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Abstract—Battery recycling is a critical process for minimizing
environmental harm and resource waste for used batteries.
However, it is challenging, largely because sorting batteries is
costly and hardly automated to group batteries based on battery
types. In this paper, we introduce a machine learning-based
approach for battery-type classification and address the daunting
problem of data scarcity for the application. We propose BatSort
which applies transfer learning to utilize the existing knowledge
optimized with large-scale datasets and customizes ResNet to
be specialized for classifying battery types. We collected our in-
house battery-type dataset of small-scale to guide the knowledge
transfer as a case study and evaluate the system performance.
We conducted an experimental study and the results show that
BatSort can achieve outstanding accuracy of 92.1% on average
and up to 96.2% and the performance is stable for battery-
type classification. Our solution helps realize fast and automated
battery sorting with minimized cost and can be transferred to
related industry applications with insufficient data.

Index Terms—battery sorting, battery recycling, transfer learn-
ing, industrial artificial intelligence, automatic systems

I. INTRODUCTION

Batteries are portable carriers of electricity and play a
crucial role in a wide spectrum of applications, encompassing
domains from entertainment to transport and healthcare. How-
ever, their end-of-life management poses challenges. Many
batteries contain environmentally harmful chemicals (e.g.,
mercury), which can potentially cause water and soil contami-
nation [1]. Additionally, batteries consist of valuable chemical
components (e.g., zinc, copper, and lithium) that are worth
to be recycled [2]. Batteries therefore shall not be disposed
of indiscriminately, emphasizing the significance of battery
recycling for both sustainability and economic considerations
[3]. Unfortunately, battery recycling is not straightforward,
with only a small percentage of batteries being recycled
globally. North America, for instance, disposes of 3.3 billion
batteries annually without proper recycling [4].
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Battery sorting is a pivotal component of the recycling
process. In this stage, batteries are collected and transported
to a centralized facility where they are classified into different
groups based on type. These sorted groups are then assigned
to specific recycle bins, ensuring no mixing of batteries types.
Such sorting process greatly promotes the efficiency of battery
recycling, enabling a specialized and optimized recycling
process for each battery type with batch processing. However,
the common practice of such a sorting process predominantly
relies on human-based rather than automated classification.

While there are existing studies on sorting, they are inap-
plicable to batteries. For instance, several machine learning
(ML) algorithms have been evaluated for garbage sorting, e.g.,
convolutional neural network and region proposal networks
[5]. However, the datasets for garbage are relatively large with
thousands of images or more, and the classification problem is
often simplified to consider main types like plastic and solid
wastes with obvious shape differences. Conversely, battery
sorting presents unique challenges. Take in-house batteries in
our case study as an example: even for different brands of
batteries, varying battery types can exhibit similar shapes, lo-
gos, and designs. Indeed, accurate battery sorting is not trivial.
Several recent works have discussed battery recycling but from
different perspectives, e.g., chemical process [6] [7]. Battery
sorting, especially automatic battery-type classification, has
not been well studied. A high level of human intervention
is still common and accurate ML models are still missing for
battery-type classification, often attributed to the data scarcity.

In this paper, we propose a transfer learning-based so-
lution for image-based battery-type classification for battery
sorting, named BatSort. To address the data scarcity issue, we
leverage existing classification models from diverse applica-
tions, assuming that these models possess pertinent knowledge
transferable to battery classification. By effectively employing
this transferred knowledge, the reliance on data for achieving
good classification performance shall be lower than solutions
purely driven by battery data. Specifically, we choose a popular
existing classification model as the backbone, which inherits
the optimal parameters trained from large-scale datasets with
millions of images. We re-configure the backbone by removing
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several old layers used for other applications and adding
new layers to align with the configuration of our battery-
type classification using our in-house battery type dataset. In
summary, we make the following contributions in this paper:

• Introduction of a system architecture for automatic bat-
tery sorting and the development of BatSort, which
employs transfer learning for accurate battery-type clas-
sification with limited data;

• Compilation of an in-house dataset with over 500 images
for 9 home batteries types, which is available to the
research community [8];

• Conducting an experimental study, which demonstrated
that BatSort can achieve competitive battery-type classi-
fication performance with an average accuracy of 92.1%
and 2.03x improvement from a non-knowledge solution.

