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Abstract: The focus of mainstream lithium-ion battery (LIB) research is on increasing the battery’s
capacity and performance; however, more effort should be invested in LIB safety for widespread
use. One aspect of major concern for LIB cells is the gas generation phenomenon. Following
conventional battery engineering practices with electrolyte additives, we examined the potential
usage of electrolyte additives to address this specific issue and found a feasible candidate in divinyl
sulfone (DVSF). We manufactured four identical battery cells and employed an electrolyte mixture
with four different DVSF concentrations (0%, 0.5%, 1.0%, and 2.0%). By measuring the generated
gas volume from each battery cell, we demonstrated the potential of DVSF additives as an effective
approach for reducing the gas generation in LIB cells. We found that a DVSF concentration of
only 1% was necessary to reduce the gas generation by approximately 50% while simultaneously
experiencing a negligible impact on the cycle life. To better understand this effect on a molecular
level, we examined possible electrochemical reactions through ab initio molecular dynamics (AIMD)
based on the density functional theory (DFT). From the electrolyte mixture’s exposure to either an
electrochemically reductive or an oxidative environment, we determined the reaction pathways for
the generation of CO2 gas and the mechanism by which DVSF additives effectively blocked the gas’s
generation. The key reaction was merging DVSF with cyclic carbonates, such as FEC. Therefore,
we concluded that DVSF additives could offer a relatively simplistic and effective approach for
controlling the gas generation in lithium-ion batteries.

Keywords: lithium-ion battery; liquid electrolyte; additive; electrochemical reaction; gas generation;
density functional theory; ab initio molecular dynamics

1. Introduction

For the extensive use of lithium-ion batteries in portable electronic devices and vehicles,
Li-ion batteries require the following characteristics: (i) high capacity, (ii) long cycle life, and
(iii) affordable cost [1,2]. To achieve this goal, engineers must address the gas generation
phenomenon that plagues Li-ion batteries, particularly battery cells that employ liquid
electrolytes. The gas generation phenomenon is commonly associated with irreversible
parasitic reactions that lead to capacity loss and degradation of battery performance [3].
Significant volumes of gas are generated in the formation cycle since solid electrolyte
interphase (SEI) formation involves electrochemical reactions that produce unwanted
gaseous products [4–6], and gaseous products may also generate spontaneously during
storage. The gas generation phenomenon occurs predominantly at the interface between
the electrode and electrolyte, and hence, there are two distinct approaches for stabilizing
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the electrode surface: (i) electrode surface treatment, and (ii) electrolyte additive addition.
In the first approach, the surface treatment creates a coating layer on the electrode and
stabilizes the reactive regions on the electrode surface [7]. In the latter approach, additives
in the electrolyte react with the electrode surface and produce an interphase layer. While
both aforementioned methods have similar aims, the use of additives can be a more cost-
effective approach when an ideal additive is available. Since additives usually undergo
electrochemical oxidation or reduction prior to other reactants (e.g., solvent molecules and
salt anions), there are efforts to use additives to block gas generation reaction pathways [8].

In searching for an ideal additive material, our efforts focused on sulfone-based
solvents, as these solvents have wide electrochemical windows with high anodic stability
at high voltages [9–13]. In particular, fluorinated sulfone electrolytes assist in the SEI
layer formation on the anode and demonstrate exceptional anodic stability in high voltage
cells [9,10]. In this study, divinyl sulfone (DVSF) was the most promising additive due
to the 50% reduction in gas generation for battery cells that used electrolyte mixtures
with DVSF.

Ab initio molecular dynamics (AIMD) simulations were proven to be useful for
electrolyte reactions [14,15] as well as for the modeling of a battery’s electrode [16–18]. In
our study, AIMD simulations of electrolyte mixtures were performed to better understand
the effects of DVSF additives. The overall model workflow was identical to the one applied
in our previous study on electro-reduction reactions of an electrolyte mixture [19]. A key
element of the workflow was adding a certain number (n) of Li+ excess first to the electrolyte
mixture while maintaining the simulation cell charge as n+ and, at a certain point in time,
supplying the same number of electrons to initiate reductive reactions. In our previous
study, gaseous products predicted by the model were in fairly good agreement with the
recent in situ gas measurements in literature [20]. Therefore, we applied the same workflow
in this study to determine the possible mechanisms behind the effects of DVSF additives.

