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Abstract

The formation of the solid-electrolyte interphase (SEI) and the associated capacity fade is an ongoing
research topic for understanding the aging behavior of lithium-ion batteries. The current density distri-
bution inside the graphitic anode mainly defines the homogeneity of the aging behavior. The presented
work analyzes the influences on the formation of the SEI over cycling of lithium-ion cells. To describe
the aging behavior, a physicochemical model is implemented and the inhomogeneity of SEI growth
within the graphite electrode is studied. The non-uniform charge distribution can qualitatively be
measured by means of electrochemical impedance spectroscopy. With the aid of a laboratory multiple
working electrode cell, equilibration effects within the graphite particles and perpendicular through
the electrode plane can be quantitatively measured for up to 40 h. The subsequently implemented
model which accounts for the dominating equilibration processes is used to perform a design variation
study to improve the current density distribution within the electrode. By including pore channels to
reduce the overall tortuosity of the electrode, utilization as well as rate capability of a thick electrode
can be improved and also SEI growth becomes more homogeneous.

Zusammenfassung

Die Bildung der Solid-Electrolyte Interphase (SEI) und der damit verbundene Kapazitätsverlust be-
finden sich im Fokus der Forschung, um das Alterungsverhalten von Lithium-Ionen-Batterien zu ver-
stehen. Die Stromdichteverteilung in der Graphitanode bestimmt hauptsächlich die Gleichmäßigkeit
des Alterungsverhaltens. Die vorliegende Arbeit analysiert die Einflüsse der SEI-Bildung auf das Zyk-
lisierungsverhalten einer Lithium-Ionen-Zelle. Mit Hilfe eines in der Arbeit entwickelten physikalisch-
chemischen Modells kann das Alterungsverhalten beschrieben und das inhomogene SEI-Wachstum in
der Graphitelektrode beschrieben werden. Die ungleichmäßige Ladungsverteilung kann mittels elektro-
chemischer Impedanzspektroskopie qualitativ gemessen werden. Ausgleichseffekte über 40 h innerhalb
der Graphitpartikel und durch die Elektrodenschicht hindurch können mit einer Laborzelle, die aus
mehreren Arbeitselektroden besteht, quantitativ bestimmt werden. Ein auf den Relaxationsmessungen
aufbauendes Modell wird für eine Elektrodendesignstudie genutzt, die die Gleichmäßigkeit der Strom-
dichteverteilung verbessern soll. Durch das Einbringen von Transportkanälen in die Elektrode kann
die Tortuosität verringert werden. Dies führt zu einer gleichmäßigeren Ausnutzung der Elektrode sowie
zu einem besseren Ratenverhalten und schlägt sich in einem gleichmäßigeren SEI-Wachstum nieder.
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1 Introduction of the Solid Electrolyte Interphase

Due to thermodynamic instabilities of the electrolyte, a passivating layer called the solid electrolyte
interphase (SEI) is formed on the negative electrode in lithium-ion batteries.1,2 The SEI was first
described and named by Emanuel Peled in a paper called The Electrochemical Behavior of Alkali and
Alkaline Earth Metals in Nonaqueous Battery Systems – The Solid Electrolyte Interphase Model in
1979. Since he presented parts of his paper already in October 1977 at the annual meeting of The
Electrochemical Society in Atlanta, Georgia, the year 1977 is often found in literature as the year of
the first mentioning of the term.3 Although interfaces have been in focus since the beginning of battery
research,4 Peled started a quest for the Holy Grail of lithium-ion battery research.5 The search for a
perfect SEI is an ongoing research topic and to this date Web of Science finds more than 5,000 entries
with a topic concerning the SEI.6

Before going into details of SEI formation and the desired properties, the typical setup of a lithium-ion
cell is recalled in Figure 1.1.7 In nowadays commercially available lithium-ion cells, the anode consists
mainly of graphite and the cathode of either transition-metal oxide structures (with the transition-
metals such as nickel, cobalt and manganese) or phosphates with lithium iron phosphate (LFP) being
the best-known material.8 From a chemical definition the anode is the electrode that is oxidized while
the cathode is the electrode that is reduced. For batteries during discharge the negative electrode
is oxidized, i.e. the anode, and the positive electrode is reduced, i.e. the cathode. As this definition

Charging

Discharging

Anode Separator Cathode

Lithium-ion

Solid Electrolyte
Interphase

Graphite
structure

Transition-metal
oxide structure

Li+

Li+Li+Li+

Li+

Li+ Li+ Li+

Li+Li+
Li+ Li+

Li+ Li+

Li+ Li+

Li+ Li+

Li+

Li+

Li+

Li+

Transition-metal

Figure 1.1: Schematic depiction of a lithium-ion cell.7 Graphite is used as the anode material, since
lithium-ions can be reversibly intercalated during the charging process. Transition-metal
oxides are the most-used materials for the cathode side, as they provide lithium-ions from
their structure for reversible cycling.
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1 Introduction of the Solid Electrolyte Interphase

is reversed during charge, within the field of batteries the naming for the discharge scenario is used
invariably to avoid confusion.9

The depicted SEI covering the anode in Figure 1.1 will be subject of the rest of this chapter. Simplisti-
cally and schematically, the SEI is located between the separator and the anodic graphite structure. In
reality the SEI covers each graphite particle located between the separator and the current collector.
By the definition of Peled it is obvious why the SEI is called an interphase. It is a domain inside a
cell between the electrode and the electrolyte and has a certain thickness as well as its own electro-
chemical behavior. Still, some publications use the word interface instead of interphase. By definition,
an interface is the surface boundary between two phases and in case of an SEI containing battery
this would actually imply two interfaces, electrode/SEI and SEI/electrolyte. Therefore, the use of the
spelling interphase appears to be more correct and will be used in the remainder of this document.
This introduction will give an overview of Peled’s first paper and the basics of SEI formation mostly
based on the extensive reviews by Xu,4,10 An et al.11 and Collins et al.12

