
 

 

	

Energy Safety Science and Technology 

https://www.sciltp.com/journals/esst 

 

 

Copyright: © 2026 by the authors. This is an open access article under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons 
Attribution (CC BY) license (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). 
Publisher’s Note: Scilight stays neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations. 

Article 

Experimental Study on Suppression of Thermal Runaway 
Propagation of Lithium-Ion Battery with Parallel 
Connection by Compressed Air Foams 
Ping Ping 1,2,3, Can Yang 4, Depeng Kong 2,3,4,*, Wei Gao 5, Xiantong Ren 4, Xinzeng Gao 4, 
Xinyu Li 4 and Dongsheng Wang 4 
1 College of Chemical Engineering, China University of Petroleum (East China), Qingdao 266580, China   
2 State Key Laboratory of Chemical Safety, China University of Petroleum (East China), Qingdao 266580, China 
3 Shandong Key Laboratory of Advanced Electrochemical Energy Storage Technologies, China University of Petroleum 

(East China), Qingdao 266580, China 
4 College of Mechanical and Electronic Engineering, China University of Petroleum (East China), Qingdao 266580, China 
5 State Key Laboratory of Fine Chemicals, Department of Chemical Machinery and Safety Engineering, Dalian University 

of Technology, Dalian 116024, China 
* Correspondence: kongdepeng@upc.edu.cn 

How To Cite: Ping, P.; Yang, C.; Kong, D.; et al. Experimental Study on Suppression of Thermal Runaway Propagation of Lithium-Ion 
Battery with Parallel Connection by Compressed Air Foams. Energy Safety Science and Technology 2026, 1(1), 3. 

Received: 24 April 2026 
Revised: 7 June 2026 
Accepted: 12 June 2026 
Published: 29 June 2026 

Abstract: Lithium-ion batteries (LIBs) have garnered significant attention due to 
safety concerns associated with thermal runaway propagation (TRP), which may 
lead to catastrophic fires and explosions. Consequently, preventing and suppressing 
TRP in LIBs has emerged as an urgent problem demanding immediate solutions. 
This study systematically evaluates the inhibitory effect of compressed air foams 
(CAF) on the TRP of LIBs configured in parallel connections. It compares the 
cooling capabilities of CAF under different gas-liquid ratios and explores the 
impact of varying application durations and intermittent application strategies on 
TRP suppression. The results reveal that CAF with a gas-liquid ratio of 6 can 
effectively suppress the exothermic reactions of the battery. Increasing the 
application duration significantly enhances the cooling effect of CAF; specifically, 
an application duration of 180 s effectively suppresses TRP, with an average 
cooling power increase of 22% compared to a 60 s application. Intermittent 
application further boosts cooling performance and efficiency, achieving a 
maximum average cooling power of −123.36 W at a duty cycle (DC) of 0.25, 
representing a 71% increase compared to continuous application. The combined 
strategy-first applying intermittent mode (DC = 0.75) to suppress battery thermal 
reactions, followed by intermittent mode (DC = 0.25) for sustained cooling-
maximizes cooling efficiency. 

 Keywords: lithium-ion battery; parallel connection; compressed-air foams; 
different gas-liquid ratios; intermittent application 

1. Introduction 

Lithium-ion batteries (LIBs) are widely used in transportation and energy storage systems due to their 
advantages of high operating voltage, high specific energy, and long cycle life [1–3]. In recent years, with 
continuous improvements in manufacturing technologies, the energy density of LIBs has been steadily increasing 
[4], raising significant concerns about their safety. Thermal abuse [5–7], electrical abuse [8–10], and mechanical 
abuse [11–13] can potentially lead to thermal runaway in batteries [14]. Once thermal runaway occurs, the battery 
releases a substantial amount of heat and generates flammable and toxic gases [15,16]. If not promptly controlled, 
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thermal runaway can propagate, resulting in fire or explosion accidents [17,18]. To ensure the safety of LIBs in 
practical applications and mitigate environmental pollution caused by such accidents, preventing and suppressing 
thermal runaway and its propagation in LIBs is an urgent issue that needs to be addressed. 

Thermal management technologies, including air cooling [19,20], liquid cooling [21,22], and phase change 
materials [23–25], have been extensively studied to enhance the safety of LIBs. Despite these efforts, fire and 
explosion incidents caused by LIBs continue to be reported. Consequently, research has been conducted to investigate 
the efficacy of various extinguishing agents in mitigating such events. Table 1 summarizes the effectiveness of 
multiple extinguishing agents in inhibiting thermal runaway propagation (TRP) in battery modules. 

Among solid extinguishing agents, dry powder is the most widely employed due to its cost-effectiveness and 
non-conductive properties, demonstrating efficacy in suppressing LIB fires under appropriate conditions. 
However, its inherent limitations—particularly inadequate cooling capacity—restrict its ability to mitigate battery 
TRP. To address this deficiency, Li et al. [26] successfully enhanced TRP suppression by incorporating ammonium 
aluminum sulfate dodecahydrate (AASD) into the dry powder formulation. Gaseous extinguishing agents, such as 
CF3CHFCF3 (HFC-227ea) [27], C6F12O (Novec1230) [28,29], and liquid nitrogen [30–32], can rapidly extinguish 
open flames, leave no residual contamination, and achieve explosion suppression when applied in confined spaces. 
However, their cooling capacity is limited. HFC-227ea shows almost no inhibitory effect on TRP, while 
Novec1230 can delay TRP propagation and significantly reduce CO generation. Liquid nitrogen demonstrates the 
ability to delay TRP in semi-confined environments and performs exceptionally well in confined spaces, where 
continuous release can completely prevent TRP. Liquid fire suppressants, which typically possess high specific 
heat capacities and strong cooling capabilities, include water [33], water mist [34–37] and foam extinguishing 
agents [38–40]. Pure water exhibits high cooling efficiency but requires large volumes and can be detrimental to 
battery integrity [41]. Water mist, characterized by extremely small droplet sizes and large specific surface areas, 
rapidly absorbs heat and vaporizes, effectively suppressing TRP when applied continuously. However, it requires 
longer durations to extinguish large-scale battery fires [30] and faces significant challenges in terms of operational 
and maintenance costs in practical application [40]. 

