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Abstract: This paper examines the impact of the characterisation technique considered for the
determination of the Li+ solid state diffusion coefficient in uncycled as in cycled Nickel Manganese
Cobalt oxide (NMC) electrodes. As major characterisation techniques, Cyclic Voltammetry (CV),
Galvanostatic Intermittent Titration Technique (GITT) and Electrochemical Impedance Spectroscopy
(EIS) were systematically investigated. Li+ diffusion coefficients during the lithiation process
of the uncycled and cycled electrodes determined by CV at 3.71 V are shown to be equal to
3.48× 10−10 cm2·s−1 and 1.56× 10−10 cm2·s−1 , respectively. The dependency of the Li+ diffusion
with the lithium content in the electrodes is further studied in this paper with GITT and EIS. Diffusion
coefficients calculated by GITT and EIS characterisations are shown to be in the range between
1.76× 10−15 cm2·s−1 and 4.06× 10−12 cm2·s−1 , while demonstrating the same decreasing trend with
the lithiation process of the electrodes. For both electrode types, diffusion coefficients calculated by
CV show greater values compared to those determined by GITT and EIS. With ageing, CV and EIS
techniques lead to diffusion coefficients in the electrodes at 3.71 V that are decreasing, in contrast to
GITT for which results indicate increasing diffusion coefficient. After long-term cycling, ratios of the
diffusion coefficients determined by GITT compared to CV become more significant with an increase
about 1 order of magnitude, while no significant variation is seen between the diffusion coefficients
calculated from EIS in comparison to CV.

Keywords: Nickel Manganese Cobalt; Li+ diffusion coefficient; ageing; Cyclic Voltammetry;
Galvanostatic Intermittent Titration; Electrochemical Impedance Spectroscopy

1. Introduction

Batteries are now essential components of our daily lives, whether it is in mobile phones,
in portable computers, for starting the car engine or for powering the satellite that sends radio
communication signals down to earth [1–3]. Further, electric vehicles (EVs) including hybrid electric
vehicles (HEVs), plug-in hybrid electric vehicles (PHEVs) and pure battery electric vehicles (BEVs)
are predicted to dominate the vehicle market [4,5]. Understanding the behaviour of the internal
degradation mechanisms occurring due to long term cycling of these batteries and their electrodes
is critical [6,7]. Limitations in the lifetime of lithium-ion batteries still reveal often to be an issue
in battery applications as in automotive [8–11]. In recent years, Lithium Nickel Manganese Cobalt
(NMC) for use in positive electrodes eventually offered improved cycle life, thermal stability and
energy density capabilities for lithium-ion batteries [12–15]. Generally, charging and discharging
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capabilities of electrodes are mainly linked to their lithium ion solid phase diffusion coefficient,
which is therefore recognised as a significant kinetic characteristic of Lithium ion intercalation electrode
materials [16]. In practice, rapid Li+ intercalation/deintercalation processes are required by demanding
applications such as in EVs. Therefore, electrochemical techniques are widely used and recognised for
the determination of Li+ diffusion coefficients in liquid electrolytes and in solids [17,18]. However,
a lack of knowledge regarding the impact of the characterisation technique and the influence of the
ageing on the Li+ diffusivity in Nickel Manganese Cobalt (NMC) electrodes still exists. It can be seen
in the literature that experimental determinations of the Li+ diffusion in the same material can often
lead to values differing from several orders of magnitude [19–24].

Therefore, a comprehensive diffusivity study for the intercalation process of Li+ in uncycled and
cycled NMC electrodes is presented with this paper. Three major electrochemical characterisation
techniques: Cyclic Voltammetry (CV), Galvanostatic Intermittent Titration Technique (GITT) and
Electrochemical Impedance Spectroscopy (EIS) were investigated. In this work, particularly the last
two GITT and EIS techniques were combined and performed as one single test protocol. Using these
techniques, the impact of the characterisation technique on the determination of Li+ solid state
diffusion coefficients in uncycled and cycled electrodes and their dependency on the lithium content
are demonstrated.

2. Materials and Methods

A commercial high energy pouch cell type of 20 Ah nonimal capacity (manufactured by EIG)
is studied in this work. The cell incorporates Li(Ni0.4Mn0.4Co0.2)O2 (NMC) and graphite materials
for the positive and the negative electrodes, respectively. The flow diagram of the experimental
investigations carried out on battery cells and electrodes is presented in Figure 1.

Figure 1. Flow diagram of battery cells and electrodes experimental procedures.

According to the different samples of battery cells and electrodes listed in Table 1, a first battery
cell was cycled at 35 ◦C temperature inside a CTS climate chamber [25]. Long-term charge/discharge
cycling was carried out by steps of 100 cycles with an PEC [26] (Leuven, Belgium) ACT battery tester.
The cell was charged/discharged in the voltage range [3 V; 4.15 V] with a current rate equal to 1 C
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(20 A). Discharging the cell was achieved by using constant current. For its charge, a constant current
was applied until its upper cut off voltage is reached, followed by a constant voltage charge for the
current to drop below 0.05 C (1 A). Next to this cell, a second cell that will be used as reference is taken
to be dismantled without being cycled for the analysis of its electrodes.

Table 1. Battery cells/electrodes and corresponding experimental testings.

Full Cells/Electrodes Fresh/Uncycled Aged/Cycled

Full cells
5 charge/discharge cycles (0.3 C/0.3 C)
at 25 ◦C (Preconditioning).

900 charge/discharge cycles (1 C/1 C)
at 35 ◦C (Accelerated Ageing).

Discharge at 25 ◦C to 2.7 V for disassembly and characterisation of electrodes.

Electrodes XRD, SEM, CV, GITT, EIS.