1.1 First scientific description of the SEI

In his paper Peled, introduces a 15 to 25Å thick layer that covers all alkali and alkaline earth metals
in non-aqueous batteries at first contact with the electrolyte solution and consists of metal as well as
solution reaction products. Since the layer has properties of a solid electrolyte (i.e. very low electronic
and high ionic conductivity) and is an interphase between electrode and electrolyte, it is called the
"Solid Electrolyte Interphase". He further states that the properties of the SEI will dictate the electro-
chemical behavior of a cell containing an SEI covered electrode. Therefore, some basic properties have
to be considered which are (i) the morphology of the interphase (porosity and crystal size of insoluble
products), (ii) the layer thickness δSEI, (iii) the transference numbers of electrons as well as cationic
and anionic defects and (iv) their respective mobility.3

In his model the SEI growth rate is determined by a mechanism of cathodic reactions (e.g. solvent
reduction), when assuming a dense SEI on the anode surface. Two extreme cases are conceivable in that
respect. The first is an inhomogeneous SEI by impurities in the cell building up cathodic areas that
allow electron flux and reduction of the solvent. Secondly, in a pure system without inhomogeneities,
the migration of electrons through the SEI is the rate determining step for new SEI formation.13 Both
mechanisms lead to a parabolic law of growth (t1/2). In reality not all lithium electrodes display that
parabolic behavior but comply with

δSEI = const · tα (1.1)

with values of α between 1/5 and 1/2, due to dependencies of e.g. the lithium-ion diffusion coefficient
or the SEI resistivity on the layer thickness. Also cracks and holes as well as other inhomogeneities in
the SEI will contribute to the deviation from α = 1/2.3 A detailed look into SEI modeling approaches
will be given in Chapter 3. The paper concludes that a proper anodic SEI is the key for all future bat-
teries working with non-aqueous electrolytes and that controlling SEI properties will improve battery
performance.3

After this historical introduction of the SEI’s first description on metal electrodes, the following sections
will reveal the progress to present day lithium-ion batteries and their respective passivation film on
carbon anodes. Since most of the discussion is focused on the anodic SEI, Section 1.5 will also consider

2



1.2 From lithium-metal to carbon and alloy anodes

a passivation film on the cathode.

1.2 From lithium-metal to carbon and alloy anodes

Two properties lead to lithium-metal being desired as the anode material – its electronegativity (about
−3.0V vs. Standard Hydrogen Electrode) and its weight (being the lightest metal in the periodic table
with 0.534 g/cm3). These properties in combination with a matching cathode lead to a high cell voltage
and a high specific capacity (lithium at 3.86Ah/g). However, the use of lithium-metal as an anode
in a cell setup poses a great risk due to inhomogeneous lithium deposition during cycling which may
result in dendrite growth. These dendrites can lead to separator punctuation and cause internal shorts
with a possibly following thermal runaway.4,12

Since lithium-metal exhibits the mentioned safety risks, research was directed to alternative materials
that still had the benefits of a high cell voltage and energy density. Similar to cathode materials,
intercalation electrodes became interesting and carbonaceous lattice structures emerged as the most
promising candidate which were known to store lithium since 1955.14 In intercalation electrodes, lithium
is stored in its ionic form and, hence, can not cause dendrite growth under normal usage which decreases
the safety risk. Also, due to an expansion of about 10% between intercalation and deintercalation,
mechanical stress and material degradation of carbon is relatively low.4,12,15

Graphite is the primarily used carbon in lithium-ion batteries due to its large crystallite domains which
lead to the highest intercalation capacities. In amorphous carbons, the structure is more random which
decreases its capacity but in return offers a larger surface than graphitic carbon which allows for an
increase in possible current rates. Additionally, the amorphous carbon surface has a higher resistivity
against solvent co-intercalation compared to graphite.12

The theoretical maximum in storable capacity within graphite amounts to 372mAh/g when a full
utilization (x = 1) is considered in the reversible chemical equation

LixC6
discharge

charge
xLi+ + 6 C + x e− (1.2)

In practice, capacities of about 350mAh/g are common. They can be higher (closer to theoretical
value) when very small currents are used.16

The conclusion by Fong et al.,15 that reductive electrolyte decomposition products settle on the carbon
surface and, hence, prevent further degradation as seen in Figure 1.2, is one of three statements that
are the foundation for the success of lithium-ion batteries with carbon anodes. In their paper they
extended Peled’s work3 from lithium-metal to carbon. The remaining two conclusions are that the
reduction process is primarily finished after the first cycle and that the electrolyte solvent structure is
mainly responsible for the formation of the passivation film. Since carbon emerged as the most widely
used anode in common day lithium-ion batteries due to an optimum in costs coupled with electrical
properties, carbon anodes will be the focus of the following considerations.

Newest developments for future anode materials are investigating lithium-metal alloys such as silicon
(Si) or tin (Sn) due to their higher specific capacity of 3579 to 4212mAh/g8,18,19 and 993mAh/g,20

respectively. The SEI layer on metal alloy anodes is similar to the one on graphite20 but faces greater
challenges due to the volume expansion of up to 400% between the charged and discharged state.8,10
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1 Introduction of the Solid Electrolyte Interphase
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Li+

Li+ Li+
Li+

Li+ Li+ Li+

Li+

Li+

Li+

Li+

Li+

Li+

Li+
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Figure 1.2: Schematic of the SEI formation process that starts with the first charge. Solvated lithium-
ions intercalate into the graphite structure and decompose. The decomposed solvent parti-
cles act as a barrier to other solvent molecules and ensure that only lithium-ions intercalate
in future cycles and no further co-intercalation of solvent molecules occurs.17

1.3 Importance of electrolyte composition

Whereas the electrode capability is measured based on its respective redox potential, electrolytes are
quantified by their electrochemical stability window which is the potential range between its oxidative
and reductive decomposition limits. A properly working electrolyte – consisting of a solvent and a
solute – needs to have certain properties besides being in its electrochemical window given by the redox
potential of the used electrodes. Those properties are (i) good ionic conductivity for lithium-ions and
corresponding electronic insulation for electrons, (ii) chemical stability toward other cell components,
(iii) robustness against thermal, electrical or mechanical abuse scenarios and (iv) eco-friendliness.4

The thermodynamically stable window of the electrolyte is given by its lowest unoccupied molecular
orbital (LUMO) and highest occupied molecular orbital (HOMO). Outside this window, the anode
will reduce the electrolyte and the cathode will oxidize the electrolyte. To prevent this reduction or
oxidation, an SEI or cathode electrolyte interphase (CEI) needs to form on the anode or the cathode,
respectively.21,22 This can be seen in Figure 1.3.

