consumption in a cell again depends on the model complexity 

and often four different terms of heat generation and consumption are discussed [18]: ohmic heating; 

reversible entropic heat; heat produced or consumed by any chemical reaction; the heat of mixing.  

In many thermal models of lithium-ion cells only the ohmic heating and reversible entropic heat terms 

are considered as they have the largest impact on temperature [19, 20]. The ohmic heating term is the 

heat generated as current passes through the cell and is always generating heat when the current 

exists, it is equal to the current squared multiplied by the resistance. The entropic heat term is the 

entropy change of the cell reaction and it can either generate or consume heat, it is equal to the current 

multiplied by the temperature multiplied by the rate of change in open circuit voltage of the cell with 

temperature, which varies depending on the cell state of charge. The entropic heat term therefore 

requires significant cell characterisation of the open circuit voltage versus temperature across the 

range of state of charge which is a time consuming task [21]. Depending on the current rate of charge 

or discharge of the cell, either the ohmic heating term or the reversible entropic heat term may 

dominate, however note that the ohmic heating term is proportional to the current squared while the 

entropic heat term is only directly proportional to current. 

This paper is structured as follows. The theory and description of the thermal model used by the 

authors is described in Section 2 and the experimental setup required for determining the specific heat 

capacity is described in Section 3. The novel method to determine the specific heat capacity of the 

cells is then described in Section 4. Section 5 presents the standard method to determine the specific 

heat capacity using a calorimeter and Section 6 compares the specific heat capacity values from 

Sections 4 and 5 for two cylindrical cells, one pouch cell and one prismatic cell. Section 7 discusses 

how the model can be used to predict the surface temperature of the cells during cycling with further 

discussion of surface temperature variations in Section 8. The paper conclusions are presented in 

Section 9. 
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2 DESCRIPTION OF THE CELL THERMAL MODEL 

The lithium-ion cell thermal model used has previously been reported for a lithium-ion iron phosphate 

cell [22]. In this model heat is generated at a point inside the cell where this point has a specific heat 

capacity and a mass. The heat is then transferred from the inside of the cell to the cell surface where 

there is no mass or specific heat capacity. Finally, the heat is transferred from cell surface to the ambient 

environment as shown in Figure 1. The internal and external heat transfer coefficients include all heat 

transfer modes, namely conduction, convection and radiation. If heat is consumed within the cell or the 

ambient temperature is higher than the cell temperature then the heat will flow in the opposite direction 

to that illustrated in Figure 1. 

 

Figure 1 – Overview of cell thermal model 

Conducting a heat balance at the point on the cell inside, the rate that heat is transferred to this point is 

equal to the rate at which heat is generated at this point (Q̇gen (W)) minus the rate heat flows away from 

this point, as stated in Equation 1. The rate that heat is transferred to the point is related to the heat 

capacity (Cp (J K-1) and the rate of internal temperature (Ti (K)) change with time (t (s)), as per the 

equation on the left hand side of Equation 1. The rate heat flows away from this point is related to the 

internal heat transfer coefficient (hin (W m-2 K-1)), the internal area (Ain (m2)) and the temperature 

difference between the internal temperature and the cell surface temperature (Ts (K)), as per the terms 

on the far right hand side of Equation 1. Throughout the experiments the internal area for each cell does 

not change and so the product of hinAin is constant, and hence to use standard terms this product is 

normally stated as the inverse of the internal thermal resistance (Rin (K W-1)). 

𝐶𝑝 𝑑𝑇𝑖𝑑𝑡 = 𝑄̇𝑔𝑒𝑛 − 1𝑅𝑖𝑛 (𝑇𝑖 − 𝑇𝑠) 

Equation 1 

Measuring the internal temperature of a cell is not possible with basic laboratory equipment as to place 

a thermocouple inside the cell to determinate internal temperature would require a glove box to provide 

an inert atmosphere in which the cell can be modified without internal cell components reacting with 
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oxygen and or water. To eliminate the internal cell temperature from Equation 1, an energy balance at 

the cell surface is conducted. It is assumed that the cell surface point has no mass and no heat is 

generated at the cell surface point, therefore the rate heat flows to this point is equal to the rate heat 

flows away from this point as stated in Equation 2 and shown in Figure 1. The rate heat flows away 

from this point is related to the external heat transfer coefficient (hout (W m-2 K-1)), the external area (Aout 