For electrochemical characterisation of its electrodes, the cycled battery cell was discharged at
a current rate equivalent to C/100 (0.2 A) to reach 2.7 V. Electrodes sheets were taken out from the
battery cell and cleaned with dimethyl carbonate (DMC) for removing the electrolyte. Samples were
punched from the recovered electrodes sheets and stored inside glass bottles covered on top with
aluminium foil. Thereafter, electrode samples were dried inside a glass vacuum chamber for 12 h
at 120 ◦C. EL-CELLs [27] (Hamburg, Germany) electrochemical equipments were used for testing of
18 mm diameter electrode samples. A Lithium foil was used as counter electrode, which was separated
by a 24 microns thickness and 24 mm diameter Celgard R© polypropylene (PP) separator sheet. Enough
to wet the electrode, 0.2 mL of Sigma-Aldrich R© EC:DMC (1:1 w/w) electrolyte (1 mol/L solution of
lithium hexafluorophosphate (LiPF6) in a mixture of ethylene carbonate and dimethyl carbonate) was
filled in the EL cells. In addition to the cycled battery cell, a non-cycled battery cell (or reference) was
disassembled following the same procedure.

The characterisation of both uncycled and cycled positive NMC electrodes was conducted
with a set of five different techniques as follows: X-ray Diffraction (XRD), Scanning Electron
Microscopy (SEM), Cyclic Voltammetry (CV), Galvanostatic Intermittent Titration Technique (GITT),
Electrochemical Impedance Spectroscopy (EIS).

Ex-situ X-ray diffraction characterisation has been performed for the determination of the
maximum lithium ion concentration in the solid phase of the electrodes which is required in the
determination of the Li+ solid phase diffusion by EIS. Electrode samples were analysed with a Bruker
(Karlsruhe, Germany) D5000 X-ray diffractometer with RX Cuα source. For the experiments, the 2θ

angle was set to vary between 10 and 80 degrees. The experimental XRD patterns were analysed
by Rietveld refinements. For each electrode, one fully lithiated (corresponding to 3 V) and one fully
delithiated (corresponding to 4.15 V) samples were prepared.

Scanning electron microscopy has been carried out for the analysis of the morphological features
associated to the microstructure of the uncycled and cycled NMC electrodes with a JEOL (Tokyo, Japan)
JSM-IT300 scanning electron microscope under 15 kV accelerating voltage. In this work, morphological
studies carried out by SEM are aimed for the determination of the active material particles radii which
are involved in the determination of the Li+ solid phase diffusion by GITT.

Cyclic voltammetry experiments were conducted on the uncycled and cycled electrodes with scan
rates between 0.011 mV·s−1 and 0.319 mV·s−1. Three repetitions of the potential sweeps for each scan
rate were carried out. The Galvanostatic Intermittent Titration Technique has been performed together
with the Electrochemical Impedance Spectroscopy characterisation in one test protocol. Both techniques
have been carried out and designed for the determination of the Li+ diffusion coefficient in the uncycled
and cycled NMC electrodes as function of their lithium content. The electrodes were charged to their
upper cut-off potential using a CC-CV method (C/30-0.5 C) followed at each 10% SoC by a sequence
of constant discharge current steps and relaxation periods (I = 0 A) for the stabilization of the potential
before to proceed to EIS measurements. The sinusoidal excitation signal and the frequency ranges
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associated to the electrochemical impedance spectroscopy measurements were equal to 3 mV and
[1 MHz; 10 mHz] respectively. The excitation voltage was optimised to reduce the noise level during
the measurements and still satisfy the linearity condition intrinsic to this technique. All experiments
were performed with a Bio-Logic (Claix, France) VSP electrochemical workstation and by keeping the
electrodes at 25 ◦C in a CTS (Hechingen, Germany) type T climate chamber.

3. Results and Discussion

3.1. Long-Term Cycling

The evolution of the discharge capacity and the State of Health (SoH) during long-term cycling of
the cell are illustrated in Figure 2.
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Figure 2. Aged battery cell discharge capacity and SoH evolutions with the number of cycles.

Initially the cell presented a capacity slightly higher (2%) than specified by the manufacturer.
After 100 cycles at 35 ◦C , no capacity drop is observed. Even a slight increase can be noticed. This is
possibly due to the 35 ◦C temperature condition which leads to enhanced electrochemical kinetics and
prevent from performances degradations in the early stage of the long-term cycling. Beyond 100 cycles,
it is observed that capacity fade occurs during cycling of the cell. On the long-term, 35 ◦C temperature
also enhance undesired electrochemical side reactions, resulting in performances degradations and
capacity fade. After 900 cycles the capacity was dropped to 95% of the initial capacity and the cell was
reserved for post-mortem analysis.

3.2. Material Identification

3.2.1. Ex-Situ X-ray Diffraction

Figure 3 illustrates the XRD patterns of the uncycled and cycled NMC electrodes in their lithiated
and delithiated states. The characteristic peaks are corresponding to the trigonal (or rhombohedral)
α-NaFeO2 (R-3m) structure as reported in [28,29]. The separation of the doublets peaks (006)/(102)
and (108)/(110) reveals highly ordered layered structures with a good hexagonal ordering for both
electrodes. After long-term cycling, the diffraction peaks of the cycled electrode are reduced compared
to those of the uncycled electrode. A new peak is observed in Figure 3a around 20◦ angle which
translates for the formation of an amorphous phase. This might indicate for side reactions between the
electrodes and the electrolyte and further for the degradation of their crystal structure. Particularly,
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the amorphous phase is believed to present a low conductivity and hinder the Li+ insertion/extraction
process [30].

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
2 Θ, degree

In
te

ns
ity

, a
.u

.

(0
03

)

(1
07

)

(0
18

)
(1

10
)

(1
13

)

(2
06

)
(1

16
)

*

(1
01

)

(1
02

)

(1
04

)

(1
05

)

Uncycled
Cycled

(a)

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
2 Θ, degree

In
te

ns
ity

, a
.u

.

(0
03

)

(1
01

)
(0

06
)

(1
02

)

(1
04

)

(1
05

)

(1
07

) (0
18

)
(1

10
)

(1
13

)

(2
06

)
(1

16
)

*
* *

Uncycled
Cycled

(b)

Figure 3. XRD patterns of the uncycled and cycled NMC electrodes in (a) their lithiated states and
(b) delithiated states.