Electrolyte solvents should fulfill four basic requirements. Those requirements are (i) a high dielectric
constant for salt dissolution, (ii) a low viscosity for good ion transport, (iii) a low melting and high
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1.3 Importance of electrolyte composition

SEI
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CEI
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Thermodynamic
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Figure 1.3: Stability window of a sample electrolyte. Since the anode is above the electrolyte reduction
potential, an SEI will form there. The cathode, in contrast, has not exceeded the oxidation
potential yet and is still in the stable electrochemical window.21

boiling point as well as (iv) safe and non-toxic properties. Two of those properties in any solvent
are limiting the use of solvents in lithium-ion battery systems. First, for being able to dissociate
an electrolyte salt, they have to be polar enough and additionally, they have to stay inert in the
electrochemical potential window between 0.0 and 5.0V.4

With the findings of Dahn and co-workers15 that ethylene carbonate (EC) builds an effective SEI
whereas propylene carbonate (PC) co-intercalates in graphite, most following research efforts were
focused on EC-based electrolytes for lithium-ion batteries. The introduction of electrolyte mixtures of
EC with a linear carbonate (e.g. dimethyl carbonate (DMC), diethyl carbonate (DEC), ethylmethyl
carbonate (EMC) or propylmethyl carbonate (PMC)) lead to a change of anode material. Starting
from 1993 basically all new lithium-ion cells were produced with graphite and EC-based electrolytes
containing one or more of the mentioned linear carbonates depending on the manufacturer.4

After already mentioning the properties of an ideal electrolyte and the solvent, also five ideal properties
of an electrolyte salt can be listed. Namely they are (i) complete dissolution in the solvent, (ii) anion
stability against decomposition at the cathode and (iii) decomposition of the electrolyte solvent, (iv)
inertness toward cell components of the anion and cation and, finally, (v) anion resistiveness against re-
actions caused by heating or trace water. Lithium hexafluorophosphate (LiPF6) featured the best set of
properties compared to various conducting solutes such as lithium perchlorate (LiClO4), lithium hexa-
fluoroarsenate (LiAsF6), lithium tetrafluoroborate (LiBF4), lithium trifluoromethanesulfonate (LiTf)
or lithium bis(trifluoromethanesulfonyl)imide (LiIm).4 Most commercially available lithium-ion bat-
teries nowadays are using LiPF6 as the electrolyte salt and will continue using LiPF6 in the future. Its
advantages are the well-balanced properties although each of the other salts has at least one property
that is better. Due to that fact there is still room for improvements regarding thermal and chemical
stability, especially against water.10 Typically, a salt concentration of 1mol/l (synonymous to 1M) is
used for lithium-ion batteries.

With research still going on, many alternative electrolyte salts have been tested in past years. Only
two types, lithium tetrafluoro(oxalato)phosphate (LiTFOP) and dilithium dodecafluorododecaborate
(Li2DFB), emerged with overall similar or better properties than standard LiPF6 in respect to thermal
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1 Introduction of the Solid Electrolyte Interphase

and chemical stability. Considerable higher production efforts and higher costs have inhibited these
electrolyte salts a market entry, yet.10

Another component to stabilize electrolytes and, hence, lithium-ion batteries are electrolyte additives
which will be covered more extensively in Section 1.4. One of the most successful and, therefore,
commercially used additives is vinylene carbonate (VC), just to mention an example at this point.10

The stability of the electrolyte has an essential influence on the degradation of lithium-ion batteries.
One of the main degradation mechanisms is the ongoing growth of the SEI by parasitic reactions.
Dahn and co-workers formulated a general mathematical description for this increase in thickness δSEI

over time t

dδSEI
dt =

√
1
2k t−1/2 (1.3)

where k is a constant dependent on the specific electrode/electrolyte combination.23 Other mechanisms
include impurities from moisture causing hydrogen fluoride (HF) generation and following dissolution
of transition-metals or reactions in the bulk electrolyte, dissolution of interphase components by the
electrolyte and corrosion of the current collectors. Last, temperature induced degradation due to higher
overpotentials at low temperatures or accelerated side reactions at higher temperatures are possible.10

To summarize this section, the basic formula of electrolytes for almost all commercialized cells consists
of 1M LiPF6, EC and linear carbonates. Although the low temperature limit can be adjusted by the
mixing ration of EC and the linear carbonates, the basic formulation faces certain thermal restrictions.
Typical temperature limits of a commercial electrolyte are between −20 and 50 ◦C, set by the melting
point of EC (lower limit) and the reactivity and decomposition of LiPF6 at higher temperatures (upper
limit). Whereas an operation at temperatures below the limit compromises the utilized capacity and
power capability but can be reversed, a long-lasting operation above 50 ◦C leads to irreversible damage
to the system and can be hazardous.4

1.4 Basics of SEI formation on anodes

Since the SEI is the foundation on which lithium-ion batteries are operating,5 its ideal parameters can
be specified as follows. (i) The electron transference number te should be 0 to block electron passage.
(ii) Ion conductivity should be high for rapid lithium-ion migration toward or from the graphite bulk
material. (iii) Adhesion to the carbonaceous surface should be good and (iv) the interphase should be
flexible with a good mechanical strength to suppress cracking, e.g. during expansion and contraction
of the carbon particles due to lithiation and delithiation. Also, a low SEI solubility in the used
electrolytes is desirable to oppose a permanent new decomposition of electrolyte for renewing the SEI
and, therefore, irreversible consumption of lithium-ions. Last, a uniform morphology and composition
should be aimed at for a homogeneous current distribution.4

Due to – in a first approximation – similar potentials of lithiated graphite (about 0.1V vs. Li/Li+) and
lithium-metal, the SEI formation process was suggested to be similar for both materials and Peled’s
model for lithium-metal was adopted by Dahn’s group for carbon anodes.15 It was, though, realized
that SEI formation did not start at first contact – as with lithium-metal – but only after negatively
polarizing the carbon to a certain potential and that the formation process happened stepwise.4