The benefits of the proposed BatSort is multi-sided. The
direct benefit is the automation of battery-type classification
which contributes to improving the system efficiency and
reducing cost. Furthermore, BatSort serves as a beacon for
other sectors, such as consumer electronics, that stand to gain
from ML but are hamstrung by data limitations.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We present
our system architecture of automated battery sorting in Section
II. We describe our methodology of BatSort for battery-type
classification in Section III. In Section IV, we present the
experimental study and results for a case study of home
batteries. Finally, we conclude this paper in Section V.

II. SYSTEM ARCHITECTURE AND DESCRIPTION

We present the system architecture of automated battery
sorting in this section, and its illustration is shown in Fig.
1. In a typical scenario, the system starts from a stream of
batteries to be sorted and recycled. A conveyor belt carries
those batteries and moves at a moderate speed. The goal is to
pick out batteries of the same type (e.g., brand and chemicals)
and place them into the same bins for further recycling
processes, such as shredding and chemical processing. This
goal, unfortunately, has been achieved mainly manually with
huge labor costs and the competitiveness of our solution lies
in the automatic and accurate battery-type classification and
battery grouping. More details of our system are as follows.

A. Battery Inspection and Conveyor Belt

Battery sorting in reality faces several challenges and the
whole process includes several tasks. Batteries to be recycled
are collected from different locations and stored in a central-
ized facility. Those collected batteries are often mixed with
foreign objects like packages and wires, and they undergo a
preliminary inspection to remove the foreign objects. Subse-
quently, the batteries are placed on a spacing conveyor to intro-
duce a consistent distance between the batteries to facilitate
the sorting process. Finally, the batteries are routed through
a sorting conveyor and the sorting can be either manually
or automated. In this research, we aim to expand existing
hardware capability [9] with convey belt, controllers, etc., with

Fig. 1. An illustration of the system architecture of battery sorting. Battery
type can be determined automatically with BatSort and the batteries of the
same type are grouped into the same recycling bins for further processing.

our software capability, and achieve an automated system for
battery sorting with minimized manpower overhead.

B. Image-based Battery-type Classification

The automated sorting system integrates both hardware and
software components, featuring a camera and multiple air
ejectors, each corresponding to a designated recycle bin for a
specific battery type. The camera takes a photo of each battery
on the conveyor belt and aligns its photo-taking frequency
with the belt’s moving speed. Each photo will be utilized in
our image-based solution for battery-type classification. Upon
identifying the battery type, the corresponding air ejector will
trigger an air pulse to direct the battery into the its appropriate
bin, to complete the sorting process of this specific battery. A
key challenge here is in the software layer to detect the battery
type correctly. The initial step involves image preprocessing,
transforming the raw photos from the camera into a format
suitable for classification model. The model takes in the image
and predict the battery type, represented as a discrete label.

Such an integrated solution with hardware and software
can be realized in mainstream and cost-efficient edge devices
such as Raspberry Pi. A database can be configured to store
and manage the battery images and related information for
further performance improvement, e.g., classification model
fine-tuning. Besides, our system is designed to accommodate
special circumstances. These include scenarios where a battery
type is either new to our database, infrequently encountered,
or when the model’s prediction lacks sufficient confidence. For
such instances, we propose to set up an additional recycling
bin labeled others at the end of the conveyor. Batteries that
do not trigger any ejector—owing to uncertain classification or
unrecognized types—will naturally gravitate towards this bin.
This mechanism ensures that all batteries, regardless of type
or rarity, are systematically sorted and accounted for in our
recycling process. For major changes in battery distribution
(e.g., new brand and design), the software and bin deployment
can also be updated without much additional workload.