Experimental XRD patterns were recorded and the crystal structures of the electrodes matching
their peaks were determined from Rietveld refinements. Changes in the lattice parameters are generally
tracked for understanding modifications induced in the electrodes crystal structure after cycling.
Corresponding a and c lattice parameters and unit cells volumes are listed in Table 2. Lattice parameters
a and c are related to the average metal-metal intra slab distance and to the average metal-metal inter
slab distance, respectively. Considering the rhombohedral crystal structure of the electrodes for which
the volume of a unit cell equals to one third of that of an hexagonal unit cell, the maximum Li+

concentration Cs,max in the electrodes is computed as follows with Equation (1):

Cs,max =
1

(V/3)× (NA)
(1)
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where V is the volume corresponding to one hexagonal unit cell and NA is the Avogadro constant
(6.02× 1023 mol−1).

Table 2 summarises the lattice parameters calculated from Rietveld refinements and the calculated
maximum Li+ concentrations in the lithiated and delithiated electrodes.

Table 2. Variations of the crystal structure parameters of the NMC electrodes with their lithiation state
and ageing.

a-Axis (Å) c-Axis (Å) V (Å3) Cs,max (mol/m3)

Electrode State Uncycled Cycled Uncycled Cycled Uncycled Cycled Uncycled Cycled

Lithiated 2.868 2.869 14.274 14.266 101.712 101.699 48,995 49,001
Delithiated 2.830 2.827 14.452 14.480 100.261 100.266 49,704 49,702

Difference in the structural parameters is seen between the lithiated and delithiated states of both
uncycled and cycled electrodes. This indicates as expected the dependence of the unit cell parameters
on the lithium content in the electrodes. Increase in the lattice parameter a and decrease in the lattice
parameter c are observed to occur with the Li+ insertion process in both electrodes types. The unit
cell volume evaluated for the lithiated electrodes are seen to be greater than that in the delithiated
electrodes. Consequently, maximum Li+ concentrations in the lithiated electrodes are then well lower
than in the delithiated electrodes. These observations are in agreement with the literature [31]. Further,
uncycled and cycled electrodes are seen to also differ from their unit cell parameters. Cycling is
observed to induce shrinkage in the unit cells volume and the lattice parameter c of the lithiated
electrode in comparison to the initially uncycled electrode. This reflects the loss of atoms from the
crystal structure of the lithiated electrodes. Shifts in the peaks positions towards higher 2θ angles
is observed after cycling for the lithiated electrodes, while characteristic peaks of the delithiated
electrodes are noticed to move with ageing towards lower 2θ angles. In practice, shifts towards lower
angles translate for vacancies in the crystal structure of the electrodes while shifts to higher 2θ are
associated to the existence of ions with an ionic radius lower than Ni2+.

Results from the analysis of the crystal structure parameters with ageing and the lithiation states
of the NMC electrodes are presented in Table 3.

Table 3. Variations of the crystal structure parameters of the electrodes with their lithiation state
and ageing.

NMC

Delithiated Lithiated

Parameter Uncycled Cycled Uncycled Cycled

c/a 5.10 5.12 4.98 4.97
I(003)/I(104) 1.67 1.97 1.73 4.08

(I(006) + I(102))/I(101) 0.46 0.52 0.33 0.17

It can be observed that the c/a ratio for both uncycled and cycled NMC electrodes is greater than
the 4.899, which demonstrates their crystalline layered structure [32]. The I(003)/I(104) intensity ratio
is inversely proportional to the degree of cation mixing between Li+ and Ni2+ in the lithium layer [33].
Cation mixing is a structural disorder where a partial occupation of Ni2+ on the crystallographic
3b sites of a Li+ and conversely a partial occupation of Li+ in 3a sites of Ni2+ in transition metal
layers may occur considering the close ionic radii of Li+ (0.76 Å) and Ni2+ (0.69 Å). In practice,
this phenomenon is known for deteriorating the electrochemical performance of the layered oxides
materials by decreasing their discharge capacity and hindering the diffusion pathway of Li+ [34,35].
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A higher concentration of cation mixing would lead to materials that are less ordered with a greater
Li+ diffusion barrier [36]. I(003)/I(104) intensity ratios greater than 1.2 indicate little cation mixing
for both uncycled and cycled electrodes [37]. The (I(006) + I(102))/I(101) ratio (or so called R-factor)
informs about the hexagonal ordering of the crystal structure of the electrodes. In practice, a small
ratio translates into a good separation in the transition metal and the Li+ respective planes [38,39]
yielding to a good hexagonal ordering [40]. With a higher R factor after cycling, it is found that the
hexagonal ordering of the initially delithiated electrodes is affected by ageing.

3.2.2. Scanning Electron Microscopy

Figure 4 illustrates the SEM images of the uncycled (a,c) and cycled (b,d) NMC electrodes at
different magnifications. The morphology of the active material particles of the electrodes were
examined from powders in their delithiated state. Both uncycled and cycled NMC active material
particles are seen to present spherical morphology. A slightly increased brightness is shown by the
SEM images of the cycled compared to the uncycled electrodes. This would suggest a relative higher
amount of non-electronic conductive material in the cycled electrodes.

Figure 4. Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) micrograph of the uncycled and cycled NMC electrodes
at ×1000 magnification rate (a,b) and ×3500 magnification rate (c,d).

The determination of the radius of the primary particles and the secondary particles (or also
designated by “agglomerates”) were conducted from the determination of the particle size distribution
of the SEM images in Figure 4. Particle size distributions associated to both electrodes types are
displayed in Figure 5. After cycling, particle size distribution is seen to shift towards lower particle
radii. The radius of the secondary particles in the uncycled electrodes is identified to be equal to 3.42 µm.
After cycling, the agglomerates are observed to have slightly decomposed into smaller particles of
3.07 µm radius. This might possibly indicate for the starting of chemical ex-foliation/corrosion and
particle cracking taking place in the cycled electrode samples due to cycling. The distribution of the
cycled particles radii is also seen to be broader than that of the uncycled electrode, which suggests for
more heterogeneous particle size distribution in cycled electrode in comparison to uncycled electrode.



Materials 2018, 11, 176 8 of 18

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Particle radius [ m]

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

F
re

q
u

e
n

c
y
 [

%
]

UNCYCLED
=3.42

UNCYCLED
=0.79

CYCLED
=3.07

CYCLED
=0.82

Uncycled electrode

Cycled electrode

Figure 5. Particle size distribution of uncycled and cycled NMC electrodes.