2. Results and Discussion

For a range of DVSF concentrations, the differential charge capacity (dQ/dV) as a
function of the applied voltage is shown in Figure 1a. While the fluoroethylene carbonate
(FEC [21]) reduction’s peak position was at ~2.65 V, the addition of DVSF shifted the peak
position to ~2.3 V, and the peak height was significantly suppressed. This indicated that
the LUMO energy level of DVSF was lower than the FEC solvent molecules, which was
attributed to the C=C double bond in the vinyl group of DVSF.

In Figure 1b, we present the volumetric measurement data of the gaseous products
generated from the battery cells. For these measurements, the fully charged battery cells
(18,650 type) were stored at relatively high temperatures (~60 ◦C) for ten consecutive days.
The gas measurements could only be performed in a destructive manner to detect the
various gaseous products. Regardless of the electrolyte mixture composition, the CO2
and CO gases account for a large fraction of the gas product volume. The most generated
gas species for the reference electrolyte mixture was CO2; however, the relative ratio
between CO2 and CO changed with increasing DVSF concentrations. At a DVSF content
of 2%, CO became the dominant product species, which implied that the DVSF additive
prohibited the reaction pathway of CO2 generation more effectively than CO did. The
total volume of gas generation became less than 40% when 2wt% of the DVSF additive
was mixed with the reference electrolyte. The CO2 gas that evolved in the lithium-ion
battery could have originated from several candidates, such as cathode materials, surface
free lithium compounds (i.e., Li2CO3 and LiOH) [22–24], the main solvent in the electrolyte
(carbonates) [20,25], or the most likely candidate, fluoroethylene carbonate (FEC).
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Figure 1. (a) Differential capacitance plot with respect to the applied voltage. The peak positions
changed when the different amounts of DVSF were added to the reference electrolyte. (b) The amount
of gaseous products measured with respect to the volume % of DVSF additives. (c) Capacity change
over repeated charge-discharge (1C/1C) cycles. Up to the initial 90 cycles, the cell with 1% DVSF in
the electrolyte had a slightly higher capacity than the reference cell. However, in the extended cycles,
the battery cell with higher DVSF concentration had lower capacity than the reference battery cell.
Note that the reference electrolyte was 1.15M of LiPF6 solvated in the mixture of FEC, EC, DMC, and
EMC with a 5:20:35:40 volume ratio.

In contrast to the reduction of CO2 gas generation by DVSF, the CO gas generation
did not decrease further as the concentration of DVSF increased from 0.5% to 2.0%. A
fraction of CO gas was generated from other cyclic carbonates (e.g., EC) [26,27]; however,
blocking its reaction pathway was not as effective as the CO2 gas generation’s prevention
by FEC. This phenomenon is discussed further in the presentation of the computational
modeling results.

Despite the effective reduction of gas generation, one may question whether there are
any negative side effects on the battery’s performance. Therefore, as shown in Figure 1c,



Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2022, 23, 7328 4 of 14

we investigated the change in the capacity as a function of the number of charge-discharge
cycles. Compared with the reference cell, a negligible difference was found for the initial 90
cycles, and noticeable capacity loss was found for >90 charge-discharge cycles. After 200
cycles, the battery cell’s capacity with 1% of DVSF in the electrolyte was 2.4% less than the
reference cell. This degree of capacity loss was in the acceptable range [28–30]; however, a
further loss could be expected if more DVSF is added to the electrolyte, and additional care
is needed when considering the application of higher DVSF concentrations [31,32].

In order to examine the effect of FEC, battery cells with two different electrolyte mix-
tures were prepared: (i) EC:DMC:EMC with a ratio of 20:40:40, and (ii) FEC:EC:DMC:EMC
with a ratio of 5:20:35:40. When we compared the generated gas species after ten consecu-
tive days of storage at 60 ◦C, we found that the CO2 generated from the cell that used the
electrolyte with 5% of FEC stood out. Therefore, we can conclude that CO2 generation is
closely associated with the electrochemical reactions of FEC molecules, and DVSF additives
may disrupt FEC reaction pathways.