III. METHODOLOGIES FOR BATSORT

Battery-type classification is the focus of this paper and the
key to battery sorting. In this section, we propose our method-



ology for accurate battery-type classification using transfer
learning. Same as many ML-based solutions, two building
blocks are data and model, and we present them as follows.

A. Data Collection and Pre-processing

Data is one of the prerequisites for training an ML model.
Nowadays, many image-based datasets are available online,
e.g., ImageNet [10] with 14 million images, but none of
them, to our best knowledge, is specialized for battery-type
classification. While batteries are included in some datasets,
battery type information is not included. In this study, we
conducted data collection and prepared an in-house battery-
type database [8]. We searched from various sources such
as Google Images and online shopping websites with battery
images and the image selection is based on different practical
settings. Each image is manually labelled as 9 specific battery
types and the label is verified by a different researcher before
the image is included in the dataset. It is impractical to enu-
merate all battery types due to technical and cost constraints.
In BatSort, we incorporate a comprehensive range of common
battery types. For those outside this scope, we introduce a
general category termed as others. Note that each image
to be analyzed in the model is assigned a battery type with
a quantifiable certainty, i.e., probability. Given the certainty
is below a pre-defined threshold, e.g., 80%, the input battery
image will be labelled as others.

The dataset is balanced with about 50 images for each
battery type. We consider common battery types in Singapore,
including Duracell (alkaline), IKEA (alkaline), Energizer (al-
kaline), Energizer (industrial), Energizer (lithium), Exell (Ni-
MH), Exell (Ni-CD), GP (alkaline), and Klarus. We also have a
group for miscellaneous others battery types with 50 images
and they are used in model performance evaluation. Altogether
we have ∼500 images. All images undergo data cleaning and
pre-processing. This process entailed editing out irrelevant
elements such as watermarks or source URLs that could
potentially introduce biases in the ML model. The dataset is
randomly divided into two parts for training and testing, with
80% and 20% images, respectively. In the training dataset,
we allocate 10% images for validation during training. Our
dataset [8] is available to the research community to advance
the battery sorting and recycling research. In preparation for
model training, images were uniformly resized to 244×244×3
with 244 for the image size and 3 for RGB channels. Armed
with this dataset, we proceed to train our model.

B. Transfer Learning-based Battery-Type Classification

One of the daunting problems of many ML-based industry
applications is data scarcity [11]. Compared to the mainstream
ML datasets like ImageNet with millions of images, industrial
datasets often are of much smaller scale, e.g., thousands or
even hundreds of images. The scale is not (or far from)
sufficient to train a well-performed ML model, which often
involves millions of parameters to be optimized by learning
from the data. Lightweight ML models with fewer parameters
have been studied to relieve ML’s data demand. However,

these models usually cannot match the performance of their
larger counterparts in most applications. Our battery-type
classification is one of the applications facing the challenge
of data scarcity. To mitigate this, we employ transfer learn-
ing, adapting the knowledge acquired from pre-trained, high-
performing models in other applications to our specific task.
Intuitively, such knowledge complements data and reduces a
model’s reliance on large volumes of data for effective bat-
tery classification. Indeed there exist well-performed general-
purpose classification models to be utilized for our research.
We introduce the main components below.

1) Backbone Model: The existing models to be utilized
for knowledge transfer are referred to as backbone models. A
backbone has a strong impact on the outcome of classification.
A suitable backbone shall be capable enough for classification
and meanwhile share sufficient similarity to the target appli-
cation, e.g., battery-type classification. We evaluated several
leading backbone models, ultimately selecting ResNet, trained
on the ImageNet dataset, for its precise and consistent classifi-
cation performance. ResNet typically consists of convolutional
layers, residual blocks, batch normalization, global average
pooing, and fully connected output layers. A key feature of
ResNet is to employ residual blocks with shortcut connections
to address the vanishing gradient problem. We specifically
adopted ResNet-50V2 [12] with 50 neural network layers.
This backbone has been deployed in many image classification
applications with competitive performances.