SEI formation is generally believed to occur at potentials of about 1.0V vs. Li/Li+ but also has been
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1.4 Basics of SEI formation on anodes

shown to form salt products on the edge sites of the carbon at potentials as high as 2.0 to 1.5V vs.
Li/Li+. Decomposition of electrolyte salts containing fluoride occur at potentials lower than 1.5V vs.
Li/Li+ as well.24 Coverage of the basal plane in contrast is finished at 0.8V vs. Li/Li+ with mainly
solvent decomposition products.25

In 1997 Peled et al. modified the previous model for carbonaceous electrodes and called it "mosaic
model", since multiple different decompositions occur at the negative electrode simultaneously that
deposit different insoluble products.26 The most accepted decomposition products include lithium
fluoride (LiF), lithium oxide (Li2O), lithium carbonate (Li2CO3), semincarbonates (ROCO2Li with R
being a low-molecular-weight alkyl group) and polyolefins. This heterogeneous interphase consists of
thermodynamically more stable salts close to the electrode/SEI interface (LiF, Li2O and Li2CO3) and
partially reduced, metastable, organic species such as alkyl carbonates closer to the SEI/electrolyte
interface (ROCO2Li and polyolefins). These metastable products can be thermally decomposed into
stable products like Li2CO3 prior to a thermal runaway.27–29 The schematic of the model is depicted
in Figure 1.4. It is suggested that the rate determining step for ionic transport in such an SEI is
the intergrain transport of lithium-ions and the structure is more or less determined by the order of
decomposition. It is generally accepted that a solvent co-intercalation into the carbon – as stated by
Besenhard et al.17 – occurs besides surface SEI formation and influences the further formation of the
interphase (see also Figure 1.2).30

Polyolefins

Polyolefins

Polyolefins

Semicarbonates

Semicarbonates

Li2CO3

Li2CO3

Li2CO3

Li2CO3

Li2CO3

Li2CO3

Li2O
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Li2O

Li2O

Li2O

Li2O
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LiF
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LiF
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Figure 1.4: Schematic of SEI structure comprised of different degradation products as suggested by
Peled in 1997. The newly emerging species include LiF, Li2O, Li2CO3, semicarbonates
and polyolefins.26

Zhang et al. propose a formation over the whole potential window of graphite where the SEI is of
a simple and porous consistency at potentials above 0.25V and becomes insulating and denser at
potentials below 0.25V.31 El Ouatani et al. further showed that the SEI, once formed, is very stable
and does not dissolve upon discharge.32

As mentioned before, additives are one possibility to improve lithium-ion batteries.33 Based on their
intended target, different classes of electrolyte additives can be distinguished which will be discussed
in Section 2.1. Although research efforts toward SEI improving additives were extensive in the
decade prior to 2004, limited literature is available on implemented additives bacause of commercial

7



1 Introduction of the Solid Electrolyte Interphase

interests.4,34

The importance of interphases are based on the fact that interfaces between electrode and electrolyte
are the only site for charge transfer in an electrochemical device. Instead of being of a 2D nature, due
to the adherent degradation products the charge exchange happens in a 3D electrolyte interphase zone,
the SEI. In a paper by Winter it was called "the most important but least understood component" in
lithium-ion batteries.1 Despite lots of research work and insights gained in past years, a lot of unsolved
problems in understanding basics of SEI constitution and the associated formation remain.

One such example for ongoing debates is the actual structure of the SEI. Whereas some groups35,36

report a two layer structure with inorganic compounds close to the electrode and organic decomposition
products reaching into the electrolyte, Nie et al. contradicts those findings and proves a single layer
structure.37–39 Even the found components are contested as can be seen in an overview by Verma et
al.2 (which was updated and complemented by An et al.11) in Table 1.1

Table 1.1: List of SEI components on the graphite/electrolyte interface. The reported number of
literature references in which their presence or absence is experimentally verified and the
role of those components (Notes) were reported by Verma et al.2 and An et al.11 (number
in parentheses). Components not mentioned in one of the reviews are marked with nm.

Component Present Absent Notes

(CH2OCO2Li)2 5 (4) – (–) As a two electron reduction product of ethylene carbonate
(EC) mostly found in the SEI of the EC based electrolytes.

ROCO2Li 5 (4) – (–) Semicarbonates are present in the outer layer of the SEI and
are absent near lithium.40 They are found in most propylene
carbonate (PC) containing electrolytes, especially when the
concentration of PC in the electrolyte is high.

Li2CO3 4 (4) 4 (4) Not always present.41 Normally present in the SEI formed in
EC or PC based electrolytes. It may also appear as a reaction
product of semicarbonates with HF or water or CO2.

ROLi 7 (5) – (–) Most commonly found in an SEI formed in ether electrolytes
like tetrahydrofuran (THF), but also appears as dimethyl car-
bonate (DMC) or ethylmethyl carbonate (EMC) reduction
product.42 Soluble and may thus undergo further reactions.43

LiF 3 (3) – (–) Mostly found as a major salt reduction product in electrolytes
comprising of fluorinated salts like LiAsF6, LiPF6, LiBF4. HF
contamination also reacts with semicarbonates to give LiF as
a byproduct especially during storage.44

Li2O 3 (3) 3 (4) Might be a degradation product of Li2CO3 during Ar+ sput-
tering in the XPS experiment.

Polycarbonates 2 (2) – (–) Present in the outermost layer of the SEI, close to the elec-
trolyte phase. This part imparts flexibility to the SEI.

LiOH 3 (3) 2 (2) Mainly formed due to water contamination45,46 as a result
from reaction of Li2O with water or with aging.47

Li2C2O4 2 (2) – (–) Found to be present in 18650 cells assembled in Argonne Na-
tional Labs containing 1.2M LiPF6 in EC:EMC (3:7) elec-
trolyte. Lithium carboxylate and lithium methoxide were also
found in their SEI.47

HF nm (2) nm (–) Formed from decomposition of LiPF6 and water in the sol-
vents. Highly toxic and can attack components of the cell.11

HCOLi 1 (nm) – (nm) Present when methyl formate is used as co-solvent or additive.