In this study, a destructive approach was used in the gas measurements; hence, contin-
uous monitoring of the gas generation in a single battery cell was impossible. Therefore,
several identical battery cells were manufactured in order to overcome this obstacle. By
measuring the gas generation of those battery cells at different stages, we could indirectly
trace the volume of each gaseous species as a function of time. For this study, three battery
cells were prepared to measure the gas in the following three stages: (i) pre-charged to 60%
of battery capacity at a rate of 0.2C and then stored for 24 h at 25 ◦C; (ii) 10 consecutive
days of storage at 60 ◦C; and (iii) 30 consecutive days of storage at 60 ◦C.

As shown in Figure 2, the composition of the generated gas changed over time. The
significant amount of hydrogen generated after pre-charging became much smaller after the
ten days of storage at 60 ◦C. We speculated that other reactions consumed the H2 molecules
while the cell was stored. On the other hand, the gas measurement data show that the
CO2 and CO volumes continuously increased and became the dominant gas species after
10 and 30 days of storage. If gaseous species are generated mainly during pre-charging
or the formation cycle, the appropriate modeling must include reductive reactions of
the electrolyte mixture. However, our experiments demonstrated that gas species were
generated during spontaneous discharging when electrolytes were exposed to an electro-
oxidative environment. Therefore, additional AIMD was performed in an electro-oxidative
environment after the electrolyte mixture underwent initial electro-reductive reactions.
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Figure 2. In order to show how the relative ratio of gaseous species changed over time, we showed
the gas analysis results, particularly for the three cells that belong to three different stages. The
pre-charging cell was charged up to 60% of capacity with a 0.2C rate and stored for one day at 25 ◦C.
For the other two cells, we stored them for 10 and 30 days after fully changing them.
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Since the only cyclic carbonate we considered in the modeling was FEC, the gaseous
products found in AIMD were predominantly CO and CO2. The numbers of gas molecules
from the electrolyte with and without DVSF additives are listed in Table 1. Please note
that we sampled ten different structures for a single electrolyte composition; however,
the solvation structures varied. Therefore, the generated gas species differed when each
sampled structure went through the reduction and oxidation cycle. This indicated that
the solvation structure at the moment when electrons were supplied played a critical role
in electrochemical reactions, including gas generation. For the quantitative evaluation,
we used the simple summation of the total number of gas molecules from 10 different
structures. In electrolytes without DVSF, 11 CO molecules and 0 CO2 were generated after
the electro-reductive reaction, as shown in Table 1. After oxidation, 14 CO and 7 CO2
molecules were generated. Noticeably, oxidation produced more CO2 molecules. This
result was consistent with the previous study in that the CO2 molecule generation from
reductive reactions is rare. Furthermore, this also implied that CO2 generation might be
associated with secondary oxidation reactions of the reduced electrolyte. The number of
generated gas molecules for the electrolyte mixture with DVSF was much fewer. Only
one and two CO2 molecules were generated in the reduction and oxidation reactions,
respectively. Note that the DVSF concentration (20% in number) was more than that of
electrolyte (a few % in volume) in real experiments. Therefore, its influence on the gas
amount became significant (21 vs. 2) compared with the experiment.

Table 1. Newly generated gas molecules through reductive reactions and following oxidation
reactions of mixture electrolyte with and without the divinyl sulfone (DVSF) additive.

FEC + DMC FEC + DMC + DVSF
Red Red + Ox Red Red + Ox

CO CO2 CO CO2 CO CO2 CO CO2

Str. -01 2
Str. -02 2 2
Str. -03 1 1 1
Str. -04 1 1 1 1 2
Str. -05 1 1 1
Str. -06 1 2 1
Str. -07 1 2
Str. -08 1 1
Str. -09 2 2
Str. -10 1 2 1