2) Transferred Knowledge: Given a trained backbone, the
knowledge resides within its parameters, which are optimized
by the training dataset. Often, the optimal parameters for
one application are sub-optimal for another application, e.g.,
ImageNet-trained backbone cannot be applied to battery-type
classification directly for achieving optimal performance. De-
spite years of effort in transfer learning, effective transfer of
knowledge from its original application to a new application
is still non-trivial and requires much customization.

a) Backbone Reconfiguration: The backbone trained
from ImageNet is not specifically designed for battery classifi-
cation. In a typical setting, the last layers of the backbone map
the processed and abstracted information of an input image
from the beginning layers to each considered class with a
probability. Then, the most likely class, or the class with the
highest probability, is directed to the output, indicating the
label of the input image. For battery-type classification, we
removed these ImageNet-specific layers and introduced new
layers that correspond to the available battery types. In short,
we preserve the backbone’s beginning, also the majority, layers
close to the input and customize the last layers close to the
output for battery types.

Specifically, let Ds = {(xs
i , y

s
i )}ni=1 be the source domain

ImageNet dataset with n images and we label target domain
dataset for battery as Dt = {(xt

i, y
t
i)}mi=1 with m images.

Naturally, the available labels in both domains do not fully
overlap. We use the existing ResNet model Ms(x

s; θ∗s) = ys

with optimal parameters θ∗s and the model has three consecu-
tive stages M f

s(·; θ∗s,f), M v
s (·; θ∗s,v), and M a

s(·; θ∗s,a). We replace



the last stage M a
s with application-specific M a

t , producing the
target model Mt(x

t; θt,f, θt,v, θt,a) = yt, initialized as,(
M f

s(·; θ∗s,f),M v
s (·; θ∗s,v),M a

t (·; θ0t,a)
)
, (1)

where the target model’s first two stages are derived from
the source model and the last stage is newly customized. The
model also inherits the the source model’s optimal parameters
θ∗s,f and θ∗s,v as θt,f and θt,v, respectively, for the first two
stages and initializes the parameters of M a

t randomly as θ0s,a.
b) Parameter Optimization: The reconfigured model for

battery-type classification contains the parameters optimized
for ImageNet in the beginning layers and new, randomized
parameters in the final layers. We can maintain or fine-tune
the beginning layers’ parameters and search for the optimal
parameters in the last layers. Commonly in transfer learning,
the beginning layers are considered to be responsible for
detecting low-level features and patterns, e.g., corners, edges,
and shapes. Intermediate layers also play an important role
in deep feature extraction and the layers that are closer to
the output increasingly become specialized and significant to
the application. For ResNet, the shortcut connections play an
essential role in preserving the low-level features and enhanc-
ing the gradient flow [12]. Those shortcut connections help
the reconfigured backbone adapt to domain shifts effectively
where the low-level features are minimally affected by domain
differences. Given the above observations and assumptions,
we fixed the beginning layers’ parameters to be non-trainable
and only train the final layers that are close to the output. We
expect BatSort’s newly configured layers to map generic image
features extracted from the beginning layers to the battery-type
classification settings, e.g., battery colors, shapes, and patterns.

Specifically for the target model Mt(·; θt,f, θt,v, θt,a), we fix
the parameters θt,f as θ∗s,f for the first stage and make the rest
two stages trainable/changeable. Essentially, we search for the
optimal θ∗t,v and θ∗t,a for the last two stages as,

(θ∗t,v, θ
∗
t,a) = arg min

θt,v,θt,a
L(Dt; θt,v, θt,a), (2)

where L(·) is the cross-entropy loss function. Finally, the
optimal target model can be represented as Mt(·; θ∗t ) where the
parameters consist of θ∗s,f, θ

∗
t,v, and θ∗t,a, respectively, for the

three stages, with optimal battery classification performance.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL STUDY

We evaluate the effectiveness of BatSort for battery-type
classification in this section. We will present the details of
data collection and categorization, backbone settings, and
experimental results as follows.

