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Electrochemical Evaluation and 
Phase-related Impedance Studies 
on Silicon–Few Layer Graphene 
(FLG) Composite Electrode Systems
Qianye Huang   , Melanie J. Loveridge   , Ronny Genieser   , Michael J. Lain & Rohit Bhagat

Silicon-Few Layer Graphene (Si-FLG) composite electrodes are investigated using a scalable 
electrode manufacturing method. A comprehensive study on the electrochemical performance and 
the impedance response is measured using electrochemical impedance spectroscopy. The study 
demonstrates that the incorporation of few-layer graphene (FLG) results in significant improvement 
in terms of cyclability, electrode resistance and diffusion properties. Additionally, the diffusion 
impedance responses that occur during the phase changes in silicon is elucidated through Staircase 
Potentio Electrochemical Impedance Spectroscopy (SPEIS): a more comprehensive and straightforward 
approach than previous state-of-charge based diffusion studies.

Within recent years, the requirements for energy storage devices with higher capacity have become more prev-
alent in areas such as vehicle electrification. This has stimulated intense growth in lithium-ion battery (LIB) 
research on a global scale. Within a battery, the design and type of anode materials is one of the main factors that 
determine higher degrees of reversible storage capacity for lithium ions. Silicon (Si) remains a promising anode 
material for next generation LIBs, with a sustainable abundance and high gravimetric capacity (3579 mAh/g): 
almost 10 times that of the capacity of graphite1. This has made it the focus of considerable research efforts within 
the last decade. However, the well-documented problems, namely particle pulverisation caused by volume expan-
sion and an unstable solid electrolyte interphase (SEI) layer, are yet to be successfully resolved for the commercial-
isation of Si-based anodes in batteries2,3.

Graphene has been shown to possess excellent electrical conductivity, a high surface area4, and is consid-
ered a promising enabler to enhance the electrochemical performance of Si electrodes5. Several studies have 
been conducted on hybrid silicon/graphene electrodes with long cycle life achieved4,6–12. However, most of these 
studies either focused on nano-sized Si particles or used complicated chemical methods (such as electrophoretic 
deposition and chemical vapour deposition) to combine silicon and graphene. Such approaches are considered 
impractical to progress to large-scale manufacture.

Additionally, due to its large surface area, the use of nano-sized Si would generate a higher capacity loss during 
the first charge cycle due to the formation of large amounts of SEI species on the particle surface13. This would 
deplete the Li inventory and subsequently reduce the number of possible charge-discharge cycles.

A previous study on these systems has reported that interconnecting few-layer graphene (FLG) with Si can be 
an effective solution to enhance the cycling stability through the formation of a conductive, hierarchical struc-
ture14. This approach was adopted in this study and all electrodes were manufactured with a relatively high mass 
loading of micron-sized silicon particles using mechanical dispersion apparatus aligned with industrial electrode 
fabrication techniques.

Electrochemical impedance spectroscopy (EIS) has been widely applied to analyse the underlying kinetics of 
electrodes, and the impedance of Si-based anodes15–18. However, most of the previous studies on Si-graphene sys-
tems were limited to one impedance measurement after a specified number of cycles6,7,9, which is inconclusive to 
confirm any improvements to resistance as provided by graphene, as the impedance value may vary against cycle 
number. In this study, Potentio Electrochemical impedance spectroscopy (PEIS) will determine the variation in 
impedance as a function of cycle number to demonstrate the influence of the FLG on the resistance magnitude. 
A number of state-of-charge (SoC) based diffusion studies have also been conducted on Si, but they neither 

WMG, The University of Warwick, Coventry, CV4 7AL, UK. Correspondence and requests for materials should be 
addressed to Q.H. (email: qianye.huang@warwick.ac.uk) or M.J.L. (email: M.Loveridge@warwick.ac.uk)

Received: 18 August 2017

Accepted: 2 January 2018

Published: xx xx xxxx

OPEN

http://orcid.org/0000-0002-5855-6971
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2908-3885
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4551-7356
mailto:qianye.huang@warwick.ac.uk
mailto:M.Loveridge@warwick.ac.uk


www.nature.com/scientificreports/

2Scientific REPOrTS |  (2018) 8:1386  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-018-19929-3

found the connection between impedance behaviour and lithiation level of LixSi electrodes19, nor compared the 
diffusion variation as a function of cycle number20,21. Staircase PEIS (SPEIS) is a useful technique to measure the 
impedance at different voltage steps within a lithiation/delithiation cycle. For each measurement, it is easy to 
distinguish the diffusion related Warburg impedance by splitting the frequency range. This with existing knowl-
edge of Si phase changes at corresponding voltage steps makes the direct relation between Si phase change and 
diffusion impedance more obvious. This will also allow a better understanding of the diffusion parameters critical 
to the cycling performance.