Table 1. Inhibitory effects of various fire extinguishing agents on battery TRP. 

Agent Battery Type Electrical 
Connection 

Voltage, Capacity and 
Total Energy Description 

Water 

a battery pack 
composed of 

hundreds of 38 Ah 
NCM cells [33] 

3P6S 
3P5S 

22.2 or 18.5 V 
114 Ah 

2.53 or 2.11 kWh  
(a battery module) 

Large quantities of water can effectively 
extinguish fires in electric vehicles, but their 
ability to suppress the propagation of thermal 
runaway within the internal batteries is 
relatively poor. 

Water mist six 2.6Ah 18,650 
NCM batteries [34] 5P 

3.7 V 
15.6 Ah 

57.72 Wh 

Parallel connections can accelerate the 
propagation of thermal runaway in batteries, 
leading to critical temperatures below 100 °C. 
Water primarily relies on sensible heat to cool 
the batteries, thereby reducing the cooling 
efficiency of fine water mist. 

CAF 

a battery pack 
composed of 1320 

2.2 Ah NCM 
batteries [39] 

60P22S 
79.2 V 
132 Ah 

10.45 kWh 

A full-scale fire test on an electric vehicle was 
conducted using compressed air foam, with a 
foam usage rate of 0.743 m3/kWh. The fire 
was extinguished without reignition, but the 
temperature could not be reduced below 
50% °C. 

C6F12O twelve 243 Ah 
LFP batteries [29] 12S 

38. 4V 
243 Ah 

9.33 kWh 

C6F12O can suppress the temperature of the 
thermal runaway battery below 300 °C, 
effectively inhibiting the propagation of 
thermal runaway. 

 twelve 67Ah NCM 
batteries [28] 3P4S 

14.4 V 
201 Ah 

2.89 kWh 

C6F12O, due to its low momentum, struggles 
to reach the surface of the battery, resulting in 
poor cooling effects. Increasing its flow rate or 
using it in conjunction with fine water mist 
can enhance the cooling performance. 

Water mist five 2.6 Ah 18,650 
NCM batteries [35] -- 

3.7 V 
2.6 Ah 

48.1 Wh 

A water usage of 1.95 × 10−4 kg Wh−1 is 
sufficient to prevent thermal runaway 
propagation, with a cooling rate exceeding 
100 K s−1, and the surface temperature can be 
reduced to 373.15 K within a few seconds. 
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Table 1. Cont. 

Agent Battery Type Electrical 
Connection 

Voltage, Capacity and 
Total Energy Description 

 three 4 Ah 21,700 
NCM batteries [37] -- 

3.7 V 
4 Ah 

44.4 Wh 

Water mist exhibits better fire extinguishing 
performance at a cycle of 2 s with a duty cycle 
of 0.5, and it provides better cooling effects at 
a cycle of 20 s with a duty cycle of 0.25. The 
combined use of these two intermittent modes 
yields even better results. 

 three 2 Ah 18,650 
LFP batteries [36] -- 

3.2 V 
2 Ah 

19.2 Wh 

A 30-s application of fine water mist is 
sufficient to suppress the propagation of 
thermal runaway. 

Liquid 
nitrogen 

two 3.5 Ah 18,650 
NCM batteries [31] -- 

3.7 V 
3.5 Ah 

25.9 Wh 

In confined spaces, 0.18 L of liquid nitrogen is 
sufficient to suppress the propagation of 
thermal runaway, with an average cooling rate 
of 4.06 °C/s during the release period for the 
thermal runaway battery. 

 two 50 Ah LFP 
batteries [30] -- 

3.2 V 
50 Ah 

320 Wh 

In a confined environment, liquid nitrogen can 
prevent the propagation of thermal runaway; 
however, in a semi-confined environment, 
liquid nitrogen can only delay the propagation 
of thermal runaway.  

 fifteen 60 Ah LFP 
batteries [32] -- 

3.2 V 
60 Ah 

2.88 kWh 

Releasing liquid nitrogen from the top of the 
module can effectively suppress the 
propagation of thermal runaway, while 
releasing it from the left side or back cannot 
inhibit TR propagation. 

Composite 
dry powder 

two 3.5 Ah 18,650 
NCM batteries [26]  

3.7 V 
3.5 Ah 

25.9 Wh 

Adding 50% AASD to the dry powder can 
inhibit the propagation of thermal runaway, 
while adding 35% AASD results in only the 
second battery venting. 

C6F12O 
water mist 

four 2.6 Ah 18,650 
NCM batteries [42] -- 

3.7 V 
2.6 Ah 

38.48 Wh 

Novec1230 can effectively reduce the 
formation of CO, while water mist can 
effectively suppress the propagation of 
thermal runaway. The combined use of both 
may yield even better results. 

 four 150 Ah NCM 
batteries [43] -- 

3.7 V 
150 Ah 

2.22 kWh 

C6F12O delayed the propagation of thermal 
runaway by 427 s, reducing the battery surface 
temperature to 267 °C; fine water mist can 
suppress TR propagation, keeping the battery 
surface temperature below 100 °C. 

CF3CHFCF3 
C6F12O 

water mist 

two 117 Ah NCM 
batteries [27] -- 

3.7 V 
117 Ah 

865.8 Wh 

HFC-227ea has little effect on the propagation 
of thermal runaway in confined spaces, while 
C6F12O can delay its propagation, and water 
mist can suppress the spread of thermal 
runaway. 

Note: For module configurations without electrical interconnection, the tabulated voltage and capacity values correspond 
exclusively to those of individual cells. 