A. Backbone Configuration and Experimental Setup

We present BatSort’s backbone configuration and set-
tings first. We use ResNet-50V2 with parameters opti-
mized with ImageNet. The new customized layers in-
clude a GlobalAveragePooling2D layer for pooling, a
Dropout layer with a dropout rate of 20%, and a Dense
layer with 9 neurons for the 9 battery types in our dataset.

Fixed Layers Fine
Tune
Layers

…

New 
Layers

Conv

Pool

FC

GlobalAverage
Pooling

Dropout

ResNet-50V2 (ImageNet)

Input Image
224×224×3

Fig. 2. An illustration of our transfer learning-based BatSort model with the
last layers of ResNet-50V2 replaced with three new layers for customized
classification and only the last seven layers of the new model trainable.

We adopt a 2-stage training strategy with a large learning
rate of 0.005 for fast search in the first stage and a slow
rate of 0.00005 for fine-grained optimization in the second
stage. The first stage has 300 training epochs and the second
stage has 100 epochs with early-stopping activated when the
validation accuracy does not improve for 10 epochs. In the
first stage, we focus on optimizing the weights of the 3
new layers as well as a few adjacent layers, as shown in
Fig. 2. In the second stage, we assume the parameters for
the last layers are near-optimal and we fine-tune two more
adjacent layers with inherited parameters. All experiments are
run in a workstation with an AMD Ryzen 9 5950X processor
and NVIDIA GTX 3080 GPU and the reported experimental
results are based on 10 independent runs for cross-validation.
For each independent run of the experiment, we re-generate
the training and testing dataset randomly. Worth mentioning
that our methodology is versatile and extendable in dealing
with other battery categories, e.g., from cars or electronic
consumables, which however are beyond this paper’s scope.

B. Knowledge Transfer Performance

We evaluate the knowledge transfer effectiveness for Bat-
Sort in this part. The key idea of BatSort is to inherit ResNet
and its optimized parameters as knowledge. Such knowledge
is expected to be important to complement the data for battery
sorting, and we investigate the knowledge’s quantitative impact
here. Two natural benchmarks for such investigation are the
backbone with randomized parameters and the backbone with
ImageNet-optimized parameters without customization. The
former is a common practice for ML-based applications with
collecting data and training models from the beginning, i.e.,
with randomized initial parameters. The latter is a brute-force
knowledge utilization schema assuming that the knowledge
can be applied for target applications without or with min-
imal customization, e.g., optimizing the parameters only for
newly added layers. We present the accuracy of battery-type
classification for the benchmarks and BatSort in Table I.

1) Comparison to No Knowledge: Table I shows that Bat-
Sort outperforms the two benchmarks significantly. It achieves
92.1% classification accuracy on average and the accuracy
can be up to 94.3%. When all the parameters are randomized



TABLE I
THE KNOWLEDGE TRANSFER EFFECTIVENESS OF BATSORT IN TERMS OF

BATTERY CLASSIFICATION ACCURACY AND IMPROVEMENT WITH RESPECT
TO MEAN ACCURACY COMPARED TO TWO BENCHMARKS WHERE ONE

DOES NOT USE KNOWLEDGE AND THE OTHER USES THE KNOWLEDGE IN A
NON-OPTIMAL WAY.

Model
Accuracy

Mean Best SD Improv.

No knowledge 30.4% 51.0% 0.114 0%

Non-optimal knowledge 83.1% 88.7% 0.048 1.73x

BatSort 92.1% 94.3% 0.024 2.03x

TABLE II
BATSORT’S PERFORMANCE SENSITIVITY TO THE NUMBER OF TRAINABLE

LAYERS BESIDE THE 3 NEWLY ADDED LAYERS IN THE BACKBONE IN
TERMS OF BATTERY-TYPE CLASSIFICATION ACCURACY. THE GAP TO THE

OPTIMAL MEAN ACCURACY IS REPORTED FOR EACH NUMBER WHICH
SHALL BE NEITHER TOO LARGE NOR TOO SMALL.