Result and Discussion
Scanning Electron Microscope (SEM) imaging.  Figure 1 shows the microstructure change for Si and 
Si-FLG composite electrode (Formula D, as specified in Table 1). Figure 1a shows the mechanism of how FLG 
helps to mitigate the Si particles electrochemically alloying together through electrochemical fusion. Figure 1b 
shows that the particles in the Si-FLG electrodes (Formula D, as specified in Table 1) are evenly distributed, and 
have formed a hierarchical network between the Si, FLG and carbon black. Within this network, we suggest that 
FLG augments long-range planar conductivity while carbon black provides short-range conductive pathways 
between the graphene layers and Si particles.

Cross-section SEM images and energy dispersive X-ray spectroscopy (EDS) mapping (Fig. 1c,d) show that by 
incorporating FLG into the Si-based anode, the density becomes ~0.42 g/cm3, which indicates a higher porosity 
in comparison with the Si-only electrodes, which have a density of ~0.75 g/cm3. It can be observed from Fig. 1e,f 
that, in the Si-only electrode, Si particles are mostly agglomerated within larger Si masses with non-distinct 
boundaries. While for Si-FLG electrodes, Si particles remain clearly separated by FLG sheets with particle size 
ranges consistent with the volume variations. The implication of this is that when Si particles become merged in 
this way then Li diffusion pathways are effectively increased in such regions and particles deep within the fused 
regions may contain electrically isolated Li22.

Cyclic electrochemical performance.  The half-cell (vs. Li foil) cyclability of the Si-FLG electrodes using 
different formulations, and the comparison of the first cycle voltage profile for electrodes based only on Si only, 
Si-FLG and FLG only are shown in Fig. 2. It can be observed from Fig. 2a that initially all half-cells are cycled 
stably at 1800 mAh/g specific lithiation capacity (based on the active mass of Si), but they fade dramatically at 
a certain point of cycling, which is normally referred to as the “roll-over” effect23. This can be caused by either 
electrode deterioration or the continued growth of SEI layer on the surface of Si becoming thick enough to resist 
Li-ion penetration24. Figure 2b shows that the cyclic coulombic efficiency profile, which increases after formation 
of the initial SEI layer, and subsequently decreases due to the side reactions with electrolyte, continuously forming 
products such as lithium fluoride and lithium carbonate25. Amongst the matrix Formulation D, which contains 
the highest proportion of FLG (60% Si: 16% FLG: 14% sodium-polyacrylic acid (Na-PAA): 10% carbon mix), 
delivered the best performance in terms of cycle life and coulombic efficiency, with 80% capacity retention after 
230 cycles. It indicates that by incorporating FLG, the “roll-over” effect is significantly delayed, possibly due to the 
enhanced tensile properties from the FLG (Supplementary Figure 1), which reduces the rate of the pulverization 
of the electrode microstructure. When referring to the previous Si-FLG study14, which demonstrated about 200 
cycles under the capacity 1800 mAh/g, it can be concluded that 16% FLG in this formulation is a more effective 
ratio.

In order to investigate the capacity that FLG can contribute within this voltage range, Si-FLG (Formula D) was 
compared with Si only (76% active mass) and FLG only (76% active mass) under the same current density and 
without capacity limitation. Figure 2c indicates that with the same current density of 90 mA/g and 5 mV cut-off 
voltage, the FLG only electrodes (76% active mass) deliver a maximum contribution of around 330 mAh/g, with 
a large initial capacity loss of about 180 mAh/g. The capacity achieved by the FLG-only electrodes is much lower 
than the result in a previous study14 and this could be due to the current density (90 mA/g) being significantly 
increased during the first cycle. The large initial capacity loss is attributable to the surface area of FLG, resulting 
in large quantities of lithium ions becoming irreversibly consumed in the SEI layer.