Total 11 0 14 7 0 1 0 2

The typical reaction pathways for CO and CO2 gas generation that were observed
in AIMD modeling are summarized in Figure 3a,b, respectively. While CO generation
was frequently found in the reductive reaction [33], an additional oxidation reaction was
necessary to observe CO2 generation. The initial ring-opening and F-abstraction occurred
near-simultaneously to create two atomic sites for additional electron accommodation (C−

and F−). An electron from a carbon atom was transferred to a neighboring oxygen atom
(O−), which led to the generation of a CO molecule. For CO2 generation, two different
reaction pathways could occur, depending on the C–O bond’s breaking sequence, as shown
in Figure 3b. Upon electro-reduction, similar to the CO generation in Figure 3a, the ring-
opening and F-abstraction happened first (see Figure 3b). If an oxidation condition were
imposed on the reduced electrolyte where the reaction had not yet proceeded to the point
of CO gas generation, CO2 gas could be generated. Even though the details differed, the
common reaction scheme for CO2 generation out of FEC was similar. An initial electro-
reduction led to the ring-opening of the FEC molecule, which left a ring-opened carbonate
with a negative charge and F− ion behind. When an electro-oxidation condition was
imposed in the following AIMD, the negative charge at the F and O atomic sites needed to
disappear. The AIMD solution led to the formation of new bonds with neighboring atoms,
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and hence, the F atom formed a bond with either carbon or hydrogen. Naturally, this led to
the C–O bond breaking and subsequent generation of a neutral CO2 molecule. Interestingly,
path 2–2 produced another neutral molecule by merging the two ionic species, which had a
higher molecular weight than that of the solvent molecules.

Figure 3. Reaction mechanism of (a) CO and (b) CO2 gas generation out of FEC. CO gas molecules
are generated mainly from electro-reductive reactions. However, CO2 molecules are generated when
reduced FEC goes through oxidative reactions. The dotted green line indicates the bond breaking, and
the orange oval is the moiety that broke off to become gas molecules after the reaction. In addition,
the solid green lines indicate the formation of the new bond. The dotted green line with an arrow
shows the transfer of hydrogen atom.

The presence of DVSF changes the reaction pathway of the electro-reductive and the
following oxidative reactions. The typical reductive reaction we found was the merging
of DVSF with other cyclic carbonates such as FEC, as shown in Figure 4. As confirmed
by the dQ/dV curve, the LUMO of DVSF was relatively lower than that of the other
solvent molecules, such as FEC and DMC. This was attributed to the C=C anti-bonding
in the vinyl group, since that was a π* character. Since the electronic occupation in the
LUMO of DVSF increases the total energy of the electrolyte, the electrolyte system may
alleviate this instability by forming new C–C bonds between DVSF and FEC. The change
in distance between the relevant atoms offers information on the temporal sequence of
new bond formation and existing bond separation. As shown in Figure 4, the ring-opening
reaction occurred approximately 700 fs after the bond formation. In addition to this bond
breaking and formation, the change in bond order can also be observed. Before the merging
reaction, the C–C distance of vinyl carbon, which was originally in the range of the C=C
double bond, became elongated to the length of a single C–C bond after the formation
of the intermolecular C–C bond. As a result, a new organic ion with a negative charge
was generated, and we saw that the gas generation reactions from FEC were blocked. Our
simulations showed that the bond breaking from electrochemical reactions mainly occurred
at the C–O bonds. As a result of the bond breaking, new atomic sites that accommodate
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electrons were generated. However, none of the C–O bond breaking in the structure in
Figure 4 could generate gaseous molecules.

+   2e−

Figure 4. Merging of FEC with DVSF in the electro-reductive condition. One of the double-bonded
carbons in vinyl moiety formed a new bond with a carbonyl carbon of FEC. The distances between
characteristic atoms show the formation and breaking of bonds. The purple line indicates the distance
between two carbon atoms in the vinyl moiety. The increase after the reaction indicates the decrease
of bond order. The dark green line indicates C–C bond formation that leads to the merging of
two molecules. The ring-opening of FEC is shown with C–O distance that is marked with cyan color.

Due to the limitation on the boundary size of the model, further reactions of the ionic
species generated out of the merging reaction are not available in this study. However,
we noted that there was one more intact vinyl moiety even after the first merging reac-
tion. We expect that another merging reaction will be available when additional electrons
are transferred.