Foam extinguishing agents, as a type of liquid extinguishing agent, offer several advantages, including 
excellent fire suppression performance, strong burn resistance, good fluidity, and ease of storage and 
transportation. Compressed air foam (CAF), created through the thorough mixture of water, foam concentrate, and 
air, exhibits high foam momentum and low electrical conductivity. These attributes render CAF highly effective 
in extinguishing fires involving storage tank [44,45], oil-immersed transformers [46,47], and combustible liquid 
fuel [48,49]. When applied to LIB fires, CAF rapidly covers the battery surface without causing external short 
circuits or damage. Additionally, the foam’s viscosity allows it to adhere to battery surfaces for extended durations, 
continuously releasing liquid to provide long-lasting cooling, thereby inhibiting TR and its propagation. Indeed, 
research on the application of CAF to LIB fires has already been conducted. Andersson et al. [38] conducted 
experiments using 20 Ah lithium iron phosphate (LFP) batteries and found that low-expansion CAF (with a lower 
gas-liquid ratio) exhibited superior wetting and cooling effects on the LFP battery fire. Cui et al. [39] performed 
full-scale fire tests on electric vehicles using CAF, with a foam application rate of 0.743 m3/kWh. While the fire 
was successfully extinguished without re-ignition, the temperature could not be reduced below 50 °C. Li et al. [40] 
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conducted fire suppression tests on 280 Ah LFP cells using compressed nitrogen foam and found that a release 
pressure of 0.4–0.6 MPa provided the most effective continuous cooling. These studies provide preliminary 
guidance for CAF in suppressing battery fires. CAF demonstrates rapid fire extinguishment and reignition 
prevention capabilities. Notably, the gas-liquid mixing ratio is a critical factor influencing the physicochemical 
properties of CAF, which directly affects its cooling performance on batteries. However, existing research in this 
area remains limited. Furthermore, prior investigations have focused exclusively on either single-cell TR 
suppression or full-scale electric vehicle fire containment, while studies specifically addressing LIB TRP inhibition 
are notably absent. 

In addition to the cooling effectiveness of extinguishing agents, the electrical configuration of batteries 
significantly influences the propagation process of battery TR [50–54]. In practical applications, batteries are 
electrically connected to form modules, rather than solely through physical contact. Studies have shown that 
parallel-connected battery configurations exhibit faster TRP rates and pose higher risks compared to series-
connected configurations [52,53]. In parallel circuits, a battery undergoing TR may experience internal short 
circuits, leading to an external short circuit across the entire module. In this scenario, the TR battery acts as a load 
within the circuit, while the remaining functional batteries continuously supply electrical energy to it. This energy 
is converted into Joule heating, which not only increases the peak temperature during TR but also accelerates TRP 
[51,54]. Table 1 summarizes the electrical connection configurations of battery modules, highlighting the limited 
research on suppressing TRP in electrically connected batteries, which presents a more formidable challenge. 

The release strategy of extinguishing agents also significantly impacts their effectiveness in suppressing TRP. 
For single-agent applications, intermittent application is currently the most prevalent strategy [37,55,56]. An 
appropriate duty cycle (DC) and application interval can enhance the cooling performance of extinguishing agents. 
Zhang et al. [37] demonstrated that water mist exhibits superior fire suppression performance at a 2-s cycle with a 
0.5 DC, while a 20-s cycle with a 0.25 DC provides better cooling effects. The synergistic use of these two 
intermittent modes yields optimal results. CAF, known for its rapid coverage of battery surfaces, could potentially 
benefit from an intermittent release strategy. Timely replenishment of foam after depletion may further improve 
its cooling efficiency. 

Current research exhibits gaps in investigating the cooling performance of CAF at varying gas-liquid ratios 
(GLRs) and its effectiveness in suppressing TRP for parallel-connected batteries. Furthermore, there is a pressing 
need to develop more efficient CAF application strategies. Therefore, this study aims to investigate the inhibitory 
effects of CAF on TRP in parallel-connected battery configurations. By systematically altering the GLR, the 
influence of this parameter on the cooling capacity of CAF will be systematically examined. Furthermore, the 
study will adjust the duration of continuous CAF application to evaluate its impact on TRP suppression. Finally, 
a comparative analysis of the cooling effectiveness of different DCs under intermittent application strategies will 
be conducted, providing new insights into the mitigation of TRP. 

2. Experimental 

2.1. Experimental Apparatus 

Figure 1 presents a schematic diagram of the experimental setup. The setup includes a combustion chamber, 
a gas exhaust system, a CAF system (CAFS), and an integrated data acquisition system. The foam is vertically 
released through a pipe installed 20 cm above the battery. Additionally, the CAFS is primarily composed of a foam 
generator, a foam container, a pump, an air compressor, and two flowmeters and allows for adjustment of the GLR. 
The performance parameters corresponding to different GLRs of the foam are shown in Table 2. The GLR was set 
between 6 and 10 to balance foam expansion, wettability, stability, and adhesion. A lower GLR may result in 
insufficient foam expansion and poor surface coverage, whereas an excessively high GLR reduces foam wettability 
and effective contact with the battery surface. Therefore, GLR values of 6, 8, and 10 were selected to evaluate the 
cooling performance of CAF under representative foam expansion conditions. The foam solution used in this study 
is a mixture of 3% aqueous film-forming foam (AFFF) and water, with a liquid flow rate of 0.7 L/min. 

Table 2. Performance parameters corresponding to different GLRs of the foam. 

Type of Foam 
Concentrate GLRs Gas Flow (L/min) Liquid Flow (L/min) Foaming Multiple 

3% AFFF 
6:1 4.2 

0.7 
9.2 

8:1 5.6 9.9 
10:1 7.0 10.4 
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of the experimental setup. 

2.2. Battery Samples 

This study investigates 30Ah prismatic LiFePO4 batteries. Each sample was fresh and charged to full state of 
charge (SOC) at a rate of 1/3 C before the experiment. The dimensions of the battery are 101 mm in length, 22 
mm in width, and 145 mm in height, with a mass of 620 g. Figure 2 illustrates the arrangement of the battery pack 
and thermocouples. To initiate TR in battery #1, a 600W heating plate is applied to the side of the battery. 
Insulating plates are placed on both sides and subjected to a predetermined pressure using steel plates to ensure 
complete contact. This arrangement simulates the characteristics of a battery pack with inadequate heat dissipation. 
As shown in Figure 2b, five thermocouples are set up for each battery to record temperature changes during the 
experiment. The average surface temperature of the battery can be calculated using Equation (1). 