Differential capacity analysis.  The differential capacity (dQ/dV) plots of Si only and Si-FLG half-cells for 
different cycle numbers are shown in Fig. 3. The peaks during the (de)lithiation process correspond to different 
phase equilibria of LixSi. It can be observed from Fig. 3a that Si-only and Si-FLG electrodes have similar dQ/
dV quasi-plateaus, outlined in Supplementary Table 410,14,26, but the plateaus for Si-FLG electrodes are broader. 
This relates to the quasi-plateaus for Si and FLG components within the electrode overlapping with each other. It 
can further be seen that for the Si only electrodes, there are obvious reductions in lithiation plateaus and voltage 
shift around 0.25 V during lithiation and around 0.5 V during delithiation after 50 cycles. It is observed that at 
this point plateaus become single plateaus for both lithiation and delithiation process. This is possibly related to 
the resistance on the surface of the electrodes is increasing due to the thicker SEI layer, resulting in an increase 
in overpotential, which delays the lithiation process. In this case, with the 5 mV cut-off voltage limitation, Si 
electrodes cannot be further lithiated to a-Li3.5Si27. For the Si-FLG electrodes, there are no obvious plateau reduc-
tions or peak shifting. This supports the observation that Si-FLG composite electrodes show longer cycle life 
and reduced voltage hysteresis due to a lower resistance, compared with electrodes based only on Si as the active 
material.

Potentio Electrochemical Impedance (PEIS) study.  Figure 4a–c shows the impedance spectra for the 
Si-FLG half-cells for different cycle numbers, and Fig. 4d–f compares the fitting results over numbers of cycles 
between Si only and Si-FLG half-cells based on the equivalent circuit (Supplementary Figure 2). The imped-
ance values lie in a reasonable range for coin cells, as compared with a commercial graphite electrode (LiFun 
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Technology, China) (Supplementary Figure 3). It can be seen that for Si-FLG half-cells from the 1st to 20th cycle, 
there is a small semicircle related to SEI-derived resistance, but a clear decrease for the second semi-circle that 
relates to charge transfer resistance. This is in agreement with previous studies16 and has been explained by the 
volume expansion of Si, causing the electrode to be pressurised by the spring inside the coin cell. This results in 
a better electrical contact between the active material/binder system and current collector, leading a decrease of 
interphase electronic contact resistance. From the 20th to 50th cycle, it is observed that the series resistance starts 

Figure 1.  (a) Schematic of FLG preventing Si electrochemically “fused” together; (b) SEM image for Si-FLG 
electrode (60% Si: 16%FLG: 14% Na-PAA: 10% Carbon mix); (c) Cross-section image and EDS mapping for 
Si-FLG composite electrode; (d) Cross-section image and EDS mapping for Si only electrode; (e) Cross-section 
image for Si-FLG electrode after 100 cycles and (f) Cross-section image for Si only electrode after 100 cycles.
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to increase, indicating that the ionic conductivity of the electrolyte or electrical conductivity through electrodes 
or current collector becomes reduced. Additionally, the SEI-related semicircle increases gradually, which is possi-
bly caused by the blocking of electrolyte channels, arising by the way of microstructural changes in the electrode. 
It is feasible that the electrochemical fusion of Si particles or decomposition of the electrolyte are likely phenom-
ena here22. The interphase contact and charge transfer resistance remains stable but after the 50th cycle, the SEI 
resistance grows dramatically, which indicates an inhibited transport of lithium ions through this layer.

Comparing the composite Si-FLG with the Si-only electrodes, Fig. 4d shows that generally the Si electrodes 
show a higher series resistance than Si-FLG, which grows more dramatically during subsequent cycling. This 
is because without the FLG, Si particles are more likely to grow into an electrochemically welded state during 
cycling, as outlined previously. Thus it becomes more difficult for Li ions to access the surface of Si particles22. 
As the FLG facilitates and maintains Si particle separation in electrodes, the electrolyte channels remain unob-
structed. Additionally, since the series resistance is defined by the internal electronic resistance of the electrode, a 
lower series resistance here indicates enhanced electronic pathways inside the electrode. From Fig. 4e initially, the 
Si-FLG electrodes display a larger SEI resistance than the Si electrodes due to a larger surface area. After 50 cycles, 
the SEI resistance increases significantly for both electrodes, caused by continual electrolyte decomposition. The 

Formulation

Mass ratio %

Si Few-layered Graphene Na-PAA Carbon mix

A 76 0 12 12

B 70 8 12 10

C 65 12 14 9

D 60 16 14 10

Table 1.  Si/graphene formulation matrix.

