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ABSTRACT 

Improved understandings of two-phase transport in electrochemical gas-evolving 

systems are increasingly demanded, while high-performance imaging techniques 

using simplified instrumentations are not readily available. This work presents 

volumetric scanning acoustic microscopy (SAM) imaging for quantifying the 

dynamics of gas bubbles and electrolyte in porous Nickel electrodes with different 

wettability and structures during alkaline water electrolysis (AWE). We realize 

high-resolution 3D imaging at 10’s µm level using high frequency spherically 

focused ultrasound. The high resolution allowed us to clearly visualize the spatial 

distributions of produced bubbles in the porous electrodes over time. Moreover, we 

are able to quantify the residual gas volume in an electrode and its coverage due to 

bubble evolution, which dominate its transport overpotential. Taking these 

advantages, we elucidate the impacts of electrodes’ wettability and structures on 

their electrolysis performance, on a regular laboratory base. The obtained 

knowledge provides us important optimization guidelines of AWE designs and 

operating schemes. 

 

Keywords: green hydrogen energy, scanning acoustic microscopy, volumetric ultrasound imaging, 

alkaline water electrolysis, mass transfer, two-phase flow, gas evolving electrode, bubble management.  
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1. INTRODUCTION 

Low temperature water electrolysis technologies, namely alkaline water electrolyzers (AWEs) and 

proton exchange membrane water electrolyzers (PEMWEs), show great potential for producing green 

hydrogen (H2) at large scale, and preventing for the global warming crisis.1,2 In comparison with 

PEMWEs that rely on noble metals,3 transition metals based AWEs possess competitive capital costs 

but suffer from low production rate featured by low current densities. The current density of an AWE is 

typically in the range of 100 – 500 mA/cm2,4 which is inferior than the value of 600 – 3000 mA/cm2 that 

can be reached by PEMWEs at comparable cell voltages.5 It is nowadays accepted that the transport 

overpotential dominated by the two-phase (gas and electrolyte) mass transfer presents one of the major 

challenges for realizing high H2 production rate of AWE.6,7 Therefore, innovative AWE designs that 

enable superior bubble removal and electrolyte replenishments are crucial to increase their productivity 

towards facilitating the transition to cost competitive green H2 energy.8 To date,  optimizing porous 

electrodes,9–11 flow field designs,12,13 and control schemes  have been demonstrated for achieving 

outstanding AWE current densities beyond 1000 mA/cm2 at low cell voltages.14 However, the best 

combinations of these strategies realizing the optimal AWE performance for certain applications mostly 

remain unclear.15,16 To fill this research gap, imaging techniques that are able to quantify the two-phase 

transport in AWEs in their practical operating environment and conditions are highly demanded to 

obtain optimization guidelines.17,18  

Up to date, extended understandings on two-phase flow in electrolyzers obtained by optical imaging, 

synchrotron X-ray and neutron radiography and computed tomography (CT) have gained tremendous 

attention.8 Direct visualizations with high speed cameras, on one hand, present a straightforward 

approach for real-time quantifications of e.g., electrode coverage due to bubble evolution and bubble 

size distribution in opened electrolysis systems and transparently designed test AWEs.19–21 However, 

optical imaging systems are incapable of investigating bubble dynamics inside optically opaque porous 

electrodes. Synchrotron X-rays and neutrons, on the other hand, are able to deeply penetrate electrolyzer 

components. Advanced CT instrumentations based on modern high flux beamlines show great potential 

to achieve 3D imaging in real-time with micrometer level spatial resolutions.22,23 Taking these 

advantages, synchrotron X-ray and neutron imaging haven been extensively performed in PEMWE 

related studies,24–28 and a few investigations of AWEs were reported as well.29,30 However, these imaging 

systems usually possess adequate phase contrast to fully render the two-phase flow behaviours in 

technical relevant electrodes. Specifically, X-rays are highly attenuated in metallic materials e.g., 

Titanium (Ti) based porous transport layers (PTL) of PEMWEs, which results to poor gas/liquid 

contrast.26,27 On the contrary, neutrons are strongly attenuated by water, which leads to the metallic 

electrodes undistinguished from the produced gas bubbles.31,32 Such limitations are likely to persist in 

AWEs related studies, as the attenuation coefficients of X-rays and neutrons in AWE electrode materials 

e.g., Nickel (Ni) are similar to the aforementioned values of the Ti-PTL in PEMWEs.33,34 Although the 

contrast issue can be solved by introducing contrast agents or combined X-ray and neutron imaging 

schemes,31,35 the complicated and costly instrumentations, as well as the limited access to the beamlines 

may drastically hinder the laboratory-based research work flows. 

Ultrasonic imaging techniques recently open new horizons to study two-phase transport in electrolyzers 

using cost-effective instrumentations with the potential to omit the phase contrast issues. M. Maier et al. 

reported a pulse-echo ultrasonic imaging of operando PEMWEs using a 5 MHz linear ultrasonic 

transducer array.36 Due to the drastically different acoustic impedances among the metallic electrodes, 

gas bubbles and water, the flow field, porous electrode and gas contents in the flow channels were clearly 

distinguished. However, the realized spatial resolution was only 1 mm, which prevents the detailed 

visualizations of two-phase flow behaviours within the porous electrode. This is because the low 

frequency liner transducer array possesses a lack of ability to focus the ultrasound properly. In theory, 
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the lateral resolution of an ultrasonic imaging system is defined by the ultrasound beam diameter of the 

employed ultrasonic transducer, which is calculated as the ultrasound wavelength divided by the 

transducer’s angular aperture.37 While its axial resolution corresponds to the propagation length of the 

excited ultrasound pulses in the imaging environment.38 To sum up, ultrasound imaging with high 

resolution of 10’s µm level requires high frequency transducers e.g., above 50 MHz and spherical 

focusing acoustic lens with large angular apertures. One implementation of such an instrumentation is 

known as scanning acoustic microscopy (SAM) that is able to provide a spatial resolution up to sub-

micrometer in opaque materials. Taking these advantages, SAM has found extensive applications in 

non-destructive evaluations for material researches and the semiconductor industry,39,40 

characterizations of biological tissues,41 and it has nowadays emerged as an efficient approach to study 

the degradations of Lithium-ion batteries.42 Such a powerful tool thus shows tremendous potential to 

make a breakthrough advancing the developments of low temperature electrolyzers, supplementing to 

the costly and complicated X-ray and neutron based imaging methods. 