3.3. Electrochemical Characterisation

3.3.1. Cyclic Voltammetry

Cyclic voltammograms related to the uncycled and cycled electrodes at different scan rates
between 0.011 mV·s−1 and 0.319 mV·s−1 in the potential range [3 V; 4.15 V] are shown in Figure 6a,b,
respectively. Voltammograms of both electrodes types exhibit a single couple of redox peaks
corresponding to the oxidation and reduction of Ni2+/Ni4+ [32]. Oxidation peaks during the
delithiation process of the uncycled and cycled electrodes are observed at 3.8211 V and 3.8213 V,
respectively. During the lithiation process of the uncycled and cycled electrodes reduction peaks
are observed at 3.7157 V and 3.7107 V, respectively. At the same scan rate, after cycling, the anodic
peak potential is seen to slightly shift towards higher values while the cathodic peak potential tends
to slightly shift towards lower values. The difference between the redox potentials becomes then
slightly larger. Cycled electrode is found to present slightly less symmetrical voltammograms resulting
from increased potential difference ∆φp (in Table 4) and higher polarization degree. This observation
suggests for a lower reversibility during the lithiation/delithiation processes of the cycled electrodes
due to ageing. Accordingly, long-term cycling affects the Ni2+/Ni4+ redox reaction and the
polarisation of the electrochemical oxidation/reduction reactions in the electrodes.

As shown from the fitting results in Figure 6c,d, redox peaks currents of both electrodes exhibit
a linear relationship with the square root of the scan rate below 0.128 mV·s−1 scan rate. The linear
relationship demonstrates that the redox processes of both electrodes is rate determined by the Li+

diffusion in the electrodes for scan rates below the critical scan rate of 0.128 mV·s−1 . For both
electrodes, linear fitting of anodic peak currents are seen to display higher slopes than that of the
cathodic peaks. Further, fittings of the redox peak currents for the cycled electrode exhibit lower slopes.
Both scan rate and cycling are affecting the reversibility of the NMC electrodes.

Diffusion coefficients are calculated from the slope of the plot of the peak currents versus the
square root of the scan rates as in Equation (2), which applies for diffusion-controlled reactions with
the assumption of semi-infinite diffusion [41]

ip = 2.69× 105n(3/2)AD(1/2)C0ν(1/2) (2)

where ip is the peak current, n is the number of electrons transfered, D is the diffusion coefficient, C is
the Li+ concentration, A is the electrode surface area and ν is the scan rate.
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Figure 6. Cyclic voltammograms and redox peak currents as a function of the square root of the scan
rate for uncycled and cycled positive electrodes. (a) Cyclic voltammograms at scan rates 0.011 mV·s−1,
0.016 mV·s−1, 0.032 mV·s−1, 0.064 mV·s−1, 0.319 mV·s−1 for uncycled NMC electrodes. (b) Cyclic
voltammograms at scan rates 0.011 mV·s−1, 0.013 mV·s−1, 0.016 mV·s−1, 0.021 mV·s−1, 0.032 mV·s−1,
0.064 mV·s−1, 0.080 mV·s−1, 0.106 mV·s−1, 0.128 mV·s−1, 0.160 mV·s−1, 0.213 mV·s−1, 0.319 mV·s−1

for cycled NMC positive electrodes; Redox peak currents as a function of the square root of the scan
rate for uncycled (c) and cycled (d) positive electrodes.

The anodic and cathodic peak potentials, φpa and φpc in Figure 6a,b and their potential
difference ∆φp are presented in Table 4. Li+ solid phase diffusion coefficients Ds,pa and Ds,pc in
the electrodes at the corresponding redox potentials are calculated in Table 4, to be in the range
between 1.56× 10−10 cm2·s−1 and 5.10× 10−10 cm2·s−1 and corresponding values for mean and
standard deviation are presented in Table 5. In both electrodes, the diffusion of Li+ is around 1.5 times
faster during the delithiation compared to the lithiation process. This observation correlates with Li+

diffusion coefficients determined by cyclic voltammetry characterisation of electrodes in lithium-ion
batteries [42–44]. Ratios in diffusion coefficients between uncycled and cycled electrodes indicate
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the Li+ diffusion coefficient to decrease with ageing. It can be seen that long term cycling induced
a decrease in the Li+ diffusion about half of the diffusion initially associated to the uncycled electrode.
These lower Li+ diffusion coefficients indicate for worsen Li+ intercalation/deintercalation capabilities
and for lessen reversibility of these processes in the cycled electrodes.

Table 4. Redox peaks characteristics of NMC uncycled and cycled electrodes.

Electrode φpa[V ] φpc[V ] ∆φp[V ] Ds,pa [cm2/s] Ds,pc [cm2/s]
Ds,pc[cycled]

Ds,pc[uncycled]

Ds,pa[cycled]
Ds,pa[uncycled]

Uncycled 3.8211 3.7157 0.1054 5.10× 10−10 3.48× 10−10
0.5 0.4

Cycled 3.8213 3.7107 0.1106 2.73× 10−10 1.56× 10−10

Table 5. Mean and standard deviation of Li+ diffusion in NMC uncycled and cycled electrodes.

NMC

Uncycled Cycled

Mean and Standard Deviation Lithiation Delithiation Lithiation Delithiation

Mean [cm2/s] 3.50× 10−10 5.11× 10−10 1.59× 10−10 2.72× 10−10

Standard deviation [cm2/s] 4.85× 10−12 4.52× 10−12 2.10× 10−12 4.55× 10−12

3.3.2. Galvanostatic Intermittent Titration Technique

Galvanostatic Intermittent Titration Technique consists in applying constant current pulses
during a given time and measuring the potential response of the studied system. Fundamentally,
chemical diffusion coefficient, D in a system can be determined by GITT with Equation (3) (as long as
t << r2

D ) [45,46] in case particles can be considered as semi-infinite solids:

D =
4
π

(
1

SFzA

)2( I0(dE/dc)
dE/d

√
t

)2

(3)

with S, F, zA representing the particle area involved in the current pulses, the Faraday constant, the
charge number of the ion and I0, E, c designate the galvanostatic current step, the measured potential
and the surface concentration, respectively.