(m2)) and the temperature difference between the cell surface temperature and the ambient temperature 

(Ta (K)), as per the equation on the right hand side of Equation 2. Similar to above, the singular heat 

transfer term accounts for all modes of heat transfer and the external area will not change so the product 

of houtAout is exchanged for the inverse of the external thermal resistance (Rout (K W-1)).  1𝑅𝑖𝑛 (𝑇𝑖 − 𝑇𝑠) = 1𝑅𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑇𝑠 − 𝑇𝑎) 

Equation 2 

By solving Equation 2 for Ti, and assuming the ambient temperature is constant, substituting Ti into 

Equation 1 gives Equation 3. 

𝐶𝑝(𝑅𝑖𝑛 + 𝑅𝑜𝑢𝑡) 𝑑𝑇𝑠𝑑𝑡 = 𝑄̇𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑅𝑜𝑢𝑡 + 𝑇𝑎 − 𝑇𝑠 

Equation 3 

There are therefore four unknowns in Equation 3, Q̇gen the heat generated inside the cell described below, 

Cp the heat capacity, Rin the internal heat transfer coefficient and Rout the external heat transfer 

coefficient. The output to the model is the surface temperature, which is found by rearranging Equation 

3 to the form of Equation 4 and using a time step (Δt (s)), i.e. using an explicit Euler to discretise the 

ordinary differential equation.  

𝑇𝑠(𝑡) = 𝑄̇𝑔𝑒𝑛(𝑡)𝑅𝑜𝑢𝑡 + 𝑇𝑎 − 𝑇𝑠(𝑡)𝐶𝑝(𝑅𝑖𝑛 + 𝑅𝑜𝑢𝑡) ∆𝑡 + 𝑇𝑠(𝑡 − 1) 

Equation 4 

The heat generated or consumed inside a cell during charging and discharging has been investigated in 

detail in previous studies, as described in Section 1. The method used in this paper to determine the 

specific heat capacity involves charging and discharging the cells at the manufacturers quoted 

maximum charge and discharge rates and, subsequently in Section 7.2, the authors’ cell thermal model 

is demonstrated at rates only over 1C. At these high rates (>1C) the ohmic heating term is dominant as 

the ohmic heating is proportional to the current squared. Other studies found that including the entropic 

term produced only a small reduction of the maximum temperature error from 2.3°C to 1.8°C [22], and 

so it is not considered in this study. The ohmic heating is equal to the absolute value of the voltage of 
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the cell (V (V)) minus the open circuit voltage at the cell state of charge (VOCV(SoC) (V)) multiplied by 

the current (I (A)), as stated in Equation 5. 𝑄̇𝑔𝑒𝑛 = |𝑉 − 𝑉𝑂𝐶𝑉(𝑆𝑜𝐶)|𝐼 

Equation 5 

For this research, where we are seeking to determine the cell heat capacity, the voltage and current are 

obtained from experiments. In future, if the model is to be made truly predictive, the thermal model 

demonstrated here would need to be combined with a model to predict the voltage and current for a 

given load profile and these models are widely available, for example equivalent circuit models [23, 

24]. 

3 EXPERIMENTAL SETUP 

An advantage of the thermal model described in this paper is that the equipment required to characterise 

the cells and demonstrate the model are common and found in many laboratories. The required 

equipment is: 

 Equipment capable of charging and discharging a cell and recording the voltage and current; 

 At least two temperature sensors, one for the cell surface and one for recording ambient 

temperature; 

 Equipment capable of increasing the heat transfer from the cell to the ambient, such as fans. 

For the experiments in this paper, a Maccor Model 4200 with type T thermocouples is used to charge 

and discharge the cells and to record the cell voltage, current and temperature. Two computer fans are 

used to provide air flow and promote heat transfer from the cell to the ambient and one of the cells 

under test is illustrated in Figure 2a. In this study, nine thermocouples for the cylindrical cells and ten 

thermocouples for the pouch and prismatic cells are placed on the cell surfaces, in the locations shown 

in Figure 2b, and the average of the thermocouples is used as the measure of the surface temperature. 

Surface temperature variations and varying the number of thermocouples for the experiment are 

discussed in Section 8. 