In this work, we experimentally validate the feasibility of quantifying the two-phase flow behaviours in 

operando AWEs performing volumetric SAM imaging. To demonstrate the general applicability of this 

imaging technique, we investigate Ni woven mesh and open cell Ni foam electrodes that are 

representative for a wide range of technical relevant AWE electrodes. Moreover, the influences of 

electrodes’ wettability to their transport properties and electrolysis performance are also explored. For 

this, we use a laser texturing technique to adjust the wettability of the two types of electrodes from 

hydrophobic (before texturing) to wicking (after). The two-phase flows behaviours in these electrodes 

are individually investigated in a bespoke AWE at various operating conditions. Meanwhile, volumetric 

images of the electrodes during the hydrogen evolution reaction (HER) are acquired with a leading-edge 

SAM system, providing a lateral resolution of 70 µm and an axial resolution of 10 µm. In order to 

understand the mechanisms of the electrodes’ wettability and structures influenced their HER 

performance, we quantify the volumes of entrapped gas bubbles in these electrodes and the electrodes’ 

coverages during electrolysis. Such quantitative analysis provides us important insights to optimize the 

electrode configurations, flow field designs and operating schemes for overcoming the transport 

limitations, towards AWEs with higher efficiencies and productivity.  

2. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS  

2.1 Characterizations of Ni mesh and Ni foam electrodes 

In the experiments, in total four different electrodes were investigated, including two pure Ni woven 

mesh (NM) electrodes and two open cell Ni foam (NF) electrodes, with a same dimension of 

30 ×10 mm2. The thicknesses of NM and NF were 140 µm and 1.5 mm, respectively. Moreover, the NM 

possessed a wire diameter of 140 µm and a pore size of 500 µm (Figure 1A & B). While, the NF present 

a porosity of approx. 94% and a pore diameter of approx. 200 µm (Figure 1C & D). In order to 

investigate the influences of electrodes’ wettability to their transport properties, the surfaces of one NM 

and one NF were textured using direct laser writing (DLW) technique (see the experimental section for 

the detailed fabrication process and parameters). One of the biggest advantages of this method is the 

ability to adjust the surface wettability without relying on specific electrocatalytic nanostructure.43 The 

laser induces grooves are clearly observed from the SEM images of the textured NM and NF (see the 

right column of Figure 1B & D), and they are thereafter named as LNM and LNF, respectively. These 

grooves effectively increased the surface roughness of the electrodes and therefore amplified the 

intrinsic hydrophilicity of local Ni surface.44 This resulted to the transitions of the electrodes’ wetting 

states from the Cassie-Baxter state hydrophobic before texturing to the wicking states after texturing,45 

which is indicated by the apparent contact angles of the four electrodes shown in Figure 1E - F.  
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Figure 1. The four investigated electrodes and the bespoke zero-gap flow-by AWE.  

(A) - (D) The SEM images of the four electrodes: (A) NM, (B) LNM, (C) NF and (D) LNF. The left and right 

columns show their images with low and high magnifications, respectively. The laser induced grooves only appear 

on the surfaces of the two textured electrodes i.e., the LNM and LNF but not on their untextured counterparts.  

(E) – (H) The apparent contact angles of the four electrodes: (E) NM, (F) LNM, (G) NF and (H) LNF.  

(I) A schematic diagram of the bespoke zero-gap flow-by AWE, which depicts its structure, geometry and flow 

field design. The blue shade represents the single straight flow channel. 

To investigate the HER performance of the four electrodes closer to their practical application 

environment, a miniaturised zero-gap flow-by AWE was in-house developed, as shown in Figure 1I 

(also see Figure S1 for the pictures showing the parts). The single straight flow channel allowed the 

electrolyte to flow in parallel with the electrode surface (blue shade Figure 1I), which is referred as a 

flow-by condition. In the flow field, the channel width of 11.5 mm partially overlaid with the 

investigated electrodes in the cathode, and the rest section of the electrodes out of the flow channel was 

thus analogue to the case of under a rib.27,35 Due to the space constrictions in the test AWE, a Pt wire 
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was used here as a pseudo RE (PRE), as suggested in.46 At the anode side, a ring shape NM served as 

the counter electrode (see Figure S1) constructing a closed electrical circuit. A separator was place 

between the anode and cathode to avoid short circuit and gas crossover.  

 

Figure 2. Electrochemical characterizations of the four electrodes. 

(A) The ECSAs and specific surface areas of the four electrodes, in which the volumes of the NM and NF for 

calculating the specific surface areas are given. The enhanced wetting and surface roughness enlarged the ECSAs 

and specific surface areas of LNM and LNF.  

(B) - (C) The potential curves collected during galvanostatic electrolysis of the four electrodes for HER, at a 

geometrical current density of 80 mA/cm2, with (B) and without (C) applying a flow-by condition at a flow rate 

of 500 mL/min.  

After assembling, electrolyte was sufficiently purged into the AWE, with a continuous flow rate of 500 

mL/min, to remove gas in the flow field and to wet the electrodes. A series of electrochemical 

characterizations of the four electrodes were further performed. As a first step, the electrochemical active 

surface areas (ECSAs) of the four electrodes were characterized by measuring their double-layer 

capacitances, and the values are given in Figure 2A (also see the experimental section for the detailed 

characterization method and procedure). Thanks to the porous structures of the four electrodes, their 

ECSAs were all greater than the projection area of 300 mm2. In comparison with their untextured 

counterparts, the ECSAs of the LNM and LNF were surprisingly enlarged by factors of 30% and 300%, 

respectively. Furthermore, the specific surface areas of the four electrodes, as the quotient of the ECSA 

and the corresponding volume, were also calculated (Figure 2A). It is noted that the two laser patterned 

electrodes possessed the highest specific surface areas above 2.5 × 104 m-1. This is one order of 

magnitude higher than a previously reported value of 2.26 × 103 m-1 that was obtained from a wicking 
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NF with comparable geometrical factors but without laser textured patterns.47 The high specific surface 

area of LNF not only indicates its good internal wetting but may also suggest that the laser textured 

patterns induced more reaction sites due to the higher local surface roughness. In comparisons, the 

hydrophobic NM present a specific surface area of 2.08 × 104 m-1, which was slightly lower but 

comparable to the values of the two laser patterned electrodes. This is because the thin mesh structure 

was in direct contact with the bulk electrolyte in the AWE, and a proper wetting was easy to achieve. In 

contrast, the specific surface area of the hydrophobic NF was about only 1/4 of the values of the other 

three electrodes. This implies that its permeability to the liquid electrolyte may be significantly lower 

than that of the LNF, due to the additional capillary pressure required for the electrolyte to enter the 

pores of NF.  