Basically, determination of diffusion coefficient with GITT characterisation rely on several
assumptions. For Li+ diffusion coefficient in electrodes, one dimensional semi-infinite particles
are considered. Second, the transport of lithium is assumed to follow the Fick’s law. Third, diffusion
coefficient are assumed not to vary during the current pulses. For small and short current pulses,
dE/dc and dE/d

√
t derivatives can be considered as constant and approached by ∆Es/∆c and ∆Eτ/

√
t.

Considering the relations between S, F, zA and I0, Li+ diffusion coefficient can be extracted from the
data associated to each current pulse according to Equation (4) [45,46] (as long as τ << L2

DLi+
):

DLi+ =
4L2

πτ

(
∆Es

∆Eτ

)2

(4)

where L is the characteristic diffusion length equal to Rs/3 for spherical-like active material particles
with a radius Rs determined in Section 3.2.2, τ is the duration of the discharge pulses, ∆Es and ∆Eτ

represent the changes in the steady state potential and in the transient potential of the electrode.
In this paper, GITT combined with EIS measurements were conducted together on the electrodes in a
single test protocol. The GITT characterisation was defined by discharge current pulses of amplitude
equivalent to C/30 i.e., 195 µA (uncycled electrode) and 186 µA (cycled electrode). The duration of
each pulse corresponds to the time needed to reach 10% discharge capacity of the electrodes. A total
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of 10 discharge current steps were performed on both uncycled and cycled electrodes. Each current
pulse was followed by a relaxation period with a duration equal to reach less than 0.1 mV/h potential
variation. The proposed methodology allows to reach a very stable potential (less than 0.1 mV/h
potential variation) at the level for which the EIS measurements are performed. Further the reduction
of the total test time compared to the case where the two experiments are performed separately is also
an advantage of this methodology.

Figure 7a shows the evolution of the diffusion coefficient in the solid phase of both electrodes as
a function of the potential. From the start of the discharge down to 3.8 V, Li+ diffusion coefficients
in both electrodes remain between 3× 10−13 cm2·s−1 and 1× 10−12 cm2·s−1 . This reflects a rather
law kinetic barrier for the lithiation of the electrodes. Further below 3.8 V, diffusion coefficients in
the uncycled and cycled electrodes are decreasing promptly towards 10−15 cm2·s−1 . At the end of
the lithiation process most active material particles are fully lithiated and the insertion of additional
lithium in remaining delithiated particles becomes more difficult. In comparison to the uncycled
electrode, the cycled electrode shows slightly lower Li+ diffusion in the beginning of the discharge.
This lower diffusion coefficient reflects a decreased conductivity properties compared to that of the
initially uncycled electrode. Although from 3.71 V, cycled electrode tends to exhibit relatively higher
Li+ diffusion coefficient in the end of the lithiation process compared to the initially uncycled electrode.
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Figure 7. (a) Diffusion coefficient in uncycled and cycled positive electrodes determined by GITT
characterisation. (b) Difference between cycled and uncycled electrodes.

Diffusion coefficients in cycled and uncycled electrodes determined by GITT at 3.71 V and their
ratio are presented in Table 6. After long-term cycling, electrodes exhibit a diffusion coefficient equal
to 8.60× 10−14 cm2·s−1 which is equivalent to an increase of almost 3 times compared to initially
uncycled electrodes. In contrast to CV, Li+ diffusion coefficient determined at 3.71 V by GITT is seen
to increase with ageing.

Table 6. Diffusion coefficients in uncycled and cycled electrodes at 3.71 V determined by GITT and
their diffusivity ratio.

Electrode Type Ds [cm2·s−1]
Ds,[cycled]

Ds,[uncycled]
[/]

Uncycled 2.98× 10−14
2.9

Cycled 8.60× 10−14
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3.3.3. Electrochemical Impedance Spectroscopy

Electrochemical Impedance Spectroscopy was conducted together with GITT characterisation
technique. Basically, diffusion phenomenon is associated to an impedance, namely the Warburg
impedance. At high frequencies the diffusion path for the species to diffuse is rather limited, hence the
Warburg impedance is low. At low frequencies the Warburg impedance is increased considering an
increase diffusion path for the diffusing species. Warburg impedance is defined as in Equation (5):

ZW = σ(ω)−1/2(1− j) (5)

which assumes the diffusion layer to be of infinite thickness. Warburg coefficient σ, associated to the
diffusion tail in the impedance spectra of the species reactants is defined in Equation (5) [17] as:

σ =
RT

n2F2 A
√

2

(
1

CO
√

DO
+

1
CR
√

DR

)
(6)

where ω stands for the radial frequency, DO and DR represent the diffusion coefficient of the oxidant
and the reductant, CO and CR represent the concentration of the oxidant and the reductant, R is the
gas constant constant, T is the absolute temperature, A is the surface area of the electrode, n is the
number of electrons transferred in the oxidation or reduction electrochemical reaction, F is the Faraday
constant. Particularly Equation (7) applies for reversible reaction, controlled by the diffusion of single
species due to a concentration gradient as in the case of Li+ diffusion phenomenon:

DLi+ =
R2T2

2A2n4F4C2
Li+σ2

(7)

with CLi is the concentration of lithium ion in the solid phase of the electrode.
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Figure 8. Samples of impedance spectra and corresponding linear fits for uncycled (a,b) and cycled
(c,d) electrodes.
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An electrical equivalent circuit including three resistances accounting for electrolyte or solution
resistance, the surface film and the charge transfer resistances, as well as two constant phase elements
for the surface film and the double layer capacitances, is associated to the impedance spectra of both
uncycled and cycled electrodes in Figure 8. Hence, Warburg factor, σ in this paper is determined by
Equation (8):

Zre = Rs + Rsei + Rct + σ(ω)−1/2 (8)

where Zre is the real part of the electrodes impedance, ω is the angular frequency, σ is determined by
linear fitting of the Zre versus (ω)−1/2 plot in Figure 8.