In summary, an ideal SEI should have minimum electronic and maximum lithium-ion conductivity.
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SEI formation kinetics should be fast, allowing it to form completely before the onset of lithium-
ion intercalation. In other words, the SEI formation potential should be more positive than the
lithium-ion intercalation potential. An ideal SEI should have uniform morphology and composition. It
should contain stable and insoluble passivating agents like Li2CO3 rather than metastable and poorly
passivating ones like ROLi and ROCO2Li. With that, a good SEI should be a compact layer adhering
well to the carbon. It should be elastic and flexible to accommodate non-uniform electrochemical
behavior and active material breathing.2 The knowledge of improving surface properties and connected
SEI build-up is a main factor for future lithium-ion battery improvement.12

1.5 Interphase on cathodes

The formation of the cathode interphase is caused by thermodynamic instabilities and occurs mostly
in three stages. First, the surface gets already covered during the manufacturing process by natural
degradation, i.e. oxidation. Second, reactions of this native surface film will happen at first contact
with the electrolyte and third, chemical rearrangements due to formation will exist.10 Cathode surface
films were disregarded for a long time and, therefore, no uniquely defined name was established for the
cathode film. For example, Winter et al. call it a cathode electrolyte interphase (CEI)48–50 Edström
et al. a solid permeable interphase (SPI),51,52 and more generally some groups call it an electrode-
electrolyte interphase (EEI).53–55 One of the reasons that cathode films were disregarded so long could
be that during production (synthesizing) of transition-metal oxides Li2CO3 already develops due to
reaction with the atmosphere. Li2CO3 later is one of the main components of the cathode surface
layer.4

Although the exact composition of the cathode layer is still not clear, certain dependencies of the
resulting thickness could be observed. The cathode layer thickness seems to be independent of the
degree of lithiation but increases steadily with temperature and storage time. The cathode interphase
is believed to be ionically more conductive than its anode counterpart but also to grow faster during
cycling. Based on this behavior, the cathode interphase takes over as the limiting resistance parameter
during aging. Due to the considered dominance of the impact of SEI growth during the first cycles,
research activities rather focused on the formation of passivation films on the anode side compared to
the cathode side.4,10

1.6 Methods for interphase characterization

Characterizing the aforementioned interphases is very challenging due to the elusive nature of the
interphases in ambient atmosphere. Special in-situ or in-operando characterization techniques are
required to gain knowledge about the interphases’ chemical and structural composition in a cell without
opening and thereby possibly altering the composition or introducing artifacts.10,56 A recent review
by Cabana gives an overview of analyzing methods used for interphase characterization. The following
chapter is based on the roundups by Cabana57 and Xu10 and introduces each technique briefly.

Cabana differentiates between several classes of characterization techniques. Namely those are electri-
cal techniques (i.e. electrochemical impedance spectroscopy and similar pulse techniques), vibrational
spectroscopy (i.e. infrared spectroscopy and Raman spectroscopy), X-ray based techniques (i.e. X-
ray photoelectron spectroscopy and X-ray absorption spectroscopy), microscopy (i.e. scanning probe
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microscopy, electron microscopy and spectromicroscopy), UV-visible techniques (i.e. UV-visible spec-
troscopy and ellipsometry), neutron based techniques and others such as ion-exchange chromatogra-
phy, electrochemical quartz crystal microbalancing and nuclear magnetic resonance.57 The best-known
and/or most-widely used techniques will be introduced in the following paragraphs.

Electrical characterization One way to characterize the SEI and its growth in-operando are electri-
cal characterization techniques like pulse tests or electrochemical impedance spectroscopy (EIS). By
exciting the system "cell" with an electrical signal (current or potential) and measuring a respective
response, an impedance of the system can be obtained.58 Although a mid- to high-frequency range
can be assigned to the internal resistance where the SEI resistance poses a significant, altering part,
electrical characterization techniques can never fully describe the SEI as other parts of the full cell
setup contribute to the response signal as well.59

By reducing the components of the cell setup in laboratory cells and including reference electrodes,
the growth of a passivating layer can be partially accessed by carefully analyzing measurement results.
Further research might lead to a better understanding of the impedance interpretation and, therefore,
qualify electrical characterization techniques as the technique of choice.

Vibrational spectroscopy Infrared (IR) spectroscopy works on the principle that IR light interacts
with vibrations in atomic bonds of molecules. The measured signal is a vibrational "fingerprint" that
can be associated with certain bonds known from previous experiments. The best-known technique
Fourier transformed infrared spectroscopy (FTIR) is widely used in interface chemistry. FTIR is
especially sensitive to organic products which covers only parts of the SEI and leads to a strong noise
by the electrolyte.2,60 Ex-situ preparation of a sample which is often chosen to avoid those interfering
signals, changes the sample and, therefore, the measurable results.

Raman spectroscopy is another well-known technique based on vibrational excitation leading to in-
elastic scattering of photons. In contrast to IR spectroscopy, Raman spectroscopy monitors bond
polarizability and not dipole interactions. The shortcomings in an experimental way are much the
same as priorly discussed for IR spectroscopy.41

X-ray based techniques The most common X-ray based technique in lithium-ion battery research
is X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy (XPS) and is based on the emission of electrons from within the
material.2 Due to the short escape length of those electrons, the analyzable depth of the SEI is only
about 10 nm and experiments have to be performed in ultra-high vacuum.

Beside XPS, another X-ray based technique is X-ray absorption spectroscopy (XAS) and it detects
the absorption energy of X-ray photons. In contrast to XPS measurements, a high photon flux is
required for XAS measurements that only synchrotron beams can provide.61,62 An advantage is that
photo-electrons as well as fluorescent photons are emitted which enables a certain depth profiling if
two detectors are available.

Microscopy Electron microscopy, e.g. scanning electron microscopy (SEM) and transmission electron
microscopy (TEM), allows for direct visual measurements of passivation films.37 Sample preparation
normally requires cell opening and contamination or alteration of the sample can not be excluded in
data interpretation. Also interaction of the SEI with the electron beam are commonly expected.

10



1.6 Methods for interphase characterization

Microscopy techniques become especially interesting when they get coupled with spectroscopic tech-
niques like electron dispersive X-ray spectroscopy (EDX) – also called EDS or XEDS – and electron
energy loss spectroscopy (EELS) that provide further information by using the interactions of the
microscopy electrons with the investigated probe.37,62 These coupled investigation methods are often
referred to as spectromicroscopy.