To demonstrate the HER performance of the four electrodes, galvanostatic electrolysis measurements at 

different flow conditions were conducted. These experiments were repeated multiple times for ensuring 

the reproducibility. Figure 2B & C plot the recorded potential curves of these electrodes operated at a 

constant current density of 80 mA/cm2 (normalized to their projection area of 300 mm2), with and 

without applying a flow-by condition at a flow rate of 500 mL/min, respectively. As a matter of fact, 

without applying the flow-by condition, the produced bubbles trended to accumulate in the closed AWE 

environment, which gradually increased the cell ohmic resistance. As a result, all the four electrodes 

required increasingly greater voltages for maintaining the electrolysis at a constant current, as shown in 

Figure 2B. Moreover, with applying the flow-by condition, the different transport properties of the four 

electrodes are more clearly presented. Specifically, Figure 2C clearly reveals the performance 

improvements of LNM and LNF featured by their stabilized voltages at relatively low levels, comparing 

with the values of their nonpatterned counterparts. While, at a same operating condition, the voltages of 

the NM and NF gradually increased with irregular fluctuations. It is also noted that, at this operating 

condition, the voltage of LNM was approx. 40 mV lower than that of the LNF, which may infer the best 

bubble removal performance of the LNM among the four investigated electrodes. In contrast, the NM 

required the highest voltages at the both operating conditions. 

In order to elucidate the mechanisms of such electrode wettability and structure modulated HER 

performance, we further performed volumetric SAM imaging for quantitatively analysing the two-phase 

transport behaviours in the four electrodes.  

2.2 Operando volumetric SAM imaging 

Figure 3 A illustrates the volumetric SAM image acquisition scheme, in which the entire cathode flow 

field of the AWE was designated as the region of interest (ROI). In the experiments, we used a 75 MHz 

transducer (i.e., capable of generating 13 ns pulses) equipped with a spherical acoustic lens with a 

diameter of 6 mm and a focal length of 20 mm. The beam profile of this transducer in our AWE 

environment is depicted by Figure 3B, and theoretically modelled in Note S1. Thus, scanning the focal 

zone over the ROI, we were able to realize the highest spatial resolution provided by the transducer,48 

namely a lateral resolution of 70 µm (on the XY plane) and an axial resolution of approx.10 µm 

corresponding to the half spatial length of the pulse (along the Z direction) within a depth of focus (DOF) 

of approx. 1.6 mm. For SAM imaging, the height of the transducer (the Z position) was properly adjusted 

before image acquisition to ensure that the ultrasonic waves were properly focused in an electrode, as 

shown in the zoom-in view of Figure 3A. Since the DOF of the selected transducer perfectly overlaid 

the thicknesses of the investigated electrodes, we were able to acquire volumetric images of the two-

phase transport inside the porous electrodes without further adjusting the height of transducer. In other 

words, the transducer was only scanned point-by-point over the horizontal plane above the ROI with 

high precision of 0.1 µm, at the constant height. Considering the lateral resolution of 70 µm enabled by 

the transducer, a scanning step size of 20 µm was set for balancing the imaging quality and image update 

rate i.e., the voxel sizes in the X and Y directions were both 20 µm. The scanning procedure took 180 s 
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to acquire all A-scan signals for constructing each volumetric frame within an area of 900 mm2 (30 mm 

× 30 mm).  

 

Figure 3. The schematic representation of the volumetric SAM image acquisitions of the operando AWE. 

(A) The volumetric SAM imaging scheme, in which the red box shows a local zoom-in view indicating that the 

ultrasonic waves are focused inside of the electrode by properly adjusting the transducer’s height. The black box 

plots an A-scan signal acquired from the NF, and the time window marked by the blue shade was reconstructed to 

the volumetric images. 

(B) The ultrasound beam profile of the selected 75 MHz transducer, in which D and F are the diameter and focal 

length of the acoustic lens, respectively.  

(C) The pulse electrolysis scheme for mimicking time resolved visualization of the mass transport in electrodes. 

Moreover, at each scanning position, a short ultrasound pulse was excited and the echo signal due to the 

huge acoustic impedance mismatches among produced gas bubbles, the liquid electrolyte and the 

metallic electrodes was recorded, which is known as the A-scan. For instance, the black box of 

Figure 3A plots an A-scan signal acquired from the NF, and the electrode position is identified as the 

time window marked by the blue shade, in which the echo wave packets representing the phase interfaces 

at different depths were received at the corresponding transient times. Finally, all the acquired A-scan 

signals were constructed to the volumetric images, by converting the power of each sampling point in 

this designated time window to the greyscale value of a voxel at the corresponding registered position 

(see the experimental section for more details). Taking a homogenous speed of sound in the electrolyte 
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of 1580 m/s (see Table S1 for the materials’ acoustic properties), the selected time window lasting 

1500 ns with 275 sampling points resulted to an equivalent penetration depth of 1.185 mm (1580 m/s × 

1500 ns / 2 = 1.185 mm) and a voxel size of approx. 4.3 µm (1.185 mm / 275 ≈ 4.3 µm) in the Z direction. 

The resulted penetration depth was sufficient for studying bubble dynamics of the thin NM and LNM, 

but it was not able to cover the entire thickness of the NF and LNF. This was limited by the low SNR at 

deeper positions in the complex open cell foam structures, because of strong scattering caused acoustic 

attenuation. It is however noticed that the penetration depth was mainly limited by our technical 

implementation, as a first proof-of-concept using this approach, rather than the SAM imaging technique 

itself. Higher SNR can be achieved by using either ultrasonic transducers with larger element sizes or 

focal lens with larger numerical apertures. 

Nevertheless, it is important to justify the temporal resolution of SAM towards real-time imaging. S. De 

Angelis et al. previously reported an image update rate of 1.4 s per volumetric frame of bubble transport 

in PEMWE within a much smaller ROI of 3.3 mm × 4.6 mm, which was realized by one of the most 

cutting-edge synchrotron X-CT system.35 Normalized to a same ROI dimension, with the current 

scanning speed, our SAM imaging system is able to realize a comparable speed of 3 s per volumetric 

frame. Moreover, thanks to the pointwise scanning nature of SAM, we are able to realize higher temporal 

resolution beyond sub-second by e.g., simultaneous scanning of multiple ultrasonic transducers or using 

customized transducer arrays.49 Given the relatively slow image acquisition speed, limited by the huge 

ROI dimension of our test AWE, we introduced a pulse electrolysis scheme for mimicking the 

visualizations of time resolved two-phase transport in the electrodes, as shown in Figure 3C. Briefly, 

in each on-period of 0.5 s, a constant electrical current and the electrolyte flow with a flow rate of 500 

mL/min were simultaneously applied (if the flow-by condition was applicable). Such a flow rate was 

sufficient for displacing the electrolyte in the entire cathode flow field with a volume of approx. 1 mL 

in 0.5 s. Therefore, in terms of bubble removal, the duration of the on-period was eligible to mimic the 

electrolysis under continuous flow-by. Each on-period was followed by a zero-current (and zero flow 

rate) off-period of 300 s, which allows for recording and storing the volumetric images of the two-phase 

transport in the previous on-period (see the experimental section for more details). Moreover, the 

bubbles produced in a previous on-period remained static during the following off-period for image 

acquisition, i.e., they neither move or dissolve (refer to Figure S3 & S4 for the stability of the produced 

bubbles). The pulse electrolysis scheme addressed six electrolysis steps corresponding to a total 

electrolysis time of 3 s. Furthermore, in total seven volumetric frames were acquired for each electrode 

investigated at a specific operating condition, including the initial state after cell conditioning before 

electrolysis and the state after each 0.5 s electrolysis step.  