No. of Trainable Layers
Accuracy

Mean Best SD Gap

0 83.1% 88.7% 0.048 9.0%

1 90.2% 94.2% 0.042 1.9%

2 92.1% 94.3% 0.024 −
3 84.0% 92.5% 0.051 8.1%

4 69.0% 86.8% 0.114 23.1%

initially and no knowledge is utilized, the accuracy drops to
30.4% on average and even the best run only achieves 51.0%
accuracy. With respect to the average performance, BatSort
is 1.73x better than the first benchmark. The implication is
that knowledge is important and shall be utilized to achieve
optimal performance for battery-type classification.

2) Comparison to Non-Optimal Knowledge: The second
benchmark utilizes existing knowledge for battery-type classi-
fication. Despite the knowledge being optimized for a different
application, the results show that it is still valuable for our
application. On average, the accuracy is improved by 1.73x
compared to the no knowledge benchmark and the top accu-
racy can be close to 90%. However, the knowledge is not uti-
lized optimally in this benchmark, where the beginning layers
of the backbone maintain the same parameters without fine-
tuning and customization and only the last newly added layers
and parameters are optimized with our collected dataset. With
more effective knowledge transfer, BatSort is 10.8% more
accurate than the benchmark. This highlights the importance of
customizing existing knowledge and optimizing the parameters
beyond the new layers for battery-type classification.

3) Model Stability: We also report the results of standard
deviation (SD). Small SD implies stable model performance
with minimal accuracy variation in different independent runs.
We can observe that BatSort is not only more accurate but also
more stable than the benchmarks. Specifically, BatSort’s SD
is 0.024, which is only 21% and 50% of the two benchmark’s
SDs, respectively. Knowledge does contribute to improved
performance stability beyond accuracy and even the non-

optimal parameters help reduce the SD by over a half.
4) Application Complication and Summary: battery-type

classification itself is a challenging application with many
battery types. Given a list of the types, BatSort ranks the
probability of all types (e.g., the summation is 100%) for a
given battery image. Only the highest probability is chosen
to label the battery type of the image. Intuitively, being the
highest among more classes is more difficult. For example, in
a power line anomaly detection application with two classes
[11], the accuracy can reach near 80% even if no knowledge is
used and improves to over 96% with knowledge transfer. The
complication highlights the importance of transfer learning in
our battery-type classification with many classes.

In summary, the experimental results on knowledge transfer
demonstrate that BatSort’s usage of transfer learning is effec-
tive for battery-type classification. Such usage is not trivial
and shall be well-designed, and the benefits of successful
knowledge transfer are improved accuracy and stability.

C. Sensitivity Analysis

The optimal knowledge transfer relies on the optimization
of the model and training. We specifically investigate the
performance sensitivity to trainable layers and the dropout rate.

1) Trainable Layers: We have discussed different ways of
knowledge utilization above and demonstrated that knowledge
is useful for battery-type classification and knowledge cus-
tomization is necessary. In this part, we investigate the optimal
knowledge transfer in fine granularity. We follow our training
settings presented in Section III. The beginning layers of the
backbone inherit the existing parameters which are unchanged
during training, i.e., those layers are not trainable. The final
newly added 3 layers are trainable and the parameters are
optimized during the training from randomized parameters
initially. The problem here is how many layers between
the beginning layers and the last layers shall be trainable,
assuming that those layers are more application-specific than
the beginning layers of the backbone. We vary the number of
such trainable layers from 0 to 4 to observe its impact on the
classification accuracy of BatSort. For all the tests in this part,
the dropout rate is fixed as 20%.