Details of the four lithium-ion cells tested are given in Table 1. Exact details of the chemistries of the 

cells are not known however three of the cells use Nickel Manganese Cobalt (NMC) as the cathode 

material and one of the cells uses Iron Phosphate (LFP) as the cathode material. The three NMC cells 

all have significantly different geometries, with one being a cylindrical 26650 cell, one being a pouch 

cell and one being a prismatic cell. While the LFP cell is also a cylindrical 26650 cell. None of the 

datasheets provided by the manufacturers state a value for the heat capacity of the cells and, when 

contacted, none of the manufacturers were able to provide data on the heat capacities of the cells. 
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Figure 2 – Picture of cell testing setup for the NMC prismatic cell (left) and thermocouple placement 

on cell surfaces (right) 

At high currents the connection of the current carrying wires to the cell is important as a poor connection 

will result in additional ohmic heat generation at the point of connection. There are commonly three 

types of cell connections: mechanical connectors, welding or soldering. For the experiments conducted 

in this paper, soldering is used for the cylindrical cells. Of the three methods, soldering should give the 

best connection however the heat during soldering may reduce the lifetime of the cell. The lifetime of 

the cell is not a focus of this study and, after soldering, charge and discharge tests are conducted on 

each of the cells to ensure the voltage and capacity plots are not affected by the soldering. For the pouch 

cells the tabs are clamped with the current carrying wire in between copper connectors and for the 

prismatic cells the current carrying wire is bolted to the cell tab. 
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Table 1 – Details of the cells tested 

 NMC 26650 LFP 26650 NMC Pouch NMC Prismatic 

Manufacturer AAPortable Power A123 Systems AAPortable Power GS Yuasa 

Geometry Cylindrical 26650 Cylindrical 26650 Pouch Prismatic 

Dimensions Ø26 mm × 65mm Ø26 mm × 65mm 
11 mm × 60 mm × 

162 mm 

16 mm × 79 mm × 

112 mm 

Name INR-26650-5000 ANR26650M1-B 10059156-5C LIM5H 

Nominal 

Voltage 
3.6 V 3.3 V 3.7 V 3.6 V 

Capacity 5 Ah 2.5 Ah 10 Ah 5 Ah 

Mass 96 g 76 g 198 g 276 g 

Energy 

density 
190 Wh kg-1 110 Wh kg-1 190 Wh kg-1 65 Wh kg-1 

Charge cut-

off voltage 
4.2 V 3.6 V 4.2 V 4.2 V 

Discharge 

cut-off 

voltage 

2.75 V 2.0 V 2.75 V 2.4 V 

Maximum 

continuous 

charge 

current 

5 A 10 A 10 A 50 A 

Maximum 

continuous 

discharge 

current 

15 A 70 A 40 A 50 A 

4 DETERMINATION OF PARAMETERS 

In this section the heat capacity, the internal thermal resistance and the external thermal resistance, 

detailed in Equation 3, are determined. The heat capacity and internal thermal resistance are specific to 

each cell, once they have been determined the cell can be tested in different scenarios and only the 

external thermal resistance changes. The external thermal resistance is determined in Section 4.1 and 

the heat capacity and internal thermal resistance determined in Section 4.2, where examples are shown 

for the NMC 26650 cell. 
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4.1 External Thermal Resistance 

To determine the external thermal resistance a similar method to that described in [22] is used. The cell 

is taken to 50% state of charge by discharging to the cell to the lower cut off voltage and then charging 

the cell until half the capacity has been added to the cell. The cell is then left overnight and the voltage 

recorded the following day is taken as the open circuit voltage for the test. The cell is then discharged 

a small amount, less than 5% rated capacity, at the maximum discharge rate allowed by the 

manufacturer from Table 1. The cell is then charged by the same amount of capacity as just removed at 

the manufacturers maximum charge rate. This discharge/charge cycle is then repeated until the surface 

temperature remains constant, dTs / dt then equals zero and Equation 3 then simplifies to Equation 6, 

where Q̇gen is defined by Equation 5. 0 = 𝑄̇𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑅𝑜𝑢𝑡 + 𝑇𝑎 − 𝑇𝑠 

Equation 6 

For the lithium-ion NMC 26650 cell the results are shown in Figure 3. The cell is discharged at its 

maximum discharge current from the datasheet of 15 A until 0.021 Ah are removed, taking 5 s, the cell 

is then charged at its maximum charge current of 5 A until 0.021 Ah are added, taking 15 s, as shown 

in Figure 3a. The open circuit voltage (VOCV) is recorded before the test as 3.726 V. Figure 3b and Figure 