𝑇௔௩௘ ൌ
𝑇௙ ൅ 𝑇௦ ൅ 𝑇௨ ൅ 𝑇௕ ൅ 𝑇ௗ

5
 (1)

 

Figure 2. Schematic diagram of the (a) LIBs and (b) TCs arrangement. 
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2.3. Experimental Design 

Table 3 presents a comprehensive summary of the experimental conditions applied in this study. Experiments 
1–4 are designed to compare the inhibitory effects and cooling performance of CAF with different GLRs on battery 
TR. Experiments 5–7 assess the effects of different CAF application durations on TRP, with Experiment 5 serving 
as a baseline to explore TRP in a parallel battery module without any intervention. Additionally, experiments 8–
10 examine the impact of different DCs on TRP suppression. Intermittent application involves multiple cycles, 
each consisting of an application period and an interval. The DC is defined as the ratio of application period to the 
total cycle duration. Across all experiments, the application cycle is standardized to 60 s, and Figure 3 provides a 
detailed description of these application modes. To guarantee experimental repeatability and data reliability, all 
tests adopted new batteries of identical specifications, which were fully charged under the same conditions prior 
to testing. Uniform settings were maintained for battery placement, heating power and position, thermocouple 
arrangement, CAF application height, liquid flow rate and data acquisition system. Each battery was fitted with 
five thermocouples to monitor temperature distribution, and the average surface temperature was calculated to 
mitigate local temperature fluctuations. The consistent correlations among temperature, voltage, venting and heat 
accumulation further verified the validity of experimental data. 

Table 3. Key parameters of the experimental conditions. 

Test Electrical Connection GLR Apply Duration (s) Doses (L) Duty Cycle Apply Cycle (s) 
1 

single battery 

-- -- -- -- -- 
2 6:1 60 0.7 -- -- 
3 8:1 60 0.7 -- -- 
4 10:1 60 0.7 -- -- 
5 

parallel connection 

-- -- -- -- -- 
6 6:1 60 0.7 -- -- 
7 6:1 180 2.1 -- -- 
8 6:1 180 2.1 0.25 60 
9 6:1 180 2.1 0.5 60 

10 6:1 180 2.1 0.75 60 

 

Figure 3. Detailed explanation of application modes. 

3. Results and Discussion 

3.1. Suppression Effect of CAF on TR of Single Battery 

3.1.1. TR Behavior of Single Battery 

Figure 4 illustrates the temperature changes of a single battery during its free-burning process. The TR 
process of the battery can be broadly divided into four stages: the heat accumulation phase, the combustion phase, 
the intense smoke production phase, and the natural cooling phase. As the heating plate continuously inputs heat 
to the battery, a series of exothermic reactions occur within the battery, continuously generating gas and increasing 
internal pressure. Around 520 s, the safety valve ruptures, and the internal gas of the battery is expelled. At this 
point, the temperature on the backside of the battery reaches 94.67 °C. After manual ignition, the battery undergoes 
violent combustion, with flames reaching the top of the explosion-proof box. Subsequently, the flames gradually 



Ping et al.   Energy Saf. Sci. Technol. 2026, 1(1), 3 

  7 of 18 

stabilize and continue to burn for approximately 100 s. At 710 s, the battery experiences a complete internal short 
circuit, leading to a sudden and drastic increase in gas production, which extinguishes the flames as they are 
forcefully expelled. At this juncture, the battery enters the intense gas production phase, with a sharp increase in 
temperature, reaching a peak of 425.99 °C. Around 900 s, the smoke gradually dissipates, and the battery enters 
the natural cooling phase. CAF will be challengingly released during the intense gas production phase of the battery 
to explore its inhibitory effect on the battery’s exothermic reactions in extreme cases. 

 

Figure 4. Surface temperature changes of single battery. 

3.1.2. Suppression Effect of CAF in Different GLRs 

Figure 5a shows the temperature changes of individual batteries under different GLRs of CAF applied for 60 s. 
After the application of CAF, there is a significant reduction in the highest surface temperatures of the batteries, 
and the onset time of TR is delayed by an average of approximately 35 s. This indicates that the release of CAF 
has a certain inhibitory effect on the internal thermal reactions of the batteries. When CAF with GLR of 6 and 10 
is applied, the highest surface temperatures of the batteries are similar, at 320.35 °C and 318.46 °C, respectively. 
Compared to Test 1 without CAF application, these temperatures are reduced by 63.7 °C and 65.59 °C, 
respectively. However, the battery with GLR of 8 has the highest surface temperature at 328.80 °C, with a 
reduction of only 55.25 °C. The lower the highest surface temperature of the battery, the better the inhibitory effect 
of the extinguishing agent on the exothermic reaction of the battery. 