In Figure 9a during the lithiation process, the cycled electrode exhibits lower or equal diffusivity in
comparison to the uncycled electrode. The difference between the Li+ diffusion in uncycled and cycled
electrodes in the potential range [3.75 V; 4.15 V] is more pronounced compared to that determined by
GITT in Figure 7a.
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Figure 9. (a) Diffusion coefficient in uncycled and cycled positive electrodes determined by EIS
characterisation. (b) Difference between cycled and uncycled electrodes.

Diffusion coefficients in cycled and uncycled electrodes determined by EIS at 3.71 V and their
ratio are presented in Table 7. After long-term cycling, electrodes exhibit a diffusion coefficient equal
to 7.14× 10−14 cm2·s−1 which is equivalent to about half of the diffusion value in initially uncycled
electrodes. Similarly to CV, Li+ diffusion coefficients determined at 3.71 V by EIS are seen to decrease
with ageing.

Table 7. Diffusion coefficients in uncycled and cycled electrodes at 3.71 V determined by EIS and their
diffusivity ratio.

Electrode Type Ds [cm2·s−1]
Ds,[cycled]

Ds,[uncycled]
[/]

Uncycled 1.93× 10−13
0.4

Cycled 7.14× 10−14
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3.3.4. Comparison of the Techniques

Further comparison of the three techniques is presented in this section for both uncycled and
cycled electrodes. Figure 10a illustrates the solid phase diffusion coefficients obtained by GITT and
EIS characterisations on uncycled electrodes. Both techniques indicate the same decreasing trend
for the solid phase diffusion coefficient in the electrodes during their lithiation process. Overall,
disparities in lithium ion diffusion coefficients in the electrodes from both techniques are found below
4× 10−12 cm2·s−1 in Figure 10b. EIS shows higher diffusion coefficients compared to that calculated
from GITT. Differences in Li+ diffusion coefficients determined by GITT and EIS characterisations
might originate from inhomogeneities intrinsic to the electrodes material. Disparities that are typically
observed in practice with regard to the shape and size of the electrodes active material particles, may
affect the diffusion time constant associated to both techniques and therefrom lead to disparities in
their diffusion coefficient results [47].
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Figure 10. (a) Diffusion coefficients in uncycled positive electrodes from GITT and EIS characterisations.
(b) Difference between the two characterisation techniques.

Solid phase diffusion coefficients obtained from GITT and EIS characterisations on cycled electrode
are compared in Figure 11a. As for the uncycled electrode, both GITT and EIS characterisations for
the determination of the diffusion coefficient in the cycled electrodes show the same decreasing trend
throughout the insertion of the Li+ in the electrodes. Two regions can be identified from the electrode
potential equal to 3.71 V, above which EIS leads to greater diffusion than GITT and reversely to lower
diffusion below. Disparities in the diffusion coefficient values from both techniques are observed to be
below 2× 10−12 cm2·s−1 in Figure 11b.

Figure 12 presents the comparison of the Li+ solid phase diffusion coefficients calculated by
GITT, EIS and CV characterisations on uncycled and cycled electrodes. All three techniques agree
on Li+ diffusion coefficient in the electrodes to vary in the range between 1.76× 10−15 cm2·s−1 and
3.48× 10−10 cm2·s−1 . In Figure 12, in contrast to CV and EIS techniques, diffusion coefficient in the
electrodes at 3.71 V determined by GITT is shown to increase with ageing.
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Figure 11. (a) Diffusion coefficients in cycled electrodes from GITT and EIS characterisations.
(b) Difference between the two characterisation techniques.
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Figure 12. Diffusion coefficients in both electrode types from GITT, EIS and CV characterisations.

Table 8 lists the ratios of the diffusion coefficients determined for both electrodes by GITT and EIS
techniques compared to CV. These ratios are ranging between 8.56× 10−5 and 5.54× 10−4.

Table 8. Ratios in the diffusion coefficients determined by GITT and EIS techniques compared to CV.

Electrode Type Ds,GITT/Ds,CV[/] Ds,EIS/Ds,CV[/]

Uncycled 8.56× 10−5 5.54× 10−4

Cycled 5.51× 10−4 4.57× 10−4
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For uncycled and cycled electrodes, diffusion coefficients calculated from CV show greater values
compared to those determined by GITT and EIS. Diffusion coefficients determined by combined GITT
and EIS experimental protocol are associated to a longer time domain and hence closer from the
equilibrium state. After long term cycling, ratios of the diffusion coefficients from GITT compared
to CV become more significant with an increase about 1 order of magnitude, while no significant
variation due to ageing is seen between the diffusion coefficients from EIS in comparison to CV.

4. Conclusions

With this paper, the impact of the characterisation technique considered for the determination of
the Li+ solid state diffusion coefficient in uncycled as in cycled Nickel Manganese Cobalt oxide (NMC)
electrodes was systematically investigated by Cyclic Voltammetry, Galvanostatic Intermittent Titration
Technique and Electrochemical Impedance Spectroscopy. Li+ diffusion coefficients in the uncycled
and cycled electrodes determined by CV at 3.71 V are found equal to 3.48× 10−10 cm2·s−1 and
1.56× 10−10 cm2·s−1 , respectively. Diffusion coefficients calculated from GITT and EIS demonstrate
the same decreasing trend throughout the lithiation process of the electrodes and are ranging between
1.76× 10−15 cm2·s−1 and 4.06× 10−12 cm2·s−1 . Results presented in this paper suggest that CV lead to
greater diffusion coefficient values compared to those determined by GITT and EIS. At 3.71 V potential,
CV and EIS techniques lead to diffusion coefficients that are decreasing with ageing, in contrast to
GITT. After long-term cycling, an increase about 1 order of magnitude is found in the ratios of the
diffusion coefficients from GITT compared to CV, while no significant variation due to ageing is seen
between the diffusion coefficients from EIS in comparison to CV.
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PHEV Plug-In Hybrid Electric Vehicle
SoC State of Charge
SoH State of Health
XRD X-ray diffraction

References

1. Goodenough, J.; Kim, Y. Challenges for rechargeable batteries. J. Power Sources 2011, 196, 6688–6694.
2. Armand, M.; Tarascon, J. Building better batteries. Nature 2008, 451, 652–657.
3. Raijmakers, L.; Danilov, D.; Van Lammeren, J.; Lammers, M.; Notten, P. Sensorless battery temperature

measurements based on electrochemical impedance spectroscopy. J. Power Sources 2014, 247, 539–544.