2.3 Performance evaluations of SAM imaging and quantification of gas contents  

To demonstrate the SAM imaging capability, Figure 4A shows an overview image of the LNM in the 

AWE before electrolysis rendered in greyscale, where the 3D printed flow field, the Pt wire RE, the 

periodical mesh grids, the separator beneath, and the gas bubbles are clearly visible. Moreover, 

Figure 4A depicts that the gas bubbles on the surfaces of the mesh electrodes were featured by their 

higher echo intensities represented by the darker greyscale colours, due to total acoustic reflections at 

the electrolyte-gas interfaces (see Table S1). Thus, for quantifying the gas contents of the two mesh 

electrodes, a greyscale thresholding was introduced for isolating the resolved bubbles (see experimental 

section for details). For example, the gas bubbles attached to the LNM in Figure 4A is segmented and 

the XY projection is shown as a binary image in the blue box, in which the clusters of tiny bubble (black 

circles) on the mesh wire, the smaller bubbles at the kink point of two wires (red circles) and larger 

bubbles confined in the pore (green circles) are clearly observed.   
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Figure 4. Performance evaluations of SAM imaging and quantification of gas contents. 

(A) 3D volume rending of the LNM in the AWE before electrolysis, in which the greyscale colormap indicates the 

echo intensity. The threshold value for isolating the bubbles is depicted. The binary image of bubbles attached to 

the LNM after segmentation is displayed in the blue box.  

(B) The wire profiles at the five positions marked by the short dash lines in Figure 4A for evaluating the actual 

resolution and detectability, in which the mean value and standard deviation of the five profiles is given. 

(C) A graphical visualization of isolating the produced bubbles from the open cell foam electrodes: the NF in the 

AWE before electrolysis is firstly resolved as a reference (left); the spatial distribution of H2 bubbles produced in 

the following electrolysis step i.e., the blue star in Figure 3C is determined from the difference image of the two 

volumetric frames; the right image thus renders the H2 bubbles in the pore networks of the NF.  

It is also important to evaluate the actual spatial resolution and detectability, where the well-defined 

dimensions of the mesh grid provided a great opportunity. Figure 4B plots the wire profiles at multiple 

different positions on the grid marked by the short dash lines in Figure 4A, in which the mean value 

and the standard deviation of these profiles in the SAM images i.e., the full width half maximum 

(FWHM) of these profiles was determined as 208 ± 17.78 µm. This is in average approx. 68 µm thicker 

than the actual wire diameter of 140 µm, which implies that the realized lateral resolution was in a good 

agreement with the theoretical value of 70 µm. This allowed us to resolve two bubbles with a distance 

farther than 70 µm and single bubbles with a diameter bigger than this value from the SAM images. 

Thanks to high resolution imaging, the total volume of gas bubbles attached to the mesh electrodes and 

their coverages were able to be quantified. Specifically, the gas volume was obtained by counting the 

total number of voxels designated as gas in the binary volumetric images after segmentation, as given 

in Equation 1, in which 𝑣𝑜𝑙𝑣𝑜𝑥 = 20 × 20 × 4.3 μm3 stand for the volume of a voxel.  

𝑉𝑔𝑎𝑠 = 𝑣𝑜𝑙𝑣𝑜𝑥 ∙ ∑ 𝑛| 𝑣𝑜𝑥=𝐺𝑎𝑠 (Equation 1) 

While, given the 2D nature of the woven mesh electrodes, their coverages were evaluated only on the 

XY projection, as given in Equation 2, in which 𝐴𝑃𝑥 = 20 × 20 μm2 and S stand for the pixel size and 

the total projection area under evaluation, respectively. These two quantities directly lead to the ohmic 

loss (𝜂𝑏𝑢𝑏_𝑜ℎ𝑚 ∝  |𝑗| ∙ 𝑉𝑔𝑎𝑠) due to the electrical resistances of gas bubbles, and the bubble coverage 
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overpotential (𝜂𝑏𝑢𝑏 ∝  𝛩) that is resulted from the elevated local current densities at the rest of the 

uncovered reaction sites, respectively.47 

𝛩 = 𝐴𝑝𝑥 ∙ ∑ 𝑛| 𝑝𝑥=𝐺𝑎𝑠 𝑆⁄  (Equation 2) 

Unlike the distinct echo intensities of gas bubbles and the mesh electrodes, the bubbles in the open cell 

foam did not necessarily exhibit greater echo intensities than the electrodes, especially at deeper 

positions. This is because of the complicated and unpredictable diffractive scattering of ultrasonic waves 

in such irregular porous medium (see Figure S2 for more detailed illustrations). This hindered us to 

directly segment the gas contents from the NF and LNF using the aforementioned greyscale thresholding 

method. Instead, considering an open cell foam electrode as a static and time-invariant background, it is 

more accurate to determine the variation of gas contents after each pulse electrolysis step against the 

initial value before electrolysis. In this work, this was done by subtracting the volumetric frame acquired 

at the initial state as reference and the other one acquired after an on-period (see the experimental section 

for more detailed digital image processing). For instance, Figure 4C displays the volumetric images of 

the NF before and after the first electrolysis step (indicated by the red and blue stars in Figure 3C) 

without the flow-by condition, in which the initial state of NF and the generated bubbles are shown as 

grey and blue, respectively. The electrode coverage and gas volume in such complex 3D structures can 

both be well represented by the volume fraction of pores occupied by the bubbles, as given in 

Equation 3, in which volumes of pores and produced bubbles were determined from the initial image 

and difference images, respectively.  

𝑉𝐹 = 𝑉𝑔𝑎𝑠 𝑉𝑝𝑜𝑟𝑒⁄ = ∑ 𝑛| 𝑣𝑜𝑥=𝐺𝑎𝑠
𝑑𝑖𝑓𝑓𝑒𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑐𝑒 ∑ 𝑛| 𝑣𝑜𝑥=𝑃𝑜𝑟𝑒

𝑖𝑛𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑎𝑙⁄ (Equation 3) 

Although SAM was not able to directly visualize the electrolyte that served as homogeneous medium 

for ultrasound propagation i.e., no reflection, we show later that the electrolyte transport can be deduced 

from the resolved bubble behaviours. 