Figure 5b shows the duration of high temperatures and mass loss of the batteries after applying CAF for 60 
s under different GLRs. Referring to CCCF/XFJJ-01 [57], the duration of high temperatures above 150 °C is a key 
indicator in assessing the efficacy of cooling-type extinguishing devices; the longer this duration, the stronger the 
thermal hazard and the higher the potential risk of TRP. Additionally, the mass loss of the battery can serve as an 
indicator of the severity of TR, helping to evaluate the effectiveness of the extinguishing agent in mitigating the 
internal reactions of the battery. The battery without CAF release has a high-temperature duration of 1853 s, while 
in the three test groups with CAF release, the high-temperature duration is 1385 s for GLR of 8, 1364 s for GLR 
of 10, and the shortest high-temperature duration is 1283 s for GLR of 6. The corresponding mass losses are 126.8 
g, 122.5 g, 122.6 g, and 119.1 g, respectively. These findings illustrate the cooling and inhibitory effects of CAF 
on the exothermic reactions of the batteries, with the most significant effect observed at a GLR of 6. When the 
GLR is excessively high, the expanded volume of the foam increases significantly. This not only slows down the 
drainage rate but also reduces the effective contact area with the battery surface. As a result, the amount of water 
flowing through the battery decreases, leading to a reduction in cooling efficiency. Conversely, when the GLR is 
too low, the foam’s expansion ratio becomes insufficient, preventing effective coverage and adhesion to the 
battery. This causes rapid water loss, thereby diminishing the long-lasting cooling performance. Among the tested 
GLRs, GLR = 6 provides the optimal suppression effect because it achieves a favorable balance between 
wettability, foam expansion, adhesion, and drainage. A higher GLR produces lighter foam with reduced wettability 
and a smaller effective contact area with the battery surface, making it more susceptible to disturbance by the 
intense gas flow generated during thermal runaway. In contrast, an excessively low GLR may weaken foam 
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stability and reduce the duration of surface coverage. Therefore, CAF with GLR = 6 can maintain effective 
adhesion and coverage while continuously releasing liquid to form a cooling film, resulting in the most effective 
suppression of battery thermal reactions. Finally, CAF with GLR of 6 will be applied in subsequent tests to evaluate 
its inhibitory effect on TRP. 

 

Figure 5. (a) Average surface temperature and (b) high temperature duration and mass loss under different GLR 
of CAF applied. 

3.2. Suppression Effect of CAF on TRP 

3.2.1. TRP Behavior of Parallel Connected Module 

Figure 6a depicts the temperature changes on the backside of the battery module. Due to the layered structure 
within the batteries, the temperature changes on the backside can effectively reflect the extent of internal thermal 
reactions. Based on the temperature variations on the backside of the batteries, the TRP of the battery module can 
be roughly divided into four stages: the self-heating stage of battery #1, the electrical energy conversion stage, the 
self-heating stage of battery #2, and the natural cooling stage. Stage Ⅰ: Intense exothermic reactions occur within 
battery #1, producing a large amount of smoke and heat, causing the temperature to rapidly rise to 431.31 °C 
before briefly dropping to 404.83 °C. Stage Ⅱ: Battery #1, which has already undergone TR, experiences a 
complete internal short circuit, acting as an external load for battery #2. Subsequently, battery #2 continuously 
transfers its own electrical energy to battery #1, and the significant amount of Joule heat generated causes the 
temperatures of both batteries to rise, with battery #1 reaching a peak temperature of 524.91 °C. Stage Ⅲ: Under 
the heat transfer from battery #1 and its own internal thermal reactions, battery #2 violently ejects dense smoke 
and undergoes TR. At this point, the TRP of the module is complete. Stage Ⅳ: The smoke gradually dissipates, 
and the batteries cool naturally in the environment. Due to the parallel connection causing a secondary temperature 
rise in battery #1, its thermal hazard is greater than that of a battery without electrical connection, and the temperature 
rise time of battery #1 is prolonged, which means a longer application time of the extinguishing agent is required to 
effectively suppress the battery’s thermal reactions. Figure 6b shows the surface temperature changes of the battery 
module during free-burning. Battery #1 vents at 622 s, and battery #2 completes venting at 926 s. Due to the influence 
of electrical energy transmission through the parallel connection, the backside of battery #1 and the front side of 
battery #2 both experience a secondary temperature rise, with peak temperatures of 524.91 °C and 560.84 °C, 
respectively. Because battery #2 consumes some of its own electrical energy, the peak temperature on its backside 
is only 361.64 °C, significantly lower than the peak temperature on the backside of battery #1. 

Figure 7 illustrates the module voltage changes during the free-burning phase of the battery module. Starting 
at 785 s, continuous internal reactions within battery #1 cause the module voltage to begin a gradual decline. At 
805 s, the voltage drops to 2.52 V, at which point battery #1 undergoes TR. Following this, the voltage rebounds 
and fluctuates, always remaining below the module’s initial voltage. This is because, post-TR, battery #1, having 
experienced a complete internal short circuit, acts as a load across the terminals of battery #2. Consequently, 
battery #2 discharges energy into battery #1, leading to a reduction in its SOC and a consequent lower voltage. 
The voltage fluctuations are attributed to the excessive surface temperature following TR, which melts the 
insulating plastic casing surrounding the batteries. With the outer packaging removed, the batteries make direct 
contact, establishing additional electrical connections beyond parallel linkages, thereby affecting the module 
voltage. Ultimately, at 992 s, battery #2 also undergoes TR, causing the module voltage to drop to 0 V. Since the 
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fluctuation of module voltage occurs later than the venting time of the battery, detecting voltage changes for 
accident early warning is not a good choice; however, it is effective in assessing the degree of battery damage. 

 

Figure 6. Temperature changes of (a) back and (b) surface of batteries. 

 

Figure 7. Voltage changes of battery module with parallel connection. 

3.2.2. Suppression Effect of CAF under Different Application Durations 

Figure 8 illustrates the inhibitory effects of CAF on TRP with varying application durations. CAF is applied 
after the intense gas emission from battery #1, increasing the challenge of suppressing TRP. At 900 s, a 60 s CAF 
release concludes and blankets the battery surface. However, its limited cooling capacity does not prevent battery 
#1 from heating battery #2. Battery #2 gradually heats up and vents gas at 1276 s. Two seconds later, the gas is 
ignited by the red-hot nuts on the electrodes. Eventually, the flames gradually extinguish around 1500 s. When 
CAF is applied for 180 s, the foam completely envelops the batteries, and the prolonged cooling prevents battery #2 
from venting. Correspondingly, Figure 9a shows the surface temperature changes of the batteries during a 180 s CAF 
release. The peak surface temperatures of batteries #1 and #2 are 358.71 °C and 295.15 °C, respectively, which 
are 166.20 °C and 265.69 °C lower than those in Test 5. Moreover, battery #2 does not vent, successfully 
suppressing TRP. The side temperature of battery #1 experiences a decrease from 233.39 °C to 166.53 °C and then 
an increase during the continuous application of CAF. This is because the front and back sides of the battery are 
closely packed and cannot directly interact with the extinguishing agent. Therefore, the extinguishing agent first 
reduces the side temperature, creating a temperature gradient that gradually cools the interior of the battery. In 
contrast to the significant reduction in the side temperature of battery #1, the side temperature of battery #2 only 



Ping et al.   Energy Saf. Sci. Technol. 2026, 1(1), 3 

  10 of 18 

decreases from 106.07 °C to 101.17 °C. This is because the release of CAF significantly lowers the surface 
temperature of battery #1, reducing the heat transferred to battery #2. With a lower surface temperature on battery 
#2, the smaller temperature difference diminishes the heat exchange with the extinguishing agent, resulting in a 
mere 4.9 °C temperature reduction. 