We present the results in Table II. The best performance is
achieved when two layers before the new layers are trainable,
where the classification accuracy is 92.1% on average and up
to 94.3%, same as the results in Table I. With fewer layers
trainable, the accuracy drops. Reducing the number from 2 to
1, the accuracy is about 2% lower than the optimal setting.
Further reducing the number to 0, meaning none layers are
trainable beside the new layers, the accuracy is even lower
with a 9% gap to the optimal. Increasing the number beyond
2 shows a similar pattern. The performance decreases with an
8% gap from the optimal by adding one additional trainable
layer and decreases further, e.g., 23% gap, with more added.
Overall, the knowledge cannot be well customized to the
target application if too many layers and the knowledge is
non-customized, and the data scale of our battery sorting
application is not large enough to well train many layers.
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Fig. 3. The BatSort’s performance sensitivity in terms of accuracy to dropout
rate, which varies between 0% to 50%, for both training and testing stages of
the battery-type classification model. The red dashed line marks 95% accuracy
for easy comparison. A high box means good accuracy and a small box implies
stable performance. The optimal dropout rate with the best average accuracy
and stability for battery-type classification is 20%.

2) Dropout Rate: One common problem for data scarcity
in ML is over-fitting. This is especially true when the ML
model is large and the data scale cannot match the scale and
capacity of the model. As a result, the models can be too
specialized for the training dataset and perform sub-optimally
for non-training data after training. We introduce a dropout
layer [13] in our customized backbone for regularization. The
layer randomly deactivates a certain percentage of the neurons
during the training to prevent the neurons from being over-
fitted collectively and the percentage is referred to as dropout
rate. We expect the dropout layer to help our backbone to be
generalized to the battery images not in the training dataset
and we aim to find the optimal dropout rate for our application.

We test a list of dropout rates from 0% to 50% and report the
performance in Fig. 3. With a higher rate, more neurons in the
dropout layer are deactivated and it becomes more challenging
for the model to be specialized for the training data. Fig.
3(a) and Fig. 3(b) show the performance of the classification
model training and testing stages, respectively. Comparing
the results in the two figures, the over-fitting is relatively
evident, with the accuracy in the testing stage generally lower
than in the training stage. Over-fitting is especially true for a
small dropout rate. For example, when the rate is 10%, the
accuracy is very close to 100% for training data, and the
performance downgrade is significant for testing data with
below 90% accuracy. Increasing the rate moderately makes
the classification model less over-fitted to the training data
and more generalized to the testing data. The highest accuracy
in our experiments is achieved with a 30% dropout rate and
the top accuracy is 96.2%. But the overall performance with a
30% dropout rate is not the most competitive with big accuracy
variation in different runs. The optimal rate in our experiments
is 20%, where the average accuracy for testing data is the
highest at 92.1% with a small SD of 0.024. For the rest tested
rates such as 50%, the model’s performance is outperformed
by the optimal setting for both training and testing data and the
performance degradation is more significant with larger rates.
Overall, the dropout layer is useful to alleviate the over-fitting
problem for classification with data scarcity, and the optimal

rate shall be neither too small nor large.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduced BatSort, a transfer learning-
based solution, for automatic battery-type classification, a key
step in efficient battery sorting and recycling. Recognizing
the lack of dedicated ML research in this area, we curated a
specialized dataset for in-house batteries with over 500 images
for 9 battery types for our case study. By leveraging ResNet’s
parameters, we demonstrated how integrating a modestly
sized dataset with strategic knowledge transfer substantially
enhances the accuracy of battery classification. Based on our
experimental study, we achieved a classification accuracy of
92.1% on average and up to 96.2%, significantly outperform-
ing the non-transfer learning approaches by 2.03x and showing
a more than 10% improvement over non-optimized knowledge
transfer. Overall, BatSort not only brings a high degree of
precision and reliability to the automation of battery sorting
but also has potential applications in various other battery
categories, offering insights for similar industrial scenarios.
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