3c show the heat generated, which is calculated using Equation 5, and Figure 3d shows the cell surface 

and ambient temperatures during the experiment. As is clear from Figure 3d, after one hour the surface 

temperature has stabilised and is no longer increasing and the test then continues in a stable fashion for 

a further hour. To obtain the variables in Equation 6 average values over the final 30 minutes of the test 

are used (Section_fin in Figure 3d), the average heat generation is 1.62 W, the average ambient 

temperature (Ta_fin) is 23.7 °C and the average surface temperature (Ts_fin) is 34.6 °C. The external 

thermal resistance is therefore calculated using Equation 6 as 6.7 K W-1. 
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Figure 3 – NMC 26650 cell: current applied to cell and voltage response for first 200 s (top), heat 

generation calculated using Equation 5 (middle), temperature response of cell (bottom) 

4.2 Specific Heat Capacity and Internal Thermal Resistance 

To determine the remaining parameters, the same experiment as in Section 4.1 is used, however only 

the period when the surface temperature is increasing is considered. The time period considered runs 

from 0 minutes until the time when the surface temperature is 95% of the way to the final average 

surface temperature (Section_init in Figure 3d). For the case demonstrated in Section 4.1, 95% of the 

way between the final ambient and surface temperatures (23.7 °C and 34.6 °C respectively) is 34.1 °C, 

which occurs after 1950 s. Least squares regression of Equation 4 is used to fit the surface temperature, 

with the pre-established value for Rout, to find a value for Cp(Rin+Rout), this is the denominator of 

Equation 4. When performing the least squares regression the ambient temperature in the initial section 

(Ta_init) is used. This is demonstrated for the NMC 26650 cell in Figure 4, where the time step used is 

0.1 s and the value for Cp(Rin+Rout) found as 750 s.  
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Figure 4 – NMC 26650 cell: Section_init from Figure 3, where the fitted temperature curve has been 

created using Equation 4 and a value of Cp(Rin+Rout) of 750 s determined using least squares 

regression 

A fan is then set up to blow air over the cell thereby increasing the heat transfer from the cell to ambient 

and lowering the external thermal resistance. The heat capacity and internal thermal resistance however 

remain the same. The same experiment from Section 4.1 is then conducted to find the value of the 

external thermal resistance with the fan. The least squares regression described above is also repeated 

to find a value for Cp(Rin+Rout) with the fan. Two simultaneous equations can then be produced and 

solved to find values for the heat capacity and internal thermal resistance. This is demonstrated in 

Equation 7 for the NMC 26650 cell. The values of Rout and Cp(Rin+Rout) with the fan for the NMC 26650 

cell are 1.8 K W-1 and 290 s respectively.  

No fan:  𝐶𝑝(𝑅𝑖𝑛 + 6.7) = 750 

Fan:  𝐶𝑝(𝑅𝑖𝑛 + 1.8) = 290 𝐶𝑝 = 94 𝐽 𝐾−1, 𝑅𝑖𝑛 = 1.3 𝐾 𝑊−1 

Equation 7 

The specific heat capacity (cp (J kg-1 K-1)) is found by dividing the heat capacity by the mass of the cell, 

listed in Table 1. For the NMC 26650 cell the specific heat capacity is found to be 980 J kg-1 K-1. 

5 CALORIMETRY EXPERIMENTS 

To verify the specific heat capacity results, experiments are performed in a calorimeter, in this instance 

the Thermal Hazards Technology ARC EV+ calorimeter, using a method suggested by the manufacturer. 

The method involves grouping multiple cells together using aluminium tape, so that a Kapton heater 

can be placed in between the cells such that all the heat generated from the heater is absorbed by the 

cells. A thermocouple is attached to the outside of the cells with aluminium tape to measure the 
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temperature rise at the surface of the cells. Two cells are used for the pouch and prismatic cell 

calorimetry and three cells for the cylindrical 26650 cell calorimetry. The cells are each weighed 

individually and then again when combined together with the heater and aluminium tape. The cells with 

the heater are then hung from string in the calorimeter, such that the cells are suspended away from the 

calorimeter walls to prevent direct heating and to avoid any possible heat loss by conduction as any heat 

conduction through the string would be negligible, shown in Figure 5b. 