Materials 2018, 11, 176 17 of 18

4. Thomas, C. Transportation options in a carbon-constrained world: Hybrids, plug-in hybrids, biofuels,
fuel cell electric vehicles, and battery electric vehicles. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 2009, 34, 9279–9296.

5. Berckmans, G.; Messagie, M.; Smekens, J.; Omar, N.; Vanhaverbeke, L.; Van Mierlo, J. Cost Projection of
State of the Art Lithium-Ion Batteries for Electric Vehicles Up to 2030. Energies 2017, 10, 1314.

6. Vetter, J.; Novak, P.; Wagner, M.; Veit, C.; Möller, K.; Besenhard, J.; Winter, M.; Wohlfahrt-Mehrens, M.;
Vogler, C.; Hammouche, A. Ageing mechanisms in lithium-ion batteries. J. Power Sources 2005, 147, 269–281.

7. Wohlfahrt-Mehrens, M.; Vogler, C.; Garche, J. Ageing mechanisms of lithium cathode materials.
J. Power Sources 2004, 127, 58–64.

8. Burns, J.; Kassam, A.; Sinha, N.N.; Downie, L.E.; Solnickova, L.; Way, B.M.; Dahn, J.R. Predicting and
Extending the Lifetime of Li-Ion Batteries. J. Electrochem. Soc. 2013, 160, A1451–A1456.

9. Smith, K.; Earleywine, M.; Wood, E.; Neubauer, J.; Pesaran, A. A comparison of Plug-In Hybrid Electric
Vehicle Battery Life across Geographies and Drive Cycles. In Proceedings of the 2012 SAE World Congress
and Exhibition, Detroit, MI, USA, 24–26 April 2012; pp. 24–26.

10. De Hoog, J.; Timmermans, J.M.; Ioan-Stroe, D.; Swierczynski, M.; Jaguemont, J.; Goutam, S.; Omar, N.;
Van Mierlo, J.; Van Den Bossche, P. Combined cycling and calendar capacity fade modeling of a
Nickel-Manganese-Cobalt Oxide Cell with real-life profile validation. Appl. Energy 2017, 200, 47–61.

11. Rahn, C.; Wang, C. Battery System Engineering; John Wiley and Sons: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2013.
12. Li, Z.; Chernova, N.; Roppolo, M.; Upreti, S.; Pertersburg, C.; Alamgir, F.M.; Whittingham, M. Comparative

Study of the Capacity and Rate Capability of LiNiy MnyCo1−2yO2 (y = 0.5, 0.45, 0.4, 0.33). J. Electrochem. Soc.
2011, 158, A516–A522.

13. Fu, C.; Li, G.; Luo, D.; Li, Q.; Fan, J.; Li, L. Nickel-Rich Layered Microspheres Cathodes: Lithium/Nickel
Disordering and Electrochemical Performance. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2014, 6, 15822–15831.

14. Gopalakrishnan, R.; Goutam, S.; Miguel Oliveira, L.; Timmermans, J.M.; Omar, N.; Messagie, M.;
Van den Bossche, P.; Van Mierlo, J. A Comprehensive Study on Rechargeable Energy Storage Technologies.
ASME J. Electrochem. Energy Convers. Storage 2017, 13, 040801.

15. Yoo, K.S.; Kang, Y.H.; Im, K.R.; Kim, C.S. Surface Modification of Li(Ni0.6Co0.2 Mn0.2)O2 Cathode Materials
by Nano-Al2O3 to Improve Electrochemical Performance in Lithium-Ion Batteries. Materials 2017, 10, 1273.

16. Du, W.; Gupta, A.; Zhang, X.; Sastry, A.; Shyy, W. Effect of cycling rate, particle size and transport properties
on lithium-ion cathode performance. Int. J. Heat Mass Transf. 2010, 53, 3552–3561.

17. Bard, J.; Faulkner, L. Electrochemical Methods; Wiley: New York, NY, USA, 1980.
18. Bruce, P.; Dunn, B.; Goodby, J. Solid State Electrochemistry; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, UK, 1995.
19. Cui, S.; Wei, Y.; Liu, T.; Deng, W.; Hu, Z.; Su, Y.; Li, H.; Li, M.; Guo, H.; Duan, Y.; et al. Optimized Temperature

Effect of Li-Ion Diffusion with Layer Distance in Li(Nix MnyCoz)O2 Cathode Materials for High Performance
Li-Ion Battery. Adv. Energy Mater. 2016, 6, 1–9.

20. Noh, H.J.; Youn, S.; Yoon, C.S.; Sun, Y.K. Comparison of the structural and electrochemical properties of
layered Li[NixCoy Mnz]O2 (x = 1/3, 0.5, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8 and 0.85) cathode material for lithium-ion batteries.
J. Power Sources 2013, 233, 121–130.

21. Kim, J.; Travis, J.; Hu, E.; Nam, K.; Kim, S.; Kang, C.; Woo, J.; Yang, X.; George, S.; Oh, K.; et al.
Unexpected high power performance of atomic layer deposition coated Li[Ni1/3 Mn1/3Co1/3]O2 cathodes.
J. Power Sources 2014, 254, 190–197.

22. Wu, W.; Xiao, X.; Huang, X. The effect of battery design parameters on heat generation and utilization in a
Li-ion cell. Electrochim. Acta 2012, 83, 227–240.

23. Shaju, K.; Rao, G.; Chowdari, B. Influence of Li-Ion Kinetics in the Cathodic Performance of Layered
Li(Ni1/3Co1/3 Mn1/3)O2. J. Electrochem. Soc. 2004, 151, A1324–A1332.

24. Wang, L.; Zhao, J.; He, X.; Gao, J.; Li, J.; Wan, C.; Jiang, C. Electrochemical Impedance Spectroscopy (EIS)
study of LiNi1/3Co1/3 Mn1/3O2 for Li-ion Batteries. Int. J. Electrochem. Sci. 2012, 7, 345–353.