We deduced that this merging reaction of DVSF had a preference. As shown in the
merging reaction mechanism, it was initiated by charged solvent molecules. If there are
different types of solvent molecules with distinct LUMO levels, the molecules with lower
LUMO levels are more likely to merge with DVSF [34,35]. In the experiments, both FEC and
EC solvent molecules were present in the mixed electrolyte, and since the FEC molecules
had lower LUMO levels than those of the EC molecules [35,36], merging reactions with
DVSF are more likely to occur with FEC. Therefore, blocking of the gas generation reactions
by EC solvent molecules was not as effective as that of FEC, which may be the reason for
the lack of further CO gas generation reduction when DVSF concentrations increased from
0.5% to 2.0% (see Figure 1b). Unfortunately, experimental support for this merging reaction
is not yet available since products from this merging reaction undergo additional complex
reactions to eventually become a certain type of interphase layer (SEI, solid electrolyte
interphase) on the electrode surface.

Electrochemical reactions are basically driven by electrons. Therefore, to better under-
stand chemical bond rearrangements such as bond formation and breaking, it is necessary
to study the change in electronic structures. As shown in Figure 5a, the total density of
states (TDOS) of the electrolyte mixture showed peaks relevant to the LUMO of DVSF.
Before adding additional electrons, five LUMO levels of DVSF are distributed right below
the LUMO levels of FEC. From the nodal planes of the LUMO wave function, it was easily
recognized that the LUMO level had a π* character. If electrons were added to this system,
the electrons would occupy one of the LUMO of DVSF and, at the same time, the LUMO
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level of a nearby FEC molecule. With this additional electron, the carbonyl carbon of FEC
moved out of the CO3 plane. As shown in Figure 5b, the LUMO wave function of buckled
FEC had a higher electronic density than the carbonyl carbon. Since the two LUMO levels
were relatively high in energy, the system tried to minimize the total energy by forming
a bond between the vinyl carbon and the carbonyl carbon. This significant amount of
energy gain was the driving force of the merging reaction between FEC and DVSF. After
the electron transfer, newly generated gap states were found in the total density of states,
which indicated the bond rearrangement after the electro-reductive reactions. Among them,
the occupied levels indicated atomic sites that accommodated electrons. This is shown in
the plot of the wave function (see Figure 5c), where atomic sites that were expected to have
electrons actually had higher electron density.

Figure 5. (a) Total density of states (TDOS) of the electrolyte mixture. The LUMO of divinyl sulfone
(DVSF) was also the LUMO of the whole electrolyte system; therefore, additional electrons occupied
this state. (b) There was an interaction between the partially occupied LUMO of DVSF with the
unoccupied LUMO level of buckled FEC. Therefore, this interaction resulted in a C–C bond that, in
turn, formed radicals with higher molecular weights. (c) The electronic wave function of the gap state
confirmed that the electrons were indeed located at the positions of the radicals that were marked in
the molecular graph.

Since AIMD simulations also show gas generation, detailed reaction pathways can be
analyzed. As shown in Table 1, most CO2 molecules were generated through the following
oxidation rather than through the initial electro-reductive reactions. The relative ratio
was 7:0 and 2:1 in the electrolyte without and with DVSF additive molecules, respectively.
The schematics of the detailed reactions that we observed through AIMD simulations are
presented in Figure 6. The solid green lines indicate bond formation, and the green dotted
lines indicate bond breaking. The numbers marked in green show the sequential order of
bond breaking. Upon reductive stress, the responses were mainly bond breaking, which
led to the creation of atomic sites that could accommodate additional electrons. However,
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upon oxidative stress, bond breaking and bond formation took place simultaneously.
Since electrons were suddenly eliminated in the system, specific atomic sites that had an
additional electron became very unstable, thereby forming bonds with nearby atoms. The
formation of the new bonds also induced C–O bond breaking. If bond breakings lead
to stable reaction products, those reactions are energetically favored. We speculated that
the CO2 gas molecule was the most stable among the species generated by available C–O
bond breakings.

Figure 6. Reactions of CO2 gas generation were observed through AIMD modeling. Both the
(a) reductive reaction and (b) oxidative reaction produced molecular CO2. Overall, the CO2 generation
reactions were observed much more frequently in the electrolyte without the DVSF additive. The
majority of CO2 gases were generated in the following oxidation rather than in the initial reductive
process. The solid green lines indicate bond formation, and the dotted green lines indicate bond
breaking. The atoms in the orange circle become a CO2 gas molecule after an oxidative reaction.