Figure 2.  (a) Half-cell cyclability and (b) columbic delithiation efficiency under capacity limitation of 
1800 mAh/g for Si-FLG formulation matrix (Formula A – 76% Si: 0% FLG: 12% Na-PAA: 12% Carbon. Formula 
B – 70% Si: 8% FLG: 12% Na-PAA: 10% Carbon. Formula C – 65% Si: 12% FLG: 14% Na-PAA: 9% Carbon. 
Formula D – 60% Si: 16% FLG: 14% Na-PAA: 10% Carbon). (c) First cycle voltage profile for half-cells of Si-FLG 
with Formula D, Si only and FLG only electrodes cycled between 1 V-5 mV without capacity limitation.
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relatively slower growth of SEI resistance in Si-FLG may simply reflect on there being proportionally less Si in 
Si-FLG electrodes. The SEI layer of FLG is quite stable during (de)lithiation, which improves the general perfor-
mance stability of the electrode. Figure 4f shows the trend for interphase electronic contact and charge transfer 
for both electrodes (with similar performance), as explained previously.

Staircase Potentio Electrochemical Impedance Study (SPEIS).  In order to further investigate the 
diffusion resistance, SPEIS study has been conducted, which focuses on the impedance variation as function of 
a voltage and, by splitting the frequency range, makes it more straightforward to investigate the low frequency 
impedance (including the diffusion related Warburg impedance). Figure 5a,b show the SPEIS result for the 
Si-FLG electrodes (Formula D) following the formation cycle for lithiation (Fig. 5a) and for delithiation (Fig. 5b). 
In each graph, there are selected frequency ranges from 1 Hz to 500 kHz. As marked in Fig. 4a–c, high frequency 
impedance responses (at 10 kHz to 500 kHz) are attributable to the SEI resistance and the series resistance (high-
lighted green areas in Fig. 5b). Impedance responses between 10 Hz and 10 kHz (orange area) represent the inter-
phase electronic contact and the charge transfer resistance. Impedance responses with frequencies less than 10 Hz 
(blue area) are termed as Warburg impedance, which is mainly determined by diffusion coefficient, is also termed 
as diffusion impedance in this study28.

Figure 5a shows that during the lithiation process, the impedance values under the high AC frequency range 
(series and SEI resistance) remain stable throughout the voltage range, which is in agreement with previous 
findings29,30. This is because the conductivity of the electrolyte does not change significantly and there is no pro-
nounced decomposition of the electrolyte. Whilst the interphase contact and charge transfer resistance is reasona-
bly stable - starting from 1 V and reaching 0.25 V - it increases at voltages below 0.25 V. This relates to the Si phase 
change from a-Si to a-Li2Si and affects the exchange current density, which is a materials-dependent parameter 
that determines the charge transfer resistance. For the Warburg impedance, there is an initial increase followed by 
a sizeable decline becoming stable at around 0.25 V. The initial increase is possibly because after the first cycle, the 
relaxation time (10 minutes) is insufficient to ensure that all the Li+ has left the Si electrode. The remaining Li+ 
provides additional resistance for the subsequent lithiation process. The diminished diffusion resistance may be 
explained by the Si phase change during the (de)lithiation process. Initially, Si particles mostly exist as “cage-like” 
crystalline structures, which largely constrain the movement of Li atoms. As the c-Si is lithiated to a-Li2Si, more 
and more Si-Si bonds are broken, which release the constrained Li atoms, thus reducing the resistance of Li 
diffusion. This process has been investigated and clarified by Key et al. in an NMR study10 and other SoC-based 
diffusion studies on Si, concluding similar results21. Additional evidence is the “stopping point” for diffusion 
impedance decreases, occurring at around 0.25 V, and coincident with the first lithiation plateau in the dQ/dV 
plot, representing the phase change equilibria.

Figure 3.  dQ/dV plot for cycle 2–60 of (a) Si only electrodes (b) Si-FLG electrodes.
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For the delithiation process, the trends in the impedance data are similar in reverse to those in the lithiation 
process, and the “starting point” of the impedance increase (around 0.6 V) relating to the plateau of delithiation 
in the dQ/dV plot. This relates to the growth of Si clusters. Additionally, the diffusion impedance after 0.6 V is 
lower during the delithiation process as compared with lithiation. This is because following the Si lithiation to an 
amorphous phase from crystalline during the first cycle, it will be only delithiated to an amorphous phase in the 
subsequent cycles (never reverting back to crystalline10). These results indicate that the impedance variation is 
highly phase-change correlated.

Additionally, it can be concluded from Fig. 5a,b that it is preferable to take the cyclic PEIS measurement above 
0.25 V during the lithiation process, because the impedance value under medium and high frequencies is quite 
stable with a large enough window to account for the voltage shift during cycling. We mainly use PEIS studies to 
compare the cyclic series resistance and charge transfer resistance to better understand the degradation mecha-
nism - which occurs in the medium and high range frequency. A stable impedance value within this frequency 
range is thus essential (despite voltage variability) but previous impedance studies on Si have rarely addressed 
this issue.