An alternative microscopy class is scanning probe microscopy (SPM) which is based on the effect that
a physical tip is moved based in a piezoelectric mechanism.62,63 Common representatives are scanning
tunneling microscopy (STM) and atomic force microscopy (AFM). One drawback so far has been the
requirement of a relatively flat surface, so investigations have been focused on metal electrodes or
highly oriented pyrolytic graphite (HOPG) as a close-enough substitute for standard graphites.

Neutron based techniques Studies of the SEI using neutron based techniques are still very rare
and were done on substitute materials to commonly used graphite. The potential of neutron based
techniques to become the technique of choice is quite high since – in contrast to X-rays – lithium and
hydrogen can be made visible and neutron based techniques are non-destructive. The limited avail-
ability to neutron sources and the strong hydrogen signal originating from commonly used electrolytes
hinders widespread research efforts so far.62,64

Other techniques Other techniques that cannot be categorized in one of the previously introduced
classes are ion-exchange chromatography, electrochemical quartz crystal microbalancing (EQCM) and
nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR).

Kren showed the correlation between capacity fade and lithium-ions trapped in the SEI by harvesting
cycled anodes, dissolving them in pure water and analyzing the lithium and fluoride concentration
with ion-exchange chromatography.65 While the amount of detected trapped lithium-ions and capacity
fade had a good agreement, no statement on the SEI constitution could be made.

EQCM is a useful technique to detect potential thresholds at which decomposition reactions occur. As
soon as several reactions happen in a similar potential window, previous knowledge is necessary for
data interpretation.57,66,67

The advantage of NMR is the insight into ratios of different elements inside a probe. Every element has
an isotope that is magnetically active and can therefore be measured after magnetic excitation.54,68

Challenges arise when transition-metals can be found within the sample as they distort the signal.
Also the presence of hydrogen stretches the signal and the most abundant isotope of carbon (12C) is
inactive for NMR excitation.

To summarize the above introduced techniques, every technique contributes to the understanding of
the SEI growth and its composition but none of the stated techniques, by itself, is able to completely
characterize the interphases on electrodes so far. A combination of several methods, however, can be
able to compose a rather profound insight into interphase constitution. The desirable all-rounder for
characterizing the SEI has yet to be developed.56,57
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1.7 Scope of this work

When talking about SEI formation, two basic cases have to be considered. First, there is an initial
SEI growth during cell production – called formation process – and then the growth over the lifetime
of a cell due to the non-ideal properties of the initial SEI. Ideally, we would like to explore both stages
individually but they cannot be separated as the formed SEI during the formation process determines
the behavior during the further lifetime of the cell.

As mentioned before, there are still difficulties to measure the SEI properties and this aspect applies
especially to the SEI right after the formation process. Understanding the parameters and variables
that have to be considered prior and during the formation cycle is an ongoing challenge. Examining
and modeling the behavior over the lifetime of a cell can be one possibility to get insights into the
requirements, such as thickness or conductivity for passivating behavior, of a functioning SEI. Setting
up a model to describe cell aging behavior is, therefore, one goal of this thesis.

Chapter 2 summarizes known influencing factors of the formation process. The summary reviews cell-
dependent variables such as the electrolyte, the electrodes and the separator as well as process variables
starting with the filling process and subsequent charging and temperature profiles. Due to the many
interdependencies between the different used materials and their varying responses to the same process
parameters, no universally valid set of parameters for the formation process can be derived.

Lithium-ion batteries are one of the most promising candidates for energy storage in future stationary
storage systems and electric vehicles.5,69,70 Enormous research efforts have been conducted to get a
thorough understanding of the system "lithium-ion cell" and to further develop it for higher energy and
power density, higher safety standards as well as longer cycle life.71 The implementation of an aging
model as introduced in Chapter 3 offers the possibility to describe the capacity and power fade of a
lithium-ion cell over its lifetime. In comparison with measurement data of an lithium nickel cobalt
manganese oxide (NCM)/graphite cell aging study, values for SEI growth by non-ideal insulating
properties and cracking due to graphite expansion as well as conductivities for electrons and lithium-
ions inside the SEI can be extracted from the model. Analyzes of the developed aging model show a
non-homogeneous SEI growth through the graphite electrode. The SEI thickness close to the separator
with about 600 nm is almost three times thicker than at the current collector/electrode interface with
about 250 nm SEI thickness. A further goal of this thesis is to derive requirements for an electrode
design that ensures a homogeneous SEI growth through the electrode over the lifetime of a cell to
decrease the overall capacity fade.

The non-uniform SEI thickness is caused by an inhomogeneous current density distribution throughout
the cell. The resulting inhomogeneous lithium-ion distribution leads to equilibration effects that can be
recorded via EIS measurements which are introduced in Chapter 4.3. A hypothesis of three equilibra-
tion processes is derived from the long-term relaxation times and partially recreated by a model that
accounts for two of the three equilibration pathways. To verify the model predictions, a laboratory
cell consisting of multiple working electrode layers is used to measure intra-particle and inter-particle
equilibration within a graphite electrode. The measurement setup and procedure are presented in
Chapter 4.4. The implementation of the multiple working electrode design in a physicochemical model
is introduced in Chapter 4.5. Besides the multiple working electrode, the model incorporates a particle
size distribution in the otherwise homogenized model for the first time. With the model, an electrode
design variation study is performed focusing on different combinations of porosity and tortuosity as
those parameters can primarily be adjusted during electrode production. An electrode that includes
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pore channels perpendicular to the electrode layer offers a distinctly more homogeneous current density
distribution during cell operation.

The conclusion in Chapter 5 finally incorporates the improved electrode design into the aging model
and offers a summary of proposed future research issues.
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2 Factors influencing SEI Formation

As the formation process of a lithium-ion battery has a strong influence on the constitution of the
SEI, this chapter will take a closer look into the formation process as one of the final production steps.
In lithium-ion batteries, the SEI has two purposes which are the protection of the electrolyte from
electrochemical reduction on the lithiated anode surface, and the protection of the anode material
from chemically reacting with the electrolyte.

The importance of the formation step can be seen in the loss of cyclable lithium. During formation of
the SEI 8 to 15% of the cyclable lithium is consumed.72,73 This amount is dependent on cell parameters
such as e.g. active material particle size, carbon type, electrode porosity and the choice of electrolyte
as well as process parameters like the charging current or temperature profile.73 Those two paths can
be seen in Figure 2.1 and will be elaborated in the following sections.