The calorimeter is then sealed and the temperature is set to 25 °C and left to rest to allow the cells to 

equilibrate with the calorimeter, during the ‘Temperature equalisation’ period between 0 and 100 

minutes in Figure 5a. The calorimeter is then put in exotherm mode in which near adiabatic conditions 

are created within the calorimeter, by the temperature being set to follow the cell surface temperature. 

The power to the heater is then switched on using a constant voltage power supply. A Kapton heat mat 

is used because the resistance of the heat mat does not change with temperature so the power supplied 

to the heater is constant throughout the test. The region of adiabatic temperature rise can be seen during 

the ‘Testing period’ between 100 and 250 minutes in Figure 5a. Once the temperature of the cells 

reaches 55 °C the experiment is over and the calorimeter stops tracking the cell temperature, the heater 

is switched off to conclude the experiment.    

 

Figure 5 – Calorimeter experiment for NMC 26650 cell 

The heat capacity of the entire sample placed in the calorimeter (CpTOT (J K-1) is found using Equation 

8. The rate of change of temperature with time (dT / dt (K s-1)) is taken from Figure 5a, the slope of the 

adiabatic temperature rise, and the power (P (W)) is calculated as the voltage across the heater multiplied 

by the current through the heater (for these experiments being 11.97 V and 0.09563 A respectively). 

The specific heat capacity of the cells is then found by removing the heat capacity of the aluminium 

tape from the sample by weight using Equation 9. The equation uses total sample mass (mTOT (kg)) the 

individual cell mass (mcell (kg)), the number of cells (ncells) and the specific heat capacity of aluminium 

(cpAl (J kg-1 K-1)), for the NMC 26650 cells these values are 0.298 kg, 0.096 kg, 3 cells and 913 J kg-1 



14 
 

K-1 respectively. The specific heat capacity of the NMC 26650 cell is therefore calculated from the 

calorimetry as 980 J kg-1 K-1. 

𝑃 = 𝐶𝑝𝑇𝑂𝑇 𝑑𝑇𝑑𝑡  

Equation 8 𝐶𝑝𝑇𝑂𝑇 = (𝑚𝑇𝑂𝑇 − 𝑚𝑐𝑒𝑙𝑙𝑛𝑐𝑒𝑙𝑙𝑠)𝑐𝑝𝐴𝑙 + 𝑚𝑐𝑒𝑙𝑙𝑛𝑐𝑒𝑙𝑙𝑠𝑐𝑝 

Equation 9 

To determine the accuracy of the calorimeter experiment in determining heat capacity values, a test run 

is conducted on a sample of three rods of Aluminium, with the same geometry as a 26650 cell. A value 

for the specific heat capacity of 939 J kg-1 K-1 is obtained from the experiments, which is within 3% of 

the value quoted in data books for aluminium of 913 J kg-1 K-1. 

6 RESULTS 

The experiments using the new method are conducted three times without the fans and three times with 

the fans. The results for the specific heat capacities, internal resistances and external resistances are 

given in the following sections. The specific heat capacity and internal thermal resistance results of the 

cells are important, the results obtained using the method described in this paper could be used in a 

model of a battery module or pack. The external thermal resistance results are less important because 

they are specific to the testing conditions described in this paper. In a thermal model of a battery module 

or pack the specific heat capacity and internal thermal resistance would stay the same while the heat 

transfer away from the cell will depend on the cell location in the module or pack. The external thermal 

results are presented for reference and are also used in the validation of the model in section 7.2. 

6.1 Specific Heat Capacity and Internal Thermal Resistance Values 

The results for the specific heat capacity and internal thermal resistance of the cells are given in Table 

2 and a graphical comparison of the specific heat capacities illustrated in Figure 6. Results are given for 

both the new method and the experiments conducted in the calorimeter. 