2.4 Impacts of surface wettability on the HER performance of woven mesh electrodes 

We now discuss the surface wettability modulated two-phase transport and the resulted HER 

performance of the NM and LNM based on the quantitative SAM visualizations. Figure 5A & B plot 

the total volumes of gas bubbles attached to the NM and LNM and their coverages over time at the 

different operation conditions, respectively. The quantified gas contents of the two mesh electrodes were 

in similar trends with the above discussed their voltages during galvanostatic electrolysis. We started 

from a geometrical current density of 40 mA/cm2 and without the flow-by condition, in which the 

coverages of the two electrodes both increased 14 %, throughout the electrolysis process of in total 3 s. 

The total volumes of gas bubbles attached to the two electrodes also increased a comparable amount i.e., 

0.626 µL for LNM and 0.702 µL for NM (see Figure S3 & S4 for the time lapse images of bubble 

accumulations on the two electrodes’ surfaces). However, the residual air content of NM after cell 

conditioning and before electrolysis was almost twice of that of LNM. Figure 5C displays these residual 

air bubbles attached to the NM, which masked a certain fraction of the reaction sites and therefore well 

explains the lower ECSA of NM. Moreover, after the electrolysis of 3 s, the total gas content on NM 

was nearly same as that of the LNM operated at a higher current density of 80 mA/cm2 without flow-by 

condition where bubbles evolved more rapidly (compare Figure 5D & F). The quantitative SAM 

visualizations thus provide us important insights to better interpret the higher voltage of NM operated 

at larger current densities. The high coverage of NM due to residual air trapping, on one hand, effectively 

increased the local current densities on the remaining active electrode surface i.e., the current density 

normalized to the ECSA (𝑗𝐸𝐶𝑆𝐴), which resulted to higher activation overpotentials (𝜂𝑎𝑐𝑡 ∝ 𝑗𝐸𝐶𝑆𝐴 ) to 
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trigger the HER.50 Moreover, at higher current densities, the ohmic losses due to electrical resistance of 

these bubbles with large volume were also amplified.  

 

Figure 5. Quantitate SAM visualizations of the gas bubbles on the NM and LNM.  

(A) The total volumes of gas bubbles attached to the NM and LNM over time at the different AWE operating 

conditions. 

(B) The coverages of NM and LNM over time at different AWE operating conditions. 

(C) – (G) The XY projections indicating the spatial distributions of gas bubbles attached to the woven mesh 

electrodes at the different operating conditions and electrolysis time. The positions of the straight flow channel 

and the rib are marked by different colours, respectively. The arrows indicate the direction of the applied flow-by 

condition. Scale bar is 1 mm. 

(C) The residual bubbles attached to the NM at the initial state i.e., after cell conditioning and before electrolysis. 

The red circle indicates the big bubble under rib that was not able to be removed during the continuous electrolyte 

purging. 

(D) The gas bubbles attached to the NM after a total electrolysis time of 3 s, at a geometrical current density of 

40 mA/cm2 without the flow-by condition. 

(E) The gas bubbles attached to the LNM after a total electrolysis time of 3 s, at a geometrical current density of 

40 mA/cm2 without flow-by condition.  

(F) The gas bubbles attached to the LNM after a total electrolysis time of 3 s, at a geometrical current density of 

80 mA/cm2 without the flow-by condition.  

(G) The gas bubbles attached to the LNM after a total electrolysis time of 3 s, at a geometrical current density of 

80 mA/cm2 with the flow-by condition. The red rectangles indicate the slight bubble retentions that was not 

removed by the flow-by. 

Furthermore, we elucidate the mechanism of gas entrapments of the NM. Figure 5C shows that, after 

cell assembling and continuous electrolyte purging, all the pores of the NM trapped air bubbles, and 
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they were formed by the so-called bypass trapping mechanism.51 More precisely, the electrolyte, being 

the non-wetting phase for the hydrophobic NM, preferred to flow on the surfaces of the NM as low 

resistance pathways, rather than invading the pores and displacing the gas phase inside. This is because 

the latter requires an additional force to be applied vertically to the electrolyte-gas interface i.e., 

perpendicular to the electrode surface for overcoming the capillary pressure. However, the flow-by 

condition in our experiments provided mostly horizontal force to the electrolyte in parallel to the surface 

of NM. In contrast, the wicking state of the LNM reduced the resistance of electrolyte flowing into its 

pores i.e., lowered the capillary pressure. As a result, only a few residual air bubbles were found on the 

LNM before electrolysis, as already being shown in Figure 4A.  

Nevertheless, bubbles on the hydrophobic NM were subjected to higher surface tension forces against 

the shear forces provided by the flow-by condition. In other words, their removal required higher flow 

rates, comparing with the bubbles on the wicking LNM. The inferior bubble removal performance of 

NM is directly represented by the bigger millimeter-sized bubble that initially adhered to the NM (red 

circle in Figure 5C). We were not able to remove it by the continuous electrolyte purging at a flow rate 

of 500 mL/min, which however did not take place on the LNM (Figure 4A). In contrast, the resolved 

gas contents on the LNM, at the current density of 80 mA/cm2 and different flow conditions, more 

clearly revealed its superior bubble removal performance. Figure 5A & B show that, without applying 

the flow-by condition, the bubbles rapidly accumulated on the surface of LNM within a total electrolysis 

time of 3 s. Figure 5F displays these produced bubbles that occupied most of the LNM surface except 

the middle part, likely due to the lower local current density distributions (see also Figure S5 for the 

time lapse), given the ring shape of the CE (see Figure S1). With the flow-by condition, the gas contents 

on the LNM showed a slight overshoot before 1.5 s and then stabilized at a low level that was almost 

half of the situation without flow-by applied. Figure 5G indicates that, in the flow channel, most of the 

produced bubbles on the LNM were removed by the flow, and only slight bubble retentions on the edge 

of LNM under the rib were observed (red dash rectangular), probably because of the internal convections 

in that area. All the images of bubbles on the NM and LNM at these operating conditions during the 

pulse electrolysis process are given in Figure S3 – Figure S6. 