Figure 5c–f compares the SPEIS result under 1 Hz (the blue area which represents the diffusion impedance), 
from Cycle 1 to Cycle 60 for both the Si-FLG and Si only electrodes. It is clear that both electrodes have a sim-
ilar impedance variation trend against the voltage, but the peak diffusion impedance for Si-FLG electrodes is 
smaller than that of Si-only electrodes after 20 cycles. Due to the poorer cycling performance and more signifi-
cant voltage hysteresis for the Si only electrodes, it is more likely to drop further below 50 mV to reach a capacity 
of 1800 mAh/g. In this case, more metastable c-Li15Si4 will be formed in the Si-only electrodes (compared with 
Si-FLG), which is more resistant to delithiation back to a-Li1.1Si due to more tough Si-Si bonds10. As the pulveri-
zation of the electrode progresses, it is possible that some Si clusters become isolated from subsequent lithiation 
processes, thus further contributing to capacity loss.

From cycle 1 to 10, the peak diffusion resistance for both electrodes becomes largely decreased. According 
to the voltage profile in Supplementary Figure 4, the lithiation in the first cycle has been cut off at around 0.1 V, 
by which point there could be some crystalline Si remaining within the electrode. Therefore, for the first SPEIS 
measurement after cycle 1, the remaining crystalline Si clusters are involved in the lithiation process, which shows 
relatively high diffusion impedance. After an additional 10 constant current (CC) cycles, for the second SPEIS 
measurement, the Si clusters are mostly lithiated to amorphous phases, which are less resistant to diffusion. This 
can explain why there is more diffusion resistance in the 1st cycle than in subsequent cycles.

Figure 4.  Nyquist plots of Si-FLG half cells at 50% SoC during charge process from (a) cycle 1 to cycle 20; (b) 
cycle 20 to cycle 50; (c) cycle 50 to cycle 70; impedance fitting result comparison of (d) series resistance (e) SEI 
resistance (f) interphase contact and charge transfer resistance.
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Conclusion
This study comprehensively investigated the performance of Si-FLG composite electrodes, manufactured by an 
industrially relevant methodology. Electrochemical evaluation and phase-related impedance spectroscopy were 
the main investigative tools. The reversible electrochemical performance has demonstrated that by incorporating 
FLG into a high mass % content of Si, the cyclability is largely improved. In addition, it was demonstrated that 
FLG could contribute a capacity of around 300 mAh/g under the high limited capacity condition (1800 mAh/g). 
We recommend that the ratio of FLG to Si needs to be limited due to the significantly large first cycle loss relating 
to the large surface area of the FLG.

Figure 5.  SPEIS result of Si-FLG after the first cycle for (a) lithiation process and (b) delithiation process; 
diffusion impedance at 1 Hz for Si-FLG (c) during lithiation and (d) delithiation process; and for Si (e) during 
lithiation and (f) delithiation process.



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

8Scientific REPOrTS |  (2018) 8:1386  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-018-19929-3

With PEIS and SPEIS, it was shown that FLG helps Si to maintain an overall lower series resistance during 
cycling. It could also confer performance benefits through some prevention of the Si particles from agglomerating 
though electrochemical fusion – but this phenomenon warrants further, systematic investigation. Additionally, 
the improved cyclability of Si-FLG keeps the internal diffusion impedance at a relatively stable level. Combining 
the dQ/dV analysis with SPEIS, this study has addressed that the diffusion impedance in Si is highly phase 
dependant. On the other hand, it indicates that SPEIS could be a more straightforward method to study the 
change of diffusion impedance with different voltage as well as to investigate the diffusion impedance as a func-
tion of cycle number. Finally, the SPEIS results suggests that for the Si-based electrodes, a voltage range with a 
stable impedance is essential and so it is more reliable to take the PEIS measurement above 0.25 V during the 
charge process.

Methods
Electrode materials.  Silicon powder (d50 = 3.1 µm, purity 99.7%) was obtained from Elkem (Silgrain e-Si). 
Few-layer graphene (FLG) was obtained from XG Sciences (xGnP-M5, 6–8 nm thickness). Raman analysis in 
our previous study has concluded that the number of layer was greater than or equal to five14. The composite car-
bon blend includes carbon black, graphite and few-layer graphene to provide a hierarchical conductive network 
(Supplementary Table 1). The binder used in this study is partially neutralised Polyacrylic Acid (PAA) solution 
(See supplementary), which provides effective hydrogen bonding between particles31.