Table 2 – Results for specific heat capacities, the values shown for the new method are the mean 

values obtained, and the internal thermal resistance results 

 NMC 26650 LFP 26650 NMC Pouch NMC Prismatic 

cp – New method 978 J kg-1 K-1 1169 J kg-1 K-1 1182 J kg-1 K-1 1012 J kg-1 K-1 

cp – Calorimetry 981 J kg-1 K-1 1127 J kg-1 K-1 1138 J kg-1 K-1 1037 J kg-1 K-1 

Difference - 0.3 % + 3.8 % + 3.9 % - 2.3 % 

Rin 1.4 K W-1 1.4 K W-1 0.26 K W-1 0.42 K W-1 
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Figure 6 – Graphical comparison of results obtained using the new method and results obtained using 

calorimetry 

For each cell, three experiments are conducted without the fans and three experiments conducted with 

the fans, giving a total of nine calculated specific heat capacities for each cell. In Figure 6 the error bars 

show the highest and lowest specific heat capacities calculated using the new method. The reason for 

differences between the tests is the ambient temperature variations, all experiments except the NMC 

prismatic cells had ambient temperature changes of less than 1 °C in the section_init and section_fin 

stages seen in Figure 3d. For the NMC prismatic cell, 50 A is the current continuously applied to the 

cell and as such the ambient surroundings heated up more. For these experiments the ambient change 

is kept to under 2.5 °C. The largest percentage difference between the specific heat capacity found for 

the repeated experiments using the new method and the calorimeter value is less than 10% in all cases, 

with the worst case differences for the NMC 26650, LFP 26650, NMC Pouch and NMC prismatic cells 

being 6.2%, 6.6%, 6.9% and 8.1% respectively. 

The results obtained using the new method evidence good correlation with the results obtained using 

the calorimeter. The calorimeter results show the LFP 26650 and NMC Pouch cells have higher specific 

heat capacities than the NMC 26650 and NMC Prismatic cells and the new method correctly predicts 

this. The order, from the NMC 26650 with the lowest to the NMC Pouch cell with the highest specific 

heat capacity, is also correctly predicted by the new method. 

The internal resistance results represent the thermal resistance, mainly due to conduction, from the 

centre of the cell to the cell surface. To consider the internal thermal resistance results the ratio of 

distance to the cell surface area can be examined. The distance is taken from the centre of the cell to the 

cell surface, for the cylindrical cells this is taken as the radius and for the pouch and prismatic cells this 

is taken as half the thickness. This ratio is 2.0 m-1, 0.23 m-1 and 0.34 m-1 for the cylindrical, pouch and 
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prismatic cells respectively. To convert this ratio to a thermal resistance it needs to be divided by the 

thermal conductivity. For this initial validation it is assumed that the thermal conductivity is similar for 

all cells, it can then be seen that the results for the internal thermal resistance from Table 2 follow the 

trend of this simple calculation well, i.e. the cylindrical cells have an internal thermal resistance around 

an order of magnitude above the pouch and prismatic cells. This simple calculation only accounts for 

heat conducted through the cell in one direction and as described the thermal conductivity through the 

cell will be different in different directions and different between the cells, nevertheless it is an 

intermediate validation of the result. 

6.2 External Thermal Resistance 

The external thermal resistance results represent the thermal resistance, mainly due to convection, from 

the cell surface to the ambient. The external thermal resistance due to convection is related to the size 

of the cell but also dependent on the geometry, i.e. cylinder or cuboid. The results for the external 

resistance can be seen in Table 3. The results are very similar for both cylindrical 26650 cells, which is 

logical as they have exactly the same geometry. The results are also very similar for the pouch and 

prismatic cells, which is also logical as their geometry is similar and they have similar surface areas. 

The external thermal resistance is lower for the pouch and prismatic cells than the cylindrical 26650 

cells because of the larger surface area, which makes heat transfer from the cell surface to the ambient 

easier. In all cases it can also be seen that the thermal resistances decreases with the use of fans as heat 

transfer is being increased from the cell surface to the ambient. 

Table 3 – External thermal resistance results 

 NMC 26650 LFP 26650 NMC Pouch NMC Prismatic 

Rout – no fans 6.7 K W-1 6.6 K W-1 3.1 K W-1 3.1 K W-1 

Rout – fans 1.8 K W-1 1.6 K W-1 0.70 K W-1 0.73 K W-1 

7 VALIDATION OF MODEL 

In this section it is demonstrated how the cell thermal parameters obtained can be used to effectively 

model the surface temperature of the cells under various scenarios. Modelling the cell temperature 

during operation is often required to ensure the cell is kept within the required temperature limits and 

also to calculate the cooling power required for application thermal management. 