2.5 Impacts of surface wettability on the HER performance of open cell foam electrodes 

As a next step, we discuss the quantitative SAM imaging revealed influences of the surface wettability 

of the open cell foam electrodes to their transport properties and therefore HER performance. Likewise, 

Figure 6A plots the volume fractions of gas in NF and LNF at the different flow conditions at the current 

density of 80 mA/cm2. Without flow-by, the bubbles accumulated both in NF and LNF with an overall 

similar trend, which is in good agreement with the variations of their voltages. Given the fact that the 

ECSA of NF was only 1/4 of that of the LNF, and considering its macroscopic hydrophilicity, the NF 

might trap a greater amount of air during the initial electrolyte purging for cell conditioning (similar as 

the NM did). However, limited by our current subtraction-based bubble segmentation scheme, we were 

not able to directly resolve the initial gas entrapments in NF and LNF. Instead, we derived their internal 

wetting states from the nucleation sites of H2 bubbles and their evolution pathways of in the two 

electrodes. More precisely, Figure 6B & C show the spatial distributions of H2 bubbles generated in 

LNF and NF after electrolysis and without applying the flow-by condition. We clearly observed large 

and continuous H2 clusters accumulating on the edge of LNF. On the contrary, the H2 bubbles in the NF 

was more distributed and in form of small clusters (see also Figure S7 & S9 for time lapse images). It 

is hypothesized that the initial air trapping in some pores of NF deactivated part of the reaction sites, 

and therefore separated the nucleation spots and evolution pathways of the H2 bubbles.  
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Figure 6. Quantitate SAM visualizations of the gas bubbles in the NF and LNF.  

(A) The volume fractions of produced bubbles in NF and LNF at the current density of 80 mA/cm2 and different 

flow conditions.  

(B) – (C) The spatial distributions of produced H2 bubbles in the LNF (B) and NF (C) after a total electrolysis time 

of 3 s at a current density of 80 mA/cm2 and without the flow-by condition. The grey and blue stand for the 

electrode and H2 bubbles, respectively. The 2D images show the cumulative volume fractions of H2 in the porous 

electrodes along the XY and XZ projections, in which the positions of the flow channel and rib are indicated as 

well. The red arrows show the flow-by direction. Scale bar is 1 mm. 

(D) The general phase diagram of the different flow regimes for the drainage process adapted from,52 in which the 

red star corresponds to the condition of displacing air in the NF in our experiments.  

(E) – (F) The spatial distribution of produced H2 bubbles in the LNF (E) and NF (F) after a total electrolysis time 

of 3 s at a current density of 80 mA/cm2 and with the flow-by condition. Scale bar is 1 mm. The red arrows in (E) 

and (F) show the flow-by direction and the low-resistance electrolyte pathway in NF, respectively. 
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We further validated our observations and analysis by the theory of immiscible two-phase flows in 

porous media. We considered the logarithm viscosity ratio (logM) of the electrolyte as the invading 

phase and air as the defending phase in NF, as well as the logarithm capillary number (logCa) of 

supplying electrolyte to AWE flow field with a flow rate of 500 mL/min. Taking the material properties 

at the room temperature (25 °C) from,53–55 the value of logM was as 1.68, as calculated in Equation 4 

where µ stands for the dynamic viscosity of fluid.  

𝑙𝑜𝑔𝑀 =  𝑙𝑜𝑔 (
µ𝐾𝑂𝐻8𝑤𝑡%

µ𝐻2
) =  𝑙𝑜𝑔 (

0.89 × 10−3

1.85 × 10−5) ≈  1.68 (Equation 4) 

The logCa was estimated to be -1.29, as given in Equation 5, in which v stands for the flow velocity 

that was approx. 4 m/s corresponding to the flow rate and the geometry of the flow channel, and 𝜎 is the 

surface tension of the electrolyte.  

𝑙𝑜𝑔𝐶𝑎 =  𝑙𝑜𝑔 (𝑣 ·  
µ𝐾𝑂𝐻8𝑤𝑡%

𝜎
) =  (4 ·  

0.89 ×  10−3

70 × 10−3 ) ≈  −1.29 (Equation 5) 

Given the fact that the electrolyte was the non-wetting phase of NF, the values of logM and logCa 

suggest that the flow regime of replacing air with the electrolyte in NF was at the transition region 

between the capillary fingering and stable displacement.52 Figure 6D shows the general phase diagram 

of the different flow regimes for the non-wetting phase displacing the wetting phase in porous medium 

that is termed as “drainage”.52 The red star in Figure 6D indicates the flow regime of the supplying 

electrolyte to NF in our experiments, which was located in the transition region between the capillary 

fingering and the stable displacement. Following the schematic diagrams of the two-phase flow patterns 

in the pore network, in such a transition region, the electrolyte might unable to completely replace all 

the air in the NF pore network, especially smaller ones due to higher capillary pressure required, which 

caused gas trapping to a certain extent. This unavoidably led to higher overpotentials of the NF. On the 

contrary, the electrolyte served as the wetting phase for the wicking LNF, and the process of displacing 

air (as non-wetting phase) with electrolyte in the LNF is referred as “imbibition” among literatures.56,57 

Based on the phase diagrams of flow regimes of imbibition process in,56 with the same capillary number 

of logCa ≈ -1.29, the electrolyte was able to realize piston-like frontal advances in the wicking LNF, 

resulting to a negligible gas entrapment (the flow pattern of the piston-like frontal advance is visually 

the same as stable displacement in Figure 6D but follows a different mechanism).  

The different flow patterns of the electrolyte in the NF and LNF, influenced by their surface wettability, 

also affected their bubble removal performance under the flow-by condition. Figure 6A shows that, 

with applying the flow-by, the volume fraction of H2 bubbles in LNF was stabilized at around 4%, while 

the value of NF gradually increased from 5% to 6% throughout the in total 3 s electrolysis process. 

These values were in line with the aforementioned lower overpotential on the LNF. The spatial 

distributions of H2 bubbles in LNF and NF after electrolysis under the flow-by condition are shown in 

Figure 6E & F, respectively. Apparently, the piston-like frontal advances of electrolyte in the LNF 

resulted to its superior bubble removal performance. We clearly see that the continuous bubble clusters 

accumulated on the edge and smaller bubbles in the middle part of LNF were removed by the flow. 

While, a few separated residual bubbles were found mainly on the edge of LNF, considering the higher 

local pressure due to rapid evolution of H2 bubbles as a counter force against the electrolyte flow for 

removing them. In contrast, the non-perfect stable displacement of electrolyte in NF made the produced 

bubbles more difficult to be completely removed under the flow-by condition. This resulted to a high 

residual H2 volume fraction in the NF and therefore its higher overpotentials, as shown in Figure 6F. 

Nevertheless, the spatial distributions of the residual H2 bubbles rendered a low resistance pathway of 
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the electrolyte flow (see the red arrow), mainly through the middle of the NF, where the bubble evolution 

rate was slower (also see Figure S8 for time lapse images). The images of bubbles in the NF and LNF 

at all the operating conditions during the pulse electrolysis process are given in Figure S7 – Figure S10. 