 

Figure 8. Suppression of TRP by CAF. 

 

Figure 9. (a) Surface temperature changes of batteries under 180 s CAF; (b) side temperature of batteries under 
different application durations of CAF; voltage changes of battery module by application of (c) 60 s CAF and (d) 
180 s CAF. 
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Since the side of the battery can directly interact with the extinguishing agent, its temperature changes can 
more intuitively reflect the cooling effect on the battery after the application of the extinguishing agent. Figure 9b 
shows the impact of CAF application duration on the side temperature of the batteries. For the scenarios where 
CAF is applied for 60 s and 180 s, the peak temperatures of battery #1 after TR are 322.52 °C and 302.13 °C, 
respectively. Compared to the scenario without the application of an extinguishing agent, the peak TR temperatures 
are reduced by 39.56 °C and 59.95 °C, respectively. When CAF is applied for 60 s, the venting time of battery #2 
is delayed by 350 s, and when CAF is applied for 180 s, battery #2 does not vent at all. This indicates that the 
longer the application time of CAF, the better the inhibitory effect on TRP. The temperature curve of battery #1 
shows three stages of temperature decline: the first (Stage Ⅰ) is the temperature drop caused by the application of 
CAF, with the side temperature of the battery dropping from 193.63 °C to 120.01 °C and from 233.39 °C to  
166.53 °C under two different conditions. The second (Stage Ⅱ) occurs after the application of CAF ends, due to 
the continuous drainage by CAF causing a temperature drop. When the heat taken away by the drainage is less 
than the heat generation of the battery, there will be a temporary temperature rise, followed by the third temperature 
drop (Stage Ⅲ), which is the natural cooling phase. For ease of discussion in subsequent sections, let the 
application time of the extinguishing agent be denoted as ta, the effective cooling time as te, the effective drainage 
time as tp, and the long-lasting cooling efficiency as η. They satisfy the following relationship: 

𝑡௘ ൌ 𝑡௔ ൅ 𝑡௣ (2)

𝜂 ൌ
𝑡௣
𝑡௔

 (3)

where te is the time from the start of the extinguishing agent application to the point before the secondary 
temperature rise, and tp is the time from the end of the extinguishing agent application to the point before the 
secondary temperature rise. For scenarios where CAF is applied for 60 s and 180 s, the te values are 104 s and 295 
s, respectively, both of which are greater than ta. This confirms the sustained cooling capability of CAF, which can 
continuously reduce the battery temperature through the drainage. 

Figure 9c illustrates the voltage changes in the battery module with 60 s CAF application. Similar to the 
voltage changes without the application of CAF, the voltage gradually decreases as the separator melts, reaching 
its lowest value of 2.98 V at 810 s, at which point battery #1 undergoes TR. Subsequently, the voltage rebounds, 
and the value after the rebound is lower than the initial voltage, also due to the energy loss from battery #2. At 
1235 s, the voltage slowly decreases again, and after dropping to 3.15 V, it undergoes minor fluctuations for 
approximately 1200 s. This is because the cooling capacity of the 60 s CAF is insufficient; battery #1 continues to 
heat battery #2 at a low power state, causing slow internal reactions within battery #2. At 2599 s, the module 
voltage suddenly drops to 0.1V, and finally, at 4160 s, the voltage drops to 0 V. Interestingly, although the module 
voltage dropped to 0 V, battery #2 only vented without undergoing TR. This may be because the continuous 
heating from battery #1 caused most of the separators within battery #2 to melt, but due to the low thermal power, 
it only resulted in an internal short circuit without an abnormal temperature increase. Figure 9d shows the voltage 
changes in the battery module with 180 s CAF application. At 770 s, battery #1 undergoes TR, and the module 
voltage drops to 2.97 V before rebounding, which is also lower than the initial voltage, for the reasons previously 
described. The voltage then remains around 3.31 V, and after the experiment, it is observed that the plastic casing 
of battery #2 remains intact, indicating that battery #2 only suffered minor damage and TRP was successfully 
suppressed. These findings emphasize the importance of the long-lasting cooling capability of the extinguishing 
agent. Under the 60 s CAF, although the temperature of battery #2 did not surge, it still led to battery failure, 
increasing economic losses. 

The heat accumulation (HA) and heating power (Ph) of a battery are key parameters for characterizing TR. 
Where HA is the energy accumulation that leads to an increase in battery temperature, complying with the principle 
of energy conservation and Ph represents the rate of energy accumulation. These values can be approximately 
calculated using Equations (4) and (5) [30,58]: 

𝐻஺ ൌ 𝐻௧௥௔௡௦௙௘௥ ൅ 𝐻௙௟௔௠௘ ൅ 𝐻௧௥ െ 𝐻௟௢௦௦ െ 𝐻௩௘௡௧ ൌ 𝑐𝑚ሺ𝑇௔௩௘ െ 𝑇௔௠௕ሻ (4)

𝑃௛ ൌ
𝑑𝐻஺
𝑑𝑡

 (5)

where Htransfer represents the heat transfer from the heating plate or the TR battery. Hflame is the heat transfer from 
the battery flame, which includes both thermal convection and thermal radiation. Htr is the heat generated within 
the battery due to side reactions and internal short circuits. Hloss is the heat loss and Hvent is the heat loss due to 



Ping et al.   Energy Saf. Sci. Technol. 2026, 1(1), 3 

  12 of 18 

venting. c =1 kJ·kg−1·℃−1 is the specific heat capacity of the battery. m is the mass of the battery. Tamb is the 
ambient temperature (22 °C). 