Electrode manufacture.  To investigate the effect of the FLG to the cyclability of Si anodes, a matrix formu-
lation study was conducted with four different formulations to vary the ratio between the Si and FLG (Table 1).

The electrode materials included active material powder, a mixture of carbons and deionised water, with 
mass proportions according to their designated formulation. The slurry was initially mixed using an overhead 
high-speed homo-disperser (Model 2.5, PRIMIX) at 1000 rpm for 30 minutes. Following this the slurry was ultra-
sonically processed (UP400S, SciMED) for 7 minutes at 60% amplitude, followed by manual stirring with a spat-
ula and subsequent ultra-sonication for a further 7 minutes. The binder was added into the slurry and mixed 
using a high-speed homo-disperser at 1000 rpm for 30 minutes. Finally, the mixed slurry was transferred to a 
Filmix (high shear processor, Model 40–40, PRIMIX) to ensure a homogeneous distribution of the nano-sized 
particles and to prevent secondary agglomeration. The solution was processed at the speed of 10 m/s for 30 s, then 
25 m/s for another 30 s.

The resulting slurry was coated onto copper foil (10 μm, Oak Mitsui, electrodeposited) using a draw-down 
coater (RK Instruments Ltd) with a micro-meter-controlled spreading blade (K control coater Model 101, RK 
Print) with a blade gap of 80 μm. The coated copper foil was dried on a hot plate set to 50 °C to evaporate the 
solvent for 10 minutes. The coated sheet was placed in a vacuum oven set to 50 °C for ca. 12 hours to ensure min-
imizing of any water prior to cell construction.

To investigate the electrochemical performance of Si-FLG electrodes, electrodes based only on either Si or 
FLG were manufactured based on formulations in Supplementary Table 2.

Electrochemical characterisation.  The electrodes were assembled into Hohsen CR2032 coin cells in a dry 
room with dew point of −45 °C to reduce water content from the electrode. Lithium foil (D = 15.6 mm, PI-KEM) 
was used as counter electrode and a trilayer membrane (PP-PE-PP, Celgard) was used as separator. The cells were 
filled with a commercially available electrolyte, which was 1 M LiPF6 dissolved in solvent of EC/EMC (1/3), 15% 
FEC, and 8% VC (PuriEL, Soulbrain).

The half-cells were cycled at constant current mode between 5 mV and 1 V on Maccor Series 4000 system 
with a fixed C-rate at C/20 (90 mA/g) for the formation cycle, followed by repeated cycling at the C-rate of C/5 
(360 mA/g). For Si-FLG formulation matrix study and comparison differential capacity analysis, cells are also 
cycled under a capacity limitation of 1800 mAh/g based on around 2 mg active mass.

Electrochemical Impedance Spectroscopy.  To demonstrate improvements in conductivity by the incor-
poration of FLG, SPEIS test and PEIS test were carried out using a VMP3 potentiostat (Bio-Logic).

The PEIS test was used to measure the impedance change as a function of cycle number. The test was con-
ducted with voltage amplitude of 10 mV, measured between frequencies of 500 kHz and 100 mHz at 50% SoC of 
each cell. The first measurement was taken after the formation cycle with additional 10 minutes relaxation time, 
and repeated with every 10 cycles. The impedance fitting equivalent circuit and explanation for relevant elements 
are shown in Supplementary Figure 2.

The SPEIS test in this study measured impedance at different voltage steps within one cycle. Half-cells with 
Si-FLG, Si only and FLG only electrodes were charged and discharged using the same constant current mode 
and measured for every 10 cycles. SPEIS was conducted with a staircase potential swept from 1 V to 0.1 V with 20 
steps (10 minutes rest after reaching each voltage step) during lithiation, followed by another SPEIS measurement 
repeated from 0.1 V to 1 V during delithiation. The voltage profile is shown in Supplementary Figure 4.