25. CTS. Available online: https://www.cts-umweltsimulation.de/en/products (accessed on 4 July 2017).
26. PEC. Available online: http://www.peccorp.com/about-us/news/act0505-new-desktop-cell-testing-system

(accessed on 4 July 2017).
27. EL-CELL. Available online: https://el-cell.com (accessed on 13 March 2017).
28. Li, L.; Wang, L.; Zhang, X.; Xie, M.; Wu, F.; Chen, R. Structural and Electrochemical Study of Hierarchical

LiNi1/3Co1/3 Mn1/3O2 Cathode Material for Lithium-ion Batteries. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2015, 7,
21939–21947.

https://www.cts-umweltsimulation.de/en/products
http://www.peccorp.com/about-us/news/act0505-new-desktop-cell-testing-system
https://el-cell.com


Materials 2018, 11, 176 18 of 18

29. Yukinori, K.; Isao, T.; Hirohiko, A.; Yoshinari, M.; Tsutomu, O. Crystal and electronic structures of
superstructural Li1−x[Co1/3Ni1/3 Mn1/3]O2 (0 <= x <= 1). J. Power Sources 2003, 119, 644–648.

30. Wang, S.; Wu, Y.; Li, Y.; Zheng, J.; Yang, J.; Yang, Y. Li[Li0.2 Mn0.54Ni0.13Co0.13]O2− LiMn1.5Ti0.5O4 composite
cathodes with improved electrochemical performance for lithium ion batteries. Electrochim. Acta 2014, 133,
100–106.

31. Buchberger, I.; Seidlmayer, S.; Pokharel, A.; Piana, M.; Hattendorff, J.; Kudejova, P.; Gilles, R.;
Gasteiger, H.A. Aging Analysis of Graphite/LiNi1/3 Mn1/3Co1/3O2 Cells Using XRD, PGAA and AC
Impedance. J. Electrochem. Soc. 2015, 162, A2737–A2746.

32. Shaju, K.M.; Subba Rao, G.V.; Chowdari, B.V.R. Performance of layered Li(Ni1/3Co1/3 Mn1/3)O2 as cathode
for Li-ion batteries. Electrochim. Acta 2002, 48, 145–151.

33. Zhang, H.; Qiao, Q.; Li, G.; Ye, S.; Gao, X. Surface nitridation of Li-rich layered Li(Li0.17Ni0.25 Mn0.58)O2

oxide as cathode material for lithium-ion battery. J. Mater. Chem. 2012, 22, 13104–13109.
34. Zhang, X.; Jiang, W.; Mauger, A.; Gendron, F.; Julien, C. Minimization of the cation mixing in

Li1+x(NMC)1−xO2 as cathode material. J. Power Sources 2010, 195, 1292–1301.
35. Chen, H.; Hun, Q.; Huang, Z.; He, Z.; Wang, Z.; Guo, H.; Li, X. Synthesis and electrochemical study of Zr

doped Li[Li0.2 Mn0.54Ni0.13Co0.13]O2 as cathode material for Li ion battery. Ceram. Int. 2016, 42, 263–269.
36. Julien, C.; Alain, M.; Karim, Z.; Henri, G. Optimization of Layered Cathode Materials for Lithium-Ion

Batteries. Materials 2016, 9, 595.
37. Ohzuku, T.; Ueda, A.; Nagamaya, M. Electrochemistry and Structural Chemistry of LiNiO2(R3m) for 4 Volt

Secondary Lithium Cells. J. Electrochem. Soc. 1993, 140, 1862–1870.
38. Mohanty, D.; Li, J.; Nagpure, S.C.; Wood, D.L.; Daniel, C. Understanding the structure and structural

degradation mechanisms in high-voltage, lithium-manganese-rich lithium-ion battery cathode oxides:
A review of materials diagnostics. Mater. Res. Soc. Energy Sustain. 2015, 2, 1–24.

39. Reimers, J.; Dahn, J. Electrochemical and in situ X-ray diffraction studies of lithium intercalation in LixCoO2.
J. Electrochem. Soc. 1992, 139, 2091–2097.

40. Luo, X.; Wang, X.; Liao, L.; Gamboa, S.; Sebastian, P. Synthesis and characterization of high tap-density
layered Li[Ni1/3Co1/3 Mn1/3]O2 cathode material via hydroxide co-precipitation. J. Power Sources 2006,
158, 654–658.

41. Bard, A.J.; Faulkner, L.R. Electrochemical Methods: Fundamentals and Applications, 2nd ed.; John Wiley and Sons:
Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2001.

42. Li, X.; Liu, J.; Banis, M.; Lushington, A.; Li, R.; Cai, M.; Sun, X. Atomic layer deposition of solid-state
electrolyte coated cathode materials with superior high-voltage cycling behavior for lithium ion battery
application. Energy Environ. Sci. 2014, 7, 768–778.

43. Xiao, Z.; Zhang, Y.; Hu, G. An investigation into LiFePO4/C electrode by medium scan rate cyclic
voltammetry. J. Appl. Electrochem. 2015, 45, 225–233.

44. Lee, Y.; Ryu, K. Study of the lithium diffusion properties and high rate performance of TiNb6O17 as an
anode in lithium secondary battery. Nat. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 16617.

45. Weppner, W.; Huggins, R. Determination of the Kinetic Parameters of Mixed Conducting Electrodes and
Application to the System Li3Sb. J. Electrochem. Soc. 1977, 124, 1569–1578.

46. Wen, C.; Boukamp, B.; Huggins, R. Thermodynamic and Mass Transport Properties of LiAl.
J. Electrochem. Soc. 1979, 126, 2258–2266.

47. Levi, M.; Aurbach, D. Characterization of Materials: Potentiostatic and Galvanostatic Intermittent Titration
Techniques; John Wiley and Sons: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2012.

c© 2018 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Results and Discussion
	Long-Term Cycling
	Material Identification
	Ex-Situ X-ray Diffraction
	Scanning Electron Microscopy

	Electrochemical Characterisation
	Cyclic Voltammetry
	Galvanostatic Intermittent Titration Technique
	Electrochemical Impedance Spectroscopy
	Comparison of the Techniques


	Conclusions