2.6 Summary  

In summary, the quantitative SAM visualizations revealed the underlying mechanisms of the decreased 

overpotentials of wicking electrodes, namely less trapping of residual air contents that reduces their 

activation overpotentials, and better bubble removal performance for decreasing their transport 

overpotentials i.e., 𝜂𝑏𝑢𝑏  and 𝜂𝑏𝑢𝑏_𝑜ℎ𝑚. The wicking LNM and LNF investigated in our experiments are 

therefore promising for the purpose of AWEs with improved performance. Moreover, in comparison 

with the LNF, the LNM present superior bubble removal performance, and therefore a lower voltage 

required for HER in our experimental environment and conditions. This was because the electrolyte 

flowing on the surface of LNM was subjected to lower resistance than in the complicated and tortuous 

pore networks of the LNF. Thus, our SAM visualization results provided constructive insights towards 

future optimizations. Firstly, aiming for a minimized transport overpotential, the hydrophilicity of the 

current LNM and LNF should still be enhanced i.e., to lower their contact angles for reducing the surface 

tension force of bubbles and facilitating their removal. Taking the advantage of our laser texturing 

technique, this can be realized by adjusting the depth and distance of the groove structures. Alternatively, 

for the given wettability of the current LNM and LNF, more efficient water splitting could be achieved 

by electrodes with optimal pore size and pore network structure that can simultaneously enable large 

ECSA and superior bubble removal. Nevertheless, appropriate flow field designs based on the resolved 

two-phase transport behaviours in a specific electrode are in general beneficial for reducing the cell 

voltage required in practical applications. Following these guidelines, in further researches, we will 

iteratively optimize these AWE related designs and thoroughly investigate their performance in industry 

or technical relevant environments and conditions. 

3. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOKS 

In this work, we experimentally demonstrated the use of high-resolution volumetric SAM imaging 

technique for quantifying two-phase transport behaviours in porous Ni electrodes of operando AWEs. 

Such an affordable, accessible and high-performance ultrasonic imaging technique allowed us to study 

the underlying mechanisms of overpotentials modulated by the structures and wettability of electrodes, 

close to their practical operating environment and conditions. Taking the advantages of SAM 

instrumentation, we obtained these important design guidelines towards high efficiency AWEs on a 

regular laboratory base, which would otherwise require expensive and complicated X-ray and neutron 

CT systems. Given the fact that electrochemically gas-evolving systems present in a wide range of 

industrial energy conversion and storage applications, this work not only contribute to AWE related 

developments but also pioneers the use of SAM instrumentations for expanding our understandings on 

general two-phase transport related limitations for such electrochemical systems. Encouraged by such 

an ambitious purpose, in future works, we dedicate to refine the current SAM instrumentation and image 

processing approaches in order to develop a fully automated working pipeline for long-term and real-

time imaging of dynamic two-phase transport in such gas-evolving electrochemical systems.  
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EXPERIMENTAL PROCEDURES 

Electrodes preparations 

The Ni woven mesh sheets and open cell foam used in this work were obtained from HAVER 

& BOECKER and Fraunhofer IFAM Dresden, respectively.  

The laser texturing process was carried out using a picosecond slab-shaped solid-state laser (Edgewave 

InnoSlab, Würselen, Germany) emitting at a wavelength 𝜆 of 532 nm and with a pulse width of 12 ps. 

The laser beam is guided by high reflective mirrors towards a beam expander and further to a 2D-galvo 

scanner (Raylase Super Scan III, Weßling, Germany). Furthermore, a f-theta lens is applied with a focal 

length of 100 mm, leading to a beam diameter in the focal plane of 18 µm. The scanning velocity was 

set to 6.25 mm/s with a pulse repetition of 10 kHz and a pulse energy of 100µJ. The texturing process 

was performed using a unidirectional scan strategy. Cross-like and line-like patterns were generated on 

the LNM and LNF, respectively. The spacing between of each generated structure was set to 40 µm for 

all investigated specimen.  

Electrode contact angle characterization 

The apparent contact angles of the two hydrophobic i.e. unstructured electrodes were measured by the 

sessile droplet method by applying droplets of 8 wt% KOH solution on the surfaces of the electrodes. 

While the Wilhelmy plate method was applied to measure the other two hydrophilic i.e. laser structured 

electrodes,58 in which the electrodes were immersed into the KOH solution. Multiple images of each 

electrode were captured by a digital camera (Pentax K1) equipped with a macro lens. The contact angles 

were then obtained in ImageJ.59 

Surface morphology characterization of open cell foam electrodes  

The surface morphologies of the four electrodes were acquired using a scanning electron microscopy 

(Zeiss 1540 XB) with a 20 kV accelerating voltage. 

Electrochemical characterizations of the electrodes  

The electrochemical characterizations and galvanostatic electrolysis were performed with an 

electrochemical workstation (CHI660I, Corrtest Instruments, USA). The ECSAs of the four electrodes 

were determined by comparing their double layer capacitances (𝐶𝑑𝑙
𝑊𝐸) with a unit value of 35 µF/cm2 

obtained from a flat Ni foil (𝐶𝑑𝑙
𝑓𝑙𝑎𝑡𝑁𝑖 ) with well-defined surface area, as given in Equation 6.19,20 

Moreover, the double layer capacitance values of the electrodes (𝐶𝑑𝑙
𝑊𝐸 ) were obtained by cyclic 

voltammetry performed at different voltage scan rates (v) around their open circuit potentials, and ic in 

Equation 6 is the measured capacitive current. 

𝐸𝐶𝑆𝐴 =
𝐶𝑑𝑙

𝑊𝐸

𝐶𝑑𝑙
𝑓𝑙𝑎𝑡𝑁𝑖

=
𝑣 ∙ 𝑖𝑐

35𝜇𝐹 𝑐𝑚2⁄
 (Equation 6) 

AWE operations 

The home-made AWE was operated at room temperature, under atmospheric pressure, and supplied 

with 8 wt% KOH solution as electrolyte to ensure the chemical integrity of the 3D printed parts during 

experiments. A hose pump (MASTERFLEX L/S, Cole-Parmer, Germany) was connected to the AWE 

to supply electrolyte and adjust the flow rate. To avoid electrolyte leakage, the whole setup was firstly 

tested for tightness. Before experiments, electrolyte was sufficiently purged into the AWE to remove 

the gas trapped in the porous electrodes and adhered to their surfaces to the maximum extent.  

It is noted that, given the low concentration of the KOH solution, we used the dynamic viscosity and 

surface tension values of water in Equation 4 & 5.  
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Volumetric SAM imaging process 

To ensure a good acoustic coupling, the AWE was immersed in an aquarium filled with Milli-Q water 

for SAM imaging. Given the huge electrical resistivity of Milli-Q water, the electrolysis was not affected 

by the water immersion. Volumetric SAM images were acquired using a commercial SAM system, 

capable of providing a scanning precision of 100 nm (SAM 501 HD2, PVA TePla AG, Westhausen, 

Germany). A more detailed overview of the system can be found elsewhere.60  

Since the SAM control interface was not synchronized with the electrochemical workstation for the 

pulse electrolysis, each volumetric image was manually acquired and stored after each electrolysis step. 