Cell-dependent variables

Influences on initial SEI growth in lithium-ion cells

Process variables in formation process

Figure 2.1: Influences on the initial SEI growth in lithium-ion cells during formation originate from
cell-dependent factors as well as process variables controlling the formation regime.

2.1 Cell-dependent variables

A typical lithium-ion battery is composed of electrodes, a separator as well as an electrolyte and all
those constituents influence the build-up of the passivating layers in a cell. As each of these three main
components is a composite itself, a subsection is dedicated to each component.

2.1.1 Electrolyte components

An electrolyte, as mentioned in Section 1.3, consists of a conducting salt containing the intercalating
species, a liquid solvent (polymers of all-solid state batteries are not considered here, although same
principles apply) and possibly additives to achieve certain special properties. The composition of
the electrolyte is a determining factor in the nature of the passivating film formed72 and, therefore,
the impact of all three electrolyte components on SEI formation will be described in the following
paragraphs.

Conducting salt The second indispensable component of a working electrolyte is the conducting salt
that is responsible for transporting ions in the liquid phase. Used salts are, as previously mentioned,
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LiPF6, LiClO4, LiBF4 and others. Only fluoride containing salts decompose to LiF which is a ther-
modynamically stable salt product close to the electrode.4,10,53 Its good passivating properties against
electron flux are unfortunately coupled with a high ionic resistance.53 The choice of the conducting
salt, therefore, strongly influences the ratio between organic and inorganic components in the SEI.41

LiPF6 is also prone to generate toxic HF with traces of water contaminating the electrolyte. By
electrolyte oxidation, HF leads to transition-metal dissolution at the cathode. The transition-metal
ions can then diffuse toward the anode and become reduced to form an ionically more resistive and
porous SEI leading to a higher capacity fade.74 Decomposition of electrolyte salts containing fluoride
starts occuring at potentials lower than 1.5V vs. Li/Li+.72

Solvent Current lithium-ion batteries incorporate mixtures of cyclic and linear carbonates as the
solvents for the electrolyte. Linear carbonates such as DMC or DEC form homogenous mixtures with
cyclic carbonates such as EC or PC and increase the ionic conductivity as well as the thermodynami-
cally stable window compared to pure cyclic carbonates. While mixing the solvents was one reason for
the successful implementation of lithium-ion batteries, realizing that EC does not co-intercalate into
the graphitic structure but rather develops a passivating SEI was another important step.4,10

Research was also carried out to explore e.g. phosphorus-, silicon- or sulfur-based solvents, but until
today, cyclic carbonates are the widest-used electrolyte solvent as their decomposition products –
Li2CO3 and ROCO2Li – form a good passivating film.4,10

Additives The most important area for future research regarding the influence of the electrolyte on
SEI formation is the area of electrolyte additives. Based on their intended target, several classes of
electrolyte additives can be distinguished. Those categories namely are (i) conductivity enhancing
additives for improving overall bulk electrolyte conductivity, (ii) additives to enhance safety behavior
of the batteries, (iii) cathode protecting additives, (iv) SEI improving additives and (v) others for niche
applications as e.g. additives for improving lithium deposition on lithium-metal electrodes.4,75

SEI improving electrolyte additives usually do not exceed a share of 5% (either weight or volume) of the
total electrolyte, as their intention usually is not to change the bulk properties (conductivity, viscosity,
liquid temperature range) of the electrolyte but to offer a cost-effective method for improving the SEI
formation of a well-established electrolyte.34,75 There are numerous electrolyte additives improving one
aspect of battery performance, unfortunately most of the time this is counterbalanced with a negative
impact for another performance property.75 In the following, the focus will be on SEI forming and
cathode protecting electrolyte additives as they have the biggest impact during the formation process.

The purpose of incorporating SEI forming, reductive additives in the electrolyte is that they decompose
prior to any of the solvent and salt components and build a preliminary SEI film. During formation, EC
for example decomposes in two stages. Before lithium-ion intercalation, a porous, highly resistive (with
respect to lithium-ion diffusion) SEI is formed. Later during lithium-ion intercalation, the SEI becomes
more compact and more ionically conductive.75 The built-up SEI in additive containing electrolytes is
generally less resistive toward lithium-ion transport than an SEI formed in neat electrolyte.76

Besides the aforementioned additive type which reacts prior to solvent dissolution, two other types of
SEI forming additives are distinguished. One is a scavenger-like additive to reduce radical anions that
attack the SEI and the other intends to modify the existing SEI morphology, e.g. dissolving inorganic,
low conductive species from the SEI to form more beneficial species.75 The overall intended use of
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SEI forming additives are (i) reducing gas generation, (ii) reducing irreversible capacity loss and (iii)
stabilizing the SEI during cycling.

One of the most successful and known commercially used additive is VC,10 as it has a beneficial,
passivating influence on the anode side of a lithium-ion cell and is not coupled with any negative
effects on the cathode side.77 The reduction potential of VC is about the same as of EC (~0.8V vs.
Li/Li+),78 so it fits the basic, known requirements. VC is very effective for the formation of the SEI,
however when too much VC is introduced into the electrolyte, it leads to low cycling efficiency and a
higher self-discharge of the cell.75

Other researched SEI forming electrolyte additives are vinyl ethylene carbonate (VEC) and fluoroethy-
lene carbonate (FEC)78 but little is known about which additives are commercially incorporated.4 VEC
and FEC are reduced at higher potentials than VC between 1.4 and 0.9V vs. Li/Li+.78 The interest
in FEC is mainly based on the possibility to decompose into an HF and a VC molecule which are
believed to have both positive influences on cyclability when lithium-metal electrodes are used.75

Electrolyte additives protecting the cathode can be categorized in additives scavenging water as well
as acidic impurities and additives scavenging dissolved transition-metal ions to include them in the
electrode-electrolyte interphases.75 Especially manganese containing cathodes are prone to be attacked
by HF and to release manganese-ions. Not only will this dissolution decrease the capacity of the
cathode, the manganese-ions will react with the electrolyte and deposit as an ionically poor conducting
salt in the anode SEI.19,74 The benefit of scavenging additives, therefore, is quite obvious.