References
	 1.	 Ma, D., Cao, Z. & Hu, A. Si-based anode materials for li-ion batteries: A mini review. Nano-Micro Lett. 6, 347–358 (2014).
	 2.	 Cui, L.-F., Hu, L., Wu, H., Choi, J. W. & Cui, Y. Inorganic Glue Enabling High Performance of Silicon Particles as Lithium Ion Battery 

Anode. J. Electrochem. Soc. 158, A592 (2011).
	 3.	 Obrovac, M. N. & Krause, L. J. Reversible Cycling of Crystalline Silicon Powder. J. Electrochem. Soc. 154, A103 (2007).
	 4.	 Ren, J.-G. et al. Silicon-Graphene Composite Anodes for High-Energy LithiumBatteries. Energy Technol. 1, 77–84 (2013).
	 5.	 Zhou, G. et al. Graphene-wrapped Fe3O4 anode material with improved reversible capacity and cyclic stability for lithium ion 

batteries. Chem. Mater. 22, 5306–5313 (2010).
	 6.	 Chou, S.-L. et al. Enhanced reversible lithium storage in a nanosize silicon/graphene composite. Electrochem. commun. 12, 303–306 

(2010).



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

9Scientific REPOrTS |  (2018) 8:1386  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-018-19929-3

	 7.	 Zhang, Y. Q. et al. Silicon/graphene-sheet hybrid film as anode for lithium ion batteries. Electrochem. commun. 23, 17–20 (2012).
	 8.	 Lee, J. K., Smith, K. B., Hayner, C. M. & Kung, H. H. Silicon nanoparticles-graphene paper composites for Li ion battery anodes. 

Chem. Commun. 46, 2025–7 (2010).
	 9.	 Xiang, H. et al. Graphene/nanosized silicon composites for lithium battery anodes with improved cycling stability. Carbon N. Y. 49, 

1787–1796 (2011).
	10.	 Key, B., Morcrette, M., Tarascon, J.-M. & Grey, C. P. Pair distribution function analysis and solid state NMR studies of silicon 

electrodes for lithium ion batteries: understanding the (de)lithiation mechanisms. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 133, 503–12 (2011).
	11.	 Fu, C., Song, C., Liu, L., Zhao, W. & Xie, X. High Reversible Silicon / Graphene Nanocomposite Anode for Lithium-Ion. Batteries. 

11, 154–164 (2016).
	12.	 Gan, L. et al. A facile synthesis of graphite/silicon/graphene spherical composite anode for lithium-ion batteries. Electrochim. Acta 

104, 117–123 (2013).
	13.	 Ma, D., Cao, Z. & Hu, A. Si-Based Anode Materials for Li-Ion Batteries: A Mini Review. Nano-Micro Lett. 6, 347–358 (2014).
	14.	 Loveridge, M. J. et al. Enhancing cycling durability of Li-ion batteries with hierarchical structured silicon–graphene hybrid anodes. 

Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys 18, 30677–30685 (2016).
	15.	 Wu, J. J. & Bennett, W. R. Fundamental investigation of Si anode in Li-ion cells. 2012 IEEE Energytech, Energytech 2012, 1–5, https://

doi.org/10.1109/EnergyTech.2012.6304667 (2012).
	16.	 Guo, J., Sun, A., Chen, X., Wang, C. & Manivannan, A. Cyclability study of silicon–carbon composite anodes for lithium-ion 

batteries using electrochemical impedance spectroscopy. Electrochim. Acta 56, 3981–3987 (2011).
	17.	 Zeng, Z. Y. et al. Electrochemical Properties of a Mesoporous Si∕TiO[sub 2] Nanocomposite Film Anode for Lithium-Ion Batteries. 

Electrochem. Solid-State Lett. 11, A105 (2008).
	18.	 Radvanyi, E. et al. Study and modeling of the Solid Electrolyte Interphase behavior on nano-silicon anodes by Electrochemical 

Impedance Spectroscopy. Electrochim. Acta 137, 751–757 (2014).
	19.	 Pollak, E., Salitra, G., Baranchugov, V. & Aurbach, D. In Situ Conductivity, Impedance Spectroscopy, and Ex Situ Raman Spectra of 

Amorphous Silicon during the Insertion/Extraction of Lithium. J. Phys. Chem. C 111, 11437–11444 (2007).
	20.	 Ding, N. et al. Determination of the diffusion coefficient of lithium ions in nano-Si. Solid State Ionics 180, 222–225 (2009).
	21.	 Kulova, T. L., Skundin, A. M., Pleskov, Y. V., Terukov, E. I. & Kon’kov, O. I. Lithium intercalation in thin amorphous-silicon films. 

Russ. J. Electrochem. 42, 363–369 (2006).
	22.	 Karki, K. et al. Lithium-assisted electrochemical welding in silicon nanowire battery electrodes. Nano Lett. 12, 1392–1397 (2012).
	23.	 Petzl, M., Kasper, M. & Danzer, M. A. Lithium plating in a commercial lithium-ion battery – A low-temperature aging study. J. 