This led to a longer off-period of 300 s for manual operations, although the scanning time for each 

volumetric frame took only 180 s. 

The part of A-scan signal in between 18.20 µs and 21.16 µs plotted in the black box of Figure 2A 

corresponds to the round-trip ultrasound propagation time in the 4 mm PMMA plate (2700 m/s × 

2.96 µs / 2 = 4 mm). Thus, the waveform after 21.16 µs i.e., the rare surface of PMMA thus corresponds 

to the depths of the electrodes.  

Post processing of volumetric SAM images  

The acquired volumetric SAM images were stored in format of multipage TIFF, and each page 

corresponds to an XY plane at a certain depth. These images were processed in MATLAB R2023a for 

localizing and quantifying the H2 saturation in the electrodes. Specifically, each acquired volumetric 

image was firstly median filtered to remove any salt and pepper noise. For isolating gas contents from 

the woven mesh electrodes, the Otsu’s method was used to determine overall threshold values for 

binarizing all the volumetric SAM images acquired from the NM and LNM, respectively. While the 

acoustic attenuation in the open cell foam did not allow us to determine overall threshold values for 

isolating bubbles from the NF and LNF. Thus, each slice representing a 2D image of the XY plane at 

specific depth was binarized individually i.e., different threshold values were used for images at different 

depths. The resulted binary volumetric images were median filtered for smoothing. This processing 

scheme was performed for the volumetric images acquire of the NF and LNF at the initial states and the 

difference images presenting the H2 saturation after each electrolysis step. However, with the subtraction 

scheme, it is not possible yet to differentiate the initial gas contents from the foam electrodes. Future 

works will implement advanced image background removal approaches to solve this issue e.g., singular 

value decomposition (SVD) that requires more volumetric frames to accurately compute each singular 

vector.61 

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION 

Document S1. Supplemental Experimental Procedures, Figures S1–S10, Notes S1, and Table S1. 
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Supplemental information 

 

Figure S1. Images of the parts of the bespoke AWE, the ring shape counter electrode (anode) and the 

four investigated cathodic electrodes. 

 

 

Figure S2. The complicated diffractive scattering of ultrasonic waves in the open cell foam structures 

resulted to unpredictable relations of echo intensities from electrode and bubbles. For instance, at 

shallower positions, we may have A1e ≈ A1b and A2e < A2b. However, due to the irregular geometry 

of the foam skeleton, we are not able to determine the relations of A3e and A3b, as well as A4e and 

A4b. This led us to use a subtraction-based image processing scheme for isolating the produced bubbles 

from the NF and LNF. 
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Figure S3. Time lapse images of the bubbles attached to the NM at the current density of 40 mA/cm2 

and without the flow-by condition.  
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Figure S4. Time lapse images of the bubbles attached to the LNM at the current density of 40 mA/cm2 

and without the flow-by condition.  
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Figure S5. Time lapse images of the bubbles attached to the LNM at the current density of 80 mA/cm2 

and without the flow-by condition.  
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Figure S6. Time lapse images of the bubbles attached to the LNM at the current density of 80 mA/cm2 

and with the flow-by condition. The positions of the channel and the rib are given as well. The red 

arrows show the flow-by direction.  
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Figure S7. Time lapse images of the volume fraction of produced bubbles in the NF at the current 

density of 80 mA/cm2 and without the flow-by condition. Scale bar is 1 mm. 
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Figure S8. Time lapse images of the volume fraction of produced bubbles in the NF at the current 

density of 80 mA/cm2 and with the flow-by condition. Scale bar is 1 mm. The positions of the channel 

and the rib are given as well. The red arrows show the flow-by direction. The low-resistance electrolyte 

pathway is more clearly observed as in the middle of the NF marked by the red arrow. 
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Figure S9. Time lapse images of the volume fraction of produced bubbles in the LNF at the current 

density of 80 mA/cm2 and without the flow-by condition. Scale bar is 1 mm. 
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Figure S10. Time lapse images of the volume fraction of produced bubbles in the LNF at the current 

density of 80 mA/cm2 and with the flow-by condition. Scale bar is 1 mm. The positions of the channel 

and the rib are given as well. 
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Note S1. Modelling of ultrasound beam profile in the AWE environment 

We model the beam profile of the ultrasonic transducer used in our experiments. 

The depth of focus (DoF) of the transducer is calculated as (1),1 in which λ is the spatial pulse length in 

the electrolyte (see Table S1 for the speed of sound), corresponding to a mid-frequency of 75 MHz. D 

and F are the diameter and focal length of the acoustic lens (see Figure 2B in the main text), which are 

6 mm and 20 mm, respectively. The slight deflection due to ultrasound transmitting through PMMA is 

neglected.  

 

DoF = 7λ (
𝐹

𝐷
)

2

= 7 ∙
1580

𝑚
𝑠

75 ∙ 106 𝐻𝑧
∙ (

20 𝑚𝑚

6 𝑚𝑚
)

2

= 1.64 𝑚𝑚 (1) 

 

The beam diameter of the transducer is given in (2), which is equivalent to the lateral resolution. The 

theoretical value is in good agreement with the actual measured result of approx. 68 µm. 

 

𝑟𝑙 ≈
λ

2 ∙ 𝑁𝐴
=

λ

2 ∙ (
𝐷

2𝐹)
=

λ ∙ 𝐹

𝐷
= 70.2 𝜇𝑚 (2) 

 

The axial resolution is known as half of the spatial length of the excited ultrasound pulse, as given in 

(3). 

𝑟𝑎 ≈
λ

2
= 10.5 𝜇𝑚 (3) 
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Table S1. Acoustic properties of different materials of the AWE 

Materials In AWE Density (Kg/m3) Speed of sound 

(m/s) 

Acoustic 

impedance 

(Mrayl/m2) b 

Pure water Coupling agent 1000 1450 1.45 

PMMA 2 Flow filed plate 

(electrode region) 

1180 2730 3.19 

SLA resin a Flow filed plate 1100 - 1300 2350 2.59 – 3.06 

Epoxy 3 Jointing PMMA 

and SLA resin 

1070 ~ 2000 2.14 

8 wt% KOH 

solution a 

Electrolyte 1069 1580 1.69 

Ni c, 4 Electrode 8900 6040 53.76 

Air Bubbles 1.293 340 0.44 

a Experimental determined in this work. 
b The reflection coefficients at different phase interfaces can be estimated from the acoustic impedance 

mismatch.  
c Note that these listed values are for pure Ni but not the porous Ni electrodes. 
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