We also found that the same oxidative stress could occasionally cause CO generation
or CO consumption. When two electrons suddenly disappeared, a chemical bond rear-
rangement occurred, as shown in Figure 7, where the noticeable response involved a proton
transfer (marked as a green dotted arrow) and bond formations (marked as solid green lines.
The modeling analysis reflects the dynamic characteristics of the gas generation reaction,
gas molecules’ generation, and gas molecule consumption that could arise simultaneously
depending on the local environment.
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Figure 7. Two reaction pathways show that molecular CO can be either (a) generated or (b) consumed
by the oxidative process. Solid green lines indicate bond formation, and dotted green lines with an
arrow indicate hydrogen (proton) transfer.

3. Materials and Methods
3.1. Cell Preparation

The main elements of the assembled cylindrical 18650-type cells with a 540 mAh
capacity were the following: (i) a cathode, (ii) an anode, and (iii) a separator (Celgard,
Charlotte, NC, USA). In this study, the cathode material was based on a slurry mixture of
NCM (Ni:Co:Mn = 88:10:2, Ecopro, Ochang-eup, Korea), LITX 200 (Cabot, Billerica, MA,
USA), and polyvinylidene difluoride (PVDF, Solvay, Brussels, Belgium) with a weight ratio
of 95:2.5:2.5. Two different anode materials were used to study the electrode dependency
for the gas generation: (i) a blend of graphite materials (MC09:MC20:MC10 = 45:45:10) and
an SBR:CMC (1.5:1) binder with a 97.5:2.5 weight ratio; and (ii) a 94.5:0.5:5 weight ratio
mixture of silicon-carbon nanocomposite (SCN), vapor-grown carbon fiber (VGCF), and
AG binder. For each cell, 1.6 mL of electrolyte was injected. The reference electrolyte was
1.15 M LiPF6 in a solvent mixture of fluoroethylene carbonate (FEC), ethylene carbonate
(EC), dimethyl carbonate (DMC), and ethyl methyl carbonate (EMC) with a volumetric ratio
of 5:20:35:40. Three additional electrolytes were prepared by adding varying quantities of
the divinyl sulfone (DVSF, TCI) additive to the reference electrolyte.

The cylindrical 18650 type of cells were used for electrochemical characterization,
and every measurement was performed twice to ensure reliable data acquisition. The
chamber temperature was maintained at 25 ◦C during the electrochemical measurements.
The voltage sweep range was 2.8–4.3 V.
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For the volumetric measurements of the generated gas as a function of time, three iden-
tical battery cells that employed the same electrode and electrolyte composition were
manufactured. The gas generation out of each cell was measured at three different points
in time: (i) formation cell; (ii) 10 days of storage; and (iii) 30 days of storage. In order to
prepare the formation cell, the cells were initially cycled at a rate of 0.2C/0.2C and then
cycled again at a rate of 0.5C/0.2C to check capacity. Each of the storage cells was kept in a
60 ◦C chamber for 10~30 days after fully charging the formation cells.

3.2. Gas Measurement

The characteristics of the evolved gas were measured with two methods. One was a
quantitative method that used the gas pressure difference before and after accessing the
cell. For the closed system, the gas pressure measurement system (Mulimtech, Daejeon,
Korea) was reliably disconnected from the air and vented before measurement. After
measurement, the conversion of the gas pressure difference to volume was calculated using
the ideal gas law. The void volume of this system was carefully minimized as much as
possible for reliable measurements.

The other gas measurement method was both qualitative and quantitative. For this
measurement, a refinery gas analyzer (RGA, Agilent 7890B, Agilent Technologies, 2015,
Santa Clara, CA, USA) was used, and the collected gas from the gas pressure measurement
system was analyzed. This RGA system was also used after the vacuum-evacuated process.
Each evolved gas component and the amount were analyzed by this method. We found
that the sum of each gas component matched extremely well with the gas pressure. To
reduce the experimental error, the empty volume of each 18,650-type cell was checked at
each step and calibrated before the calculations.