2.1.2 Electrode composition

Another main influence on the SEI is represented by the electrodes of the chosen cell. First, the choice
of anode and cathode determines a thermodynamical window in which the electrolyte needs to be
stable or otherwise the electrolyte will be reduced and/or oxidized. Also other factors like e.g. the
active surface of the material and the overall thickness as design parameters influence the capacity
needed to form a passivating SEI.72 A closer look will be given in the subsequent paragraphs to the
factors regarding mainly the electrodes.

Electrode chemistry Typical anode materials used nowadays are graphite and in niche applications
lithium titanate (LTO). Also lithium-metal and other possibly future anode materials like silicon (Si)
and tin (Sn) alloys should be considered.

As the onset potential for SEI growth is believed to be in the order of 1.0V vs. Li/Li+, it is important
to look at the average potentials of the mentioned anode materials. Graphite has an average potential
of 0.1V vs. Li/Li+ which makes it such an interesting candidate as an anode with a potential close to
lithium-metal. Si is at about 0.2V and Sn at 0.3V vs. Li/Li+ when considering a theoretical Li4.4M
phase (M = Si or Sn).53 LTO in contrast has a potential of 1.55V vs. Li/Li+ and is, therefore, often
considered an anode without an SEI.79 Still, a passivating layer without a major degradation impact
can be found on LTO whether it is called SEI or not.54,80,81

The SEI layer on Sn anodes is similar to graphite and mainly consists of Li2CO3, LiF and organic
molecules. On Si anodes the SEI is build-up mostly by Li2O and Li4SiO4.20

The problem that arises with alloy materials containing Si and Sn is the large volume change during
intercalation.53 Each expansions leads to a cracking of the SEI and, therefore, the exposure of unpassi-
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vated surface that will experience passivation by new SEI build-up.82 Due to lithium-ion consumption
during new SEI formation, the lifetime of current commercial cells with Si anodes is limited to 300
– 500 cycles.83 Graphite in contrast expands just about 10% during cycling and shows a rather sta-
ble SEI because of that.84,85 LTO is considered a zero-strain material which means that there is no
expansion and a stable passivating film can form.8,79,81

The influence of the cathode chemistry is more indirect than that of the anode. Transition-metal ions
from every known cathode material dissolve from the cathode bulk into the electrolyte86 by HF acid
attack of trace water after manufacturing. The dissolution of transition-metal ions from the cathode
and the subsequent transport to and incorporation into the anode surface film promote the growth
of more SEI.30,87 The main effect of e.g. manganese dissolution is an impedance rise on the anode as
manganese-ions get incorporated in the SEI88,89 and are blocking lithium-ions from (de-)intercalation
into the graphite as well as forming cracks in a more porous SEI.90

Electrode morphology The morphology and chemistry of the graphite used as the anode, influence
the formation process and determine the SEI products.75 The amount of lost lithium-ions depends on
the active material particle size, carbon type and also electrode porosity as well as tortuosity.73

Darling et al. showed that a homogeneous particle size leads to a more homogeneous utilization of an
electrode91 and therefore, more homogeneous SEI distribution. Also particles with a radius smaller
than 5.5 µm are almost not affected by mechanical degradation (just 1.5 to 2%), whereas this influence
increases with bigger particles (3.5% at 8.5 µm radius and 10% at 12.5µm radius).92 This degradation
then leads to cracking and re-formation of the SEI.

Spherical particles show a more homogeneous utilization when compared to platelet-shaped and ellip-
soidal-shaped particles93 as their impact on tortuosity and consequently diffusion limitations is the
lowest.94 Also different shapes have an impact on the basal to edge plane ratio of the particles and
Bar-Tow et al. previously showed that the SEI on edge planes is about 50% thicker than on the
corresponding basal plane.25 Finally, the particle size and shape in connection with the porosity of the
electrode determines the overall surface area that has to be covered by an SEI.

Electrode balancing Cells are commonly assembled in a way that the cathode is oversized capacity-
wise whereas geometrically the anode exceeds the cathode. The capacity oversizing of the cathode
is due to the initially predicted losses of lithium-ions within SEI formation72 and the goal to have
a balanced system after formation for a maximum energy density. The geometrical oversizing of the
anode is due to high overpotential developing on the edges of graphite anodes that can enhance the
probability of lithium-plating.95,96

Electrode balancing also determines the operating window of each electrode, as the cell during operation
is controlled by a potential from outside. During charge and discharge, lithium-ions are intercalated
into or deintercalated from the electrodes until the respective potential difference is reached. Depending
on the local potential of the electrodes, side reactions like electrolyte decomposition for SEI and CEI
growth as well as transition-metal dissolution are promoted or inhibited.73,97

Electrode thickness One of the main goals in recent efforts in research and development has been to
achieve an increase in energy density. Increasing the electrode thickness to relatively decrease inactive
parts in the cell, is one way to achieve this goal.98,99
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2.1 Cell-dependent variables

Unfortunately, increasing the electrodes’ thickness leads to diffusion limitations of lithium-ions within
the electrolyte volume fraction of the electrodes.99 The diffusion limitation results in an inhomogeneous
distribution of the electrolyte potential and thereby influences the overpotential for both the interca-
lation/deintercalation and the SEI forming side reaction. When using thick electrodes, a satisfyingly
good lithium-ion transport has to be assured.93,99

Another challenge that can arise from thick electrodes is their manufacturability. Due to mechanical
stresses during the drying of the slurry, cracks in the coating can develop100 and thereby significantly
increase the surface area which will lead to a larger area where SEI is formed. Calendering those thick
electrodes ensures a better contact between the particles and, therefore, lowers the impedance of the
electrode.101

Electrode composite The electrode composite consists of a mixture of active material, additives to
enhance e.g. electronic conductivity and a binder to assure mechanical stability. Whereas the influence
of the active material has been discussed before, electrode additives and the binder can also influence
the composition of the SEI.53

The most commonly used binder is poly(vinylidene fluoride) (PVdF) as it shows a good compromise be-
tween stability against mechanical stresses during cycling, electrochemical stability and environmental
friendliness.32 As PVdF leads to additional safety problems during a thermal runaway and can only be
processed with environmentally unfriendly N -methylpyrrolidone (NMP), research and development are
exploring water soluble