TRP is primarily caused by the massive heat generation following the TR of battery #1, hence, the heat 
accumulation of battery #1 is a key parameter in assessing the inhibitory effect of fire suppressants on TRP. The 
maximum heat accumulation without the application of fire suppressants is the theoretical maximum heat (Hthe). 
The maximum heat accumulation with the application of fire suppressants is the actual maximum heat (Hact). 
Furthermore, fire suppressants can not only remove residual heat from the lithium-ion battery module but also 
inhibit the thermal reactions within the batteries. The heat generated by exothermic reactions that would have 
occurred but were inhibited by the application of CAF (Hinb) can be determined by Equation (6)[37]: 

𝐻௜௡௕ ൌ 𝐻௧௛௘ െ 𝐻௔௖௧ (6)

To facilitate subsequent comparisons of the cooling effects of various CAF release strategies and to eliminate 
the impact of natural cooling, the average heating power within 600 s after the heat accumulation reaches its peak 
is defined as the average cooling power (Pc,ave). This value can reflect the long-lasting cooling capability of CAF 
on the battery. Figure 10 illustrates the dynamic changes in heat accumulation (HA) and heating power (Ph) of the 
battery under different CAF application durations. For the scenarios with 0 s, 60 s, and 180 s of CAF application, 
the corresponding maximum heat accumulations for battery #1 are 229.41 kJ, 172.47 kJ, and 161.13 kJ, 
respectively. Compared to the scenario without CAF application, the maximum heat accumulations have all 
decreased to varying degrees, with Hinb values of 56.94 kJ and 68.28 kJ, respectively. This indicates that the 
application of CAF suppresses the thermal reactions of the battery, and the inhibitory effect on the battery’s thermal 
reactions is enhanced with the extension of the duration. Correspondingly, the maximum heat accumulations for 
battery #2 are 219.12 kJ, 80.55 kJ, and 64.07 kJ. In Equation (4), due to the application of CAF, both the heat 
transfer from battery #1 to battery #2 (Htransfer) and the intrinsic thermal reactions of battery #2 (Htr) are effectively 
suppressed, leading to a reduction in the heat accumulation of battery #2. The corresponding Pc,ave values for the 
three scenarios are −47.90 W, −59.17 W, and −71.98 W. Compared to the scenario without CAF application, the 
application of 60s CAF and 180 s CAF increased Pc,ave by 24% and 50%, respectively. This demonstrates that the 
cooling capacity is enhanced with the increase in CAF application time and reaffirms the long-lasting cooling 
capability of CAF. 

 

Figure 10. Heat accumulation and heating power of batteries with (a) no agent, (b) 60 s CAF and (c) 180 s CAF. 

3.2.3. Suppression Effect of CAF under Intermittent Application 

Figure 11 reveals the correlation between different durations of CAF application and its long-lasting cooling 
efficiency. When ta increases from 60 s to 180 s, the corresponding η values decrease from 0.73 to 0.64, a reduction 
of approximately 12%. This indicates that while extending the application time of CAF can enhance cooling 
capacity, it also leads to a waste of the extinguishing agent. After CAF has covered the surface of the battery, the 
subsequently applied CAF slides off the surface of the already existing CAF without coming into contact with the 
battery, thereby reducing cooling efficiency. The cooling effect of CAF has a certain longevity; it needs a certain 
amount of time to complete the drainage after covering the battery surface, and the 180s constant application 
apparently overlooks this point. Considering the characteristics of CAF, an intermittent release strategy would be 
an effective way to improve cooling efficiency. This section will explore the impact of different duty cycles of 
intermittent application on the cooling effect of CAF. 
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Figure 11. Changes of ta and η with different durations of CAF. 

Table 4 compares the high-temperature duration and characteristic temperature parameters of battery #1. 
Referring to CCCF/XFJJ-01 [57], attention is given to the temperature 900 s after TR (T900). This temperature can 
reflect the long-lasting cooling capability of the fire suppressant on the battery. Compared to the scenario without 
CAF application, the high-temperature duration, Tmax, and T900 of all groups are significantly reduced. As the duty 
cycle (DC) decreases, the high-temperature duration and T900 gradually decrease, while Tmax gradually increases. 
The T900 for the intermittent application with a DC of 0.25 is only 107.9 °C, which is the lowest. The T900 for DC 
of 0.5 and 0.75 are 141.3 °C and 148.03 °C, respectively. The T900 for continuous application is 150.28 °C, slightly 
higher than the 150 °C specified by CCCF/XFJJ-01. The enhancement of the long-lasting cooling effect of CAF 
with intermittent application is significant, with the best results at a DC of 0.25. Applying the same dose of CAF, 
the T900 at a DC of 0.25 decreased by 42.38 °C compared to the T900 of continuous application, a reduction of up 
to 28%, and the high-temperature duration was reduced by 176 s. 

Table 4. High-temperature duration and characteristic temperature parameters of battery #1. 