The current method of gas measurement was a destructive approach, and measure-
ments showed cumulative amounts at certain points in time. Therefore, repeated or contin-
uous measurement was not available. All of the measured gas amounts were presented
after being divided by the weight of the active cathode material.

3.3. Computational Methods

In order to investigate the possible mechanisms of reduced gas generation by DVSF
additive, we performed ab initio molecular dynamics (AIMD) using the Vienna Ab Initio
Simulation Package (VASP) [37,38]. The overall computational scheme proposed in our
previous study was adopted here with some variation. To start, the solvation structures
were formed in the presence of four Li+ excess, and the same number of electrons were
added at a point in time for electro-reductive reactions. Since the gas composition analysis
in the experiments indicated that DVSF influenced gaseous species mainly from FEC, such
as CO and CO2, rather than C2H4 from EC, the only cyclic carbonate we considered in
our model was FEC. Therefore, the two compositions that were selected for the model
were FEC:DMC:LiPF6 (15:10:2) and FEC:DMC:DVSF:LiPF6 (15:5:5:2). Note, more cyclic
carbonates in computational modeling reflect the electrolyte composition in contact with
a polarized surface [39]. If a density of 1.3 g/cm3 for the mixture electrolyte is assumed,
two formula units of LiPF6 in 15.585 and 15.335 Å cubic cells correspond to 0.92 and 0.88 M
of salt concentration, respectively.

Since the size of the simulation cell became more tractable compared with what
we used previously, we increased the number of structural samplings. To prepare the
initial structure for AIMD, we made use of classical molecular dynamics (CMD) with
the COMPASS force field [40] as implemented in the Forcite module of Materials Studio.
Ten structures were generated using the amorphous cell module [41]. In doing so, each
constituting molecule was randomly mixed. With those ten structures, we performed
100 ps of NVT CMD at 500 K. The final structure of an individual run was used as the
initial structure for AIMD. Initially, 1 ps of AIMD with a +4 charge state was performed for
structural relaxation, and then another 2 ps of AIMD with neutral charge followed to model
an electro-reductive reaction. Note that the change of charge state from +4 to neutral (0)
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equated with an increase in the number of electrons in the electrolyte mixture. Thus, electro-
reductive reactions were expected to occur in the following AIMD run. The final structures
were analyzed with an in-house tool that examined the bond connectivity between atoms.
Gaseous products were easily recognized because our tool printed out each molecular
unit with respect to its molecular weight in descending order. A simple summation of gas
molecules generated in ten different structures was used to compare the relative quantities
of the generated gas. Other than gas generation reactions, other electrochemical reactions
were also analyzed in order to determine how DVSF minimized the gaseous products in
the electrolyte. After the electro-reductive reactions, we ran another AIMD with four fewer
electrons to model the subsequent electro-oxidations. This electro-oxidation was associated
with the reactions that occurred when the battery cells were stored. During storage, the
battery cells went through spontaneous discharge.

4. Conclusions

We experimentally demonstrated that a few percentages of divinyl sulfone (DVSF)
additive in liquid electrolyte curtailed the gas generation of a Li-ion battery by more
than 50%. In particular, the amount of formation gas turned out to be smaller than that
of the cells where the electrolyte without DVSF was used. The differential capacitance
data, together with density functional theory (DFT) calculations, show that the π* state of
C=C double-bonded carbons in the vinyl group accommodated electrons when additional
electrons were added. The outermost carbon atom of DVSF became reactive after receiving
the electron, thereby forming a bond with the carbonyl carbon of FEC that was another
reactive carbon when FEC received electrons. Once this bond was formed, the reaction
pathway from FEC toward gas generation was blocked. In particular, we found that
CO2 generation from FEC occurred when the electrolyte that had previously undergone a
reductive reaction was exposed to the oxidative condition. This reaction pathway for CO2
generation was also blocked when electrochemically reduced DVSF formed a bond with a
carbonyl carbon of cyclic carbonate. Both the experimental data on the gas-reducing effect
of DVSF and the computational study on the mechanism behind it offer valuable insight
into the design of new functional additives for battery electrolytes.

5. Patents

One US patent relevant to this work is registered with the following ID: US10847841.
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