Power Sources 275, 799–807 (2015).
	24.	 Shi, F. et al. Failure mechanisms of single-crystal silicon electrodes in lithium-ion batteries. Nat. Commun. 7, 11886 (2016).
	25.	 Oumellal, Y. et al. The failure mechanism of nano-sized Si-based negative electrodes for lithium ion batteries. J. Mater. Chem. 21, 

6201 (2011).
	26.	 Ogata, K. et al. Revealing lithium-silicide phase transformations in nano-structured silicon-based lithium ion batteries via in situ 

NMR spectroscopy. Nat. Commun. 5, 3217 (2014).
	27.	 Lu, B. et al. Voltage hysteresis of lithium ion batteries caused by mechanical stress. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 18, 4721–4727 (2016).
	28.	 Kang, D. K. & Shin, H. C. Investigation on cell impedance for high-power lithium-ion batteries. J. Solid State Electrochem. 11, 

1405–1410 (2007).
	29.	 Baggetto, L. et al. On the electrochemistry of an anode stack for all-solid-state 3D-integrated batteries. J. Power Sources 189, 402–410 

(2009).
	30.	 Swamy, T. & Chiang, Y.-M. Electrochemical Charge Transfer Reaction Kinetics at the Silicon-Liquid Electrolyte Interface. J. 

Electrochem. Soc. 162, A7129–A7134 (2015).
	31.	 Komaba, S. et al. Polyacrylate Modifier for Graphite Anode of Lithium-IonBatteries. Electrochem. Solid-State Lett. 12, A107 (2009).

Acknowledgements
This work is supported by EPSRC Project AMorpheus and the High Value Manufacturing Catapult Centre and 
the Energy Innovation Centre, WMG at the University of Warwick.

Author Contributions
Qianye Huang contributes to conduct all the experiment, write the manuscript and prepare the displayed 
figures. Melanie J. Loveridge contributes to design the formulation of the Si-FLG electrode and carbon mix, 
and manuscript revision. Ronny Genieser contributes to design and help to set up the Potentio Electrochemical 
Impedance Spectroscopy experiment, and manuscript revision. Michael J. Lain contributes to provide knowledge 
support for impedance data fitting and result review. Rohit Bhagat is the group leader and contributes to 
experimental facilities support, knowledge support and manuscript revision.

Additional Information
Supplementary information accompanies this paper at https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-19929-3.
Competing Interests: The authors declare that they have no competing interests.
Publisher's note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Cre-
ative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not per-
mitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the 
copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
 
© The Author(s) 2018

http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/EnergyTech.2012.6304667
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/EnergyTech.2012.6304667
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-19929-3
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Electrochemical Evaluation and Phase-related Impedance Studies on Silicon–Few Layer Graphene (FLG) Composite Electrode Syst ...
	Result and Discussion

	Scanning Electron Microscope (SEM) imaging. 
	Cyclic electrochemical performance. 
	Differential capacity analysis. 
	Potentio Electrochemical Impedance (PEIS) study. 
	Staircase Potentio Electrochemical Impedance Study (SPEIS). 

	Conclusion

	Methods

	Electrode materials. 
	Electrode manufacture. 
	Electrochemical characterisation. 
	Electrochemical Impedance Spectroscopy. 

	Acknowledgements

	Figure 1 (a) Schematic of FLG preventing Si electrochemically “fused” together (b) SEM image for Si-FLG electrode (60% Si: 16%FLG: 14% Na-PAA: 10% Carbon mix) (c) Cross-section image and EDS mapping for Si-FLG composite electrode (d) Cross-section image a
	Figure 2 (a) Half-cell cyclability and (b) columbic delithiation efficiency under capacity limitation of 1800 mAh/g for Si-FLG formulation matrix (Formula A – 76% Si: 0% FLG: 12% Na-PAA: 12% Carbon.
	Figure 3 dQ/dV plot for cycle 2–60 of (a) Si only electrodes (b) Si-FLG electrodes.
	Figure 4 Nyquist plots of Si-FLG half cells at 50% SoC during charge process from (a) cycle 1 to cycle 20 (b) cycle 20 to cycle 50 (c) cycle 50 to cycle 70 impedance fitting result comparison of (d) series resistance (e) SEI resistance (f) interphase cont
	Figure 5 SPEIS result of Si-FLG after the first cycle for (a) lithiation process and (b) delithiation process diffusion impedance at 1 Hz for Si-FLG (c) during lithiation and (d) delithiation process and for Si (e) during lithiation and (f) delithiation p
	Table 1 Si/graphene formulation matrix.