Application Modes No agent CS DC = 0.25 DC = 0.5 DC = 0.75 
Tmax(℃) 390.24 280.63 313.80 304.93 299.51 
T900(℃) 306.47 150.28 107.90 141.30 148.03 

Duration(s) 2284 796 620 668 769 

Figure 12 illustrates the dynamic changes in HA and Ph under intermittent application conditions of different 
duty cycle, and Figure 13 shows the comparison of Hinb and Pc,ave under different release methods. Intermittent 
application is more efficient in the utilization of fire suppressants, as it can remove more heat compared to constant 
application. The absolute value of Pc,ave increases as DC decreases. The intermittent spray with DC of 0.25 has the 
best cooling effect, with a Pc,ave of −123.36 W, which is a 71% increase compared to the constant application 
scenario. The Pc,ave values for DC of 0.5 and 0.75 are −107.98 W and −88.95 W, respectively, and both exhibit 
better cooling effects than constant application. The phenomenon is attributable to the physical distribution of the 
foam. In contrast to constant application, intermittent application reduces the ineffective loss of foam and extends 
the duration of effective foam coverage, thereby facilitating more substantial heat exchange. The cooling efficacy 
is compromised when foam continues to be released after covering the battery or when the battery generates smoke 
violently. In the former scenario, only a small portion of the subsequently released foam remains on the battery 
surface, with the majority sliding off the pre-existing foam layer, thus diminishing heat exchange. In the latter 
case, the foam fails to reach the battery surface altogether. Evidently, intermittent application can more effectively 
address this issue, with the optimal effect achieved when the DC is set at 0.25. However, constant application is 
more effective in suppressing the exothermic reactions of the battery than intermittent application. The value of 
Hinb under intermittent application conditions decreases as DC decreases and is less than the Hinb value of constant 
application. This is because the application time of intermittent application does not fully cover the exothermic 
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reaction phase of the battery, and the liquid released by the already applied CAF has limited inhibitory capacity 
against exothermic reactions. 

 

Figure 12. Heat accumulation and heating power of batteries with different DC (a) 0.25 (b) 0.5 (c) 0.75. 

 

Figure 13. Changes of Hinb and Pc,ave with different DC. 

Figure 14 provides a detailed illustration of the suppression mechanisms of CAF. After covering the battery 
surface, CAF continuously releases liquid, forming a water film on the battery surface that provides sustained 
cooling. Additionally, the foam reduces heat radiation and prevents fire reignition. When applied intermittently at 
the same dosage, CAF reduces ineffective foam loss, extends coverage duration, and enhances the average cooling 
power. Constant application and intermittent application each have their own advantages. Constant application can 
most effectively suppress the exothermic reactions of the battery, while intermittent application can enhance the 
long-lasting cooling effect of CAF. Moreover, the inherent drainage characteristic of CAF gives it longevity in 
cooling, making it suitable for an intermittent release strategy. When applying CAF in practice, its drainage time 
should be taken into full consideration, and new CAF should be supplemented in time before the drainage stops. 
Specifically, intermittent application (DC = 0.75) demonstrates superior suppression of thermal reactions and 
effectively inhibits TRP, while intermittent application (DC = 0.25) achieves higher extinguishing agent utilization 
and optimal cooling performance. The combined strategy-first applying intermittent mode (DC = 0.75) to suppress 
battery thermal reactions, followed by intermittent mode (DC = 0.25) for sustained cooling-maximizes cooling 
efficiency, suppresses battery TRP, and minimizes accident hazards. 

The combined intermittent strategy should be implemented according to the thermal state of the battery 
module. When abnormal temperature rise, venting, smoke emission, or other early warning signals indicate the 
onset of thermal runaway, the DC = 0.75 mode can be applied first to provide intensive CAF coverage and suppress 
strong exothermic reactions. After the intense reaction stage is controlled and the temperature rise rate decreases, 
the system can switch to DC = 0.25 to maintain long-lasting cooling with higher extinguishing-agent utilization. 
In this study, the intermittent application cycle was 60 s and the total CAF application duration was 180 s. The 
proposed strategy therefore provides a staged control concept, while the specific intervention time and switching 
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duration should be further optimized according to battery module scale, battery chemistry, SOC, detection 
threshold, and CAF system response time. 

 

Figure 14. The detailed inhibition mechanism of CAF: (a) TR propagation behaviors in the test; (b) inhibition 
mechanism under constant and intermittent application; (c) the mechanism of CAF action. 

4. Conclusions 

This work evaluates the inhibitory effect of CAF on TRP of LIBs. It compares the cooling capacity of CAF 
under different GLR conditions and investigates the impact of varying application durations and intermittent 
application strategies on the suppression of TRP. The main conclusions are as follows: 
(1) Under the premise of ensuring foam performance, the CAF with a GLR of 6 demonstrates the most effective 

suppression of TR and provides the best subsequent cooling effect for the battery. The maximum surface 
temperature of the battery is reduced by 63.7 °C, which can effectively minimize the heat transfer from the 
TR-affected battery to adjacent batteries. 

(2) Parallel connections can exacerbate the thermal hazards of batteries, and increasing the CAF application time 
enhances its cooling effect. Extending the application time to 180 s maintains battery #2 below the critical 
temperature, effectively suppressing TRP. Compared to a 60 s CAF application, the average cooling power 
is increased by 22%. However, the long-lasting cooling efficiency is reduced by 9%, indicating that prolonged 
application leads to waste of the foam. 

(3) Intermittent application can effectively enhance cooling efficiency. The average cooling power increases as 
the DC decreases, with the maximum average cooling power achieved at a DC of 0.25, reaching −123.36 W. 
This represents a 71% increase compared to constant application. 

(4) Intermittent application (DC = 0.75) demonstrates superior suppression of thermal reactions and effectively 
inhibits TRP, while intermittent application (DC = 0.25) achieves higher extinguishing agent utilization and 
optimal cooling performance. The combined strategy-first applying intermittent mode (DC = 0.75) to 
suppress battery thermal reactions, followed by intermittent mode (DC = 0.25) for sustained cooling-
maximizes cooling efficiency, suppresses battery TRP, and minimizes accident hazards. 
The present results provide practical guidance for the design of fire suppression protocols in grid-scale battery 

energy storage systems. For battery modules or packs in which thermal runaway has already initiated, CAF should 
not only be selected based on its fire-extinguishing capability but also on its ability to provide sustained cooling 
through foam drainage. The staged intermittent application strategy proposed in this study, namely using a higher 
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DC to suppress intense thermal reactions followed by a lower DC to maintain long-lasting cooling, may help 
reduce extinguishing-agent consumption while delaying or preventing thermal runaway propagation in energy 
storage modules. 
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