7.1 Open Circuit Voltage 

Initially a plot of open circuit voltage versus state of charge for each of the cells is obtained, where this 

is defined as the input VOCV(SoC) in Equation 5. The open circuit voltage is found by charging the cell 

by 5% of the rated capacity and then allowing the cell to rest for 15 minutes and recording the final 

voltage, this is repeated for all states of charge 5%, 10%, …, 100%. This test is then repeated during 
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discharge and so a plot of voltage after a 15 minute rest during charge and discharge for a range of state 

of charges is obtained. The open circuit voltage is then assumed to be the average value between the 

charge and discharge voltage values, as demonstrated in Figure 7a for the NMC 26650 cell. Before each 

charge and discharge test the cell is left overnight, it is therefore assumed that the values at the start of 

each charge and discharge test are the open circuit voltage at 0% and 100% states of charge. The open 

circuit voltage versus state of charge for each cell can be seen in Figure 7b. 

 

Figure 7 – Experimental results to determine the open circuit voltage for the NMC 26650 cell (left) 

and open circuit voltage for all cells (right) 

7.2 Demonstration of Model 

To demonstrate the effective behaviour of the authors’ cell model the cells are tested under charge and 

discharge at different C-rates, using the constant current method for both charge and discharge between 

the cell cut off voltages seen in Table 1. The cells are charged at 1C and then discharged at 3C, 2C and 

1C with a 10 minute rest between each step with the results being shown in Figure 8. All graphs in 

Figure 8 have been created using the values for cp and Rin given in Table 2 and modelled using Equation 

4. The state of charge at each time is calculated using coulomb counting. The tests seen in Figure 8a 

and Figure 8b are conducted in the same conditions as the experiments to determine the heat capacity 

and so the values of Rout seen in Table 3 are used. The test shown in Figure 8c is conducted in a freezer 

meaning the ambient temperature is lowered however the value of Rout is also taken from Table 3 as the 

heat transfer from the cell to ambient is still the same as previous experiments because the cell is simply 

resting on blu tack on the floor of the freezer. The heat transfer from the cell to the ambient has been 

changed for Figure 8d by wrapping the cell in 25 mm Armaflex insulation. A value of 15 K W-1 is 

obtained for Rout for the cell wrapped in insulation using the same methodology described in Section 

4.1. 
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Figure 8 – Modelled versus measured temperatures for the cells tested 

It is clear from the results the modelled temperature closely matches that of the temperature obtained 

during the thermal experiments hence providing further evidence of the authors’ heat capacity 

modelling methodology and the accuracy of the approach described in this paper. For the conditions 

tested the maximum error is 3.1 °C after the 3C discharge of the NMC 26650 in the freezer. Differences 
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may arise as a result of variations in temperature and heat transfer in the cell or as a result of other 

modes of heat generation or consumption not included in this model. 

It can be seen that even though only one mode of heat generation is considered the model accurately 

predicts the surface temperature. This is because the examples given are at high rates, over 1C, and so 

the ohmic heating generation is the dominant mode of heat generation. If the temperature response at 

lower rates is required it is likely additional modes of heat generation would need to be considered. 

Figure 8d is perhaps the most interesting result as it shows that once the methodology described in this 

paper has been utilised to obtain the specific heat capacity and internal thermal resistance of the cells, 

the values obtained can be used to model the cell under significantly different conditions. For this case 

the cell has been wrapped in insulation however the cell could also be placed in a model of a battery 

module or pack. If the cell is modelled in a battery module, finite element modelling would likely be 

required as the heat transfer to and from the cell becomes more complicated due to heat generated by 

nearby cells. The thermal model of the module or pack could however use the specific heat capacity 

and internal resistance of the cells determined using the method described in this paper. 

7.3 Cycling Efficiency and Heat 

The model used in this paper assumes all the heat generation is as a result of ohmic heat generation, 

therefore it should be possible to relate the energy lost during charging and discharging to the heat 

energy leaving the cell calculated using the model in this paper. The energy lost during charge and 

discharge (Eloss) is calculated as per Equation 10, netting the energy supplied to charge the cell (Echarge) 

with the energy delivered whilst discharging the cell (Edischarge), both of which are recorded by the battery 

analyser. 𝐸𝑙𝑜𝑠𝑠 = 𝐸𝑐ℎ𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒 − 𝐸𝑑𝑖𝑠𝑐ℎ𝑎𝑟𝑔𝑒 

Equation 10 

The heating power calculated using the model in this paper is equal to the rate heat flows away from 

the cell, which was defined as the right hand side of Equation 2. To calculate the heat energy leaving 

the cell this power is integrated over the required period as per Equation 11.  

𝐸ℎ𝑒𝑎𝑡 = ∫ 1𝑅𝑜𝑢𝑡 (𝑇𝑠(𝑡) − 𝑇𝑎) 𝑑𝑡 

Equation 11 

To test the hypothesis, the cycles shown in Figure 8a are used, with an initial 1C charge also included 

to ensure three charge and three discharge steps are used. The test started and finished with the cell at 

ambient temperature after a rest period. Using Equation 10 and Equation 11, Eloss and Eheat are calculated 

as 23,800 J and 23,000J respectively. This good match means that Equation 11 could be used to estimate 
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the energy to be removed by a battery cooling system if the cell was in a battery module or pack. The 

calculation is only an estimate as, if a cooling system kept the cell temperature lower or higher, the 

internal cell resistance would change, thereby changing the heat generation and cooling required.  

8 TEMPERATURE VARIATIONS ANALYSIS 

The model described in this paper does not take into account variations of temperature across the surface 

of the cells. The close match of the results obtained using the authors’ new method and the results 

obtained from separate calorimeter tests indicate that not taking into account surface temperature 

variations is a reasonable assumption. For these experiments the maximum variation in temperature 

across the surface of the cells is observed to be 2.7 °C, when a surface thermocouple at the centre of the 

NMC Prismatic cell is hotter than a thermocouple near the corner of the cell. 

To examine the effect of surface temperature variations further, the same experiments to determine the 

specific heat capacity are conducted however with only one thermocouple (thermocouple 5) for the 

cylindrical cells and two thermocouples (thermocouples 3 and 8) for the pouch and prismatic cells. The 

results for specific heat capacity are 1.8%, 2.9%, 2.6% and 3.6% different to those obtained from the 

calorimeter experiments for the NMC 26650, LFP 26650, NMC Pouch and NMC Prismatic respectively. 

This indicates that in future the method could be conducted with only one or two surface thermocouples 

and one ambient thermocouple.  

The cell surface temperature variations are greater during the charging and discharging of the cells at 

various C-rates as shown in Figure 8. In these experiments the NMC 26650 cell in the freezer had a 

maximum surface temperature variation of 6.7 °C, when a surface thermocouple at the centre of cell 

was reading 38.4 °C and a thermocouple near the negative electrode reading 31.7 °C. Although, the 

maximum temperature difference across the surface is 6.7 °C, when average values are used it can be 

seen in Figure 8c the maximum difference between the modelled and average surface temperature is 

less than 2 °C.  

Not taking into account surface variations is a limitation of the model described in this paper. However, 

other thermal models that do take into account temperature variations across cell surfaces often still 

only use a single value for the specific heat capacity for the entire cell [25, 26]. This means that even if 

a more complicated thermal model involving surface temperature variations is required, the method to 

determine the specific heat capacity described in this paper is still useful. 

9 CONCLUSIONS 

The archival value of this paper is a new method to determine the specific heat capacity of any lithium-

ion cell, the specific heat capacity is vital for the thermal modelling of batteries and not supplied on 

datasheets or given by manufacturers. The equipment required is common to most battery laboratories 
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and no expensive environment chambers or calorimeters are required. The method has been validated 

for cylindrical, pouch and prismatic cell types, with capacities between 2.5 Ah and 10 Ah, by comparing 

the specific heat capacity results obtained from the model to results obtained using a calorimeter. For 

the cells tested the maximum error in determined specific heat capacity is 8.1% however when the mean 

values are used, the maximum error is reduced to 3.9%. Once the method described in this paper has 

been conducted, the specific heat capacity obtained can then be used in thermal modelling of battery 

modules or battery packs.  

It has also been shown how, once the method described in this paper has been used to obtain the thermal 

parameters, these thermal parameters can be used to model the surface temperature of the cells at C-

rates over 1C. For modelling lower current rates or for more detail regarding the temperature variation 

in and on the surface of the cell, the model may not be sufficient. However, for many cases, this simple 

model may be sufficient and even if a more complicated thermal model is required, the method to 

determine the cell heat capacity and internal thermal resistance will be useful inputs for these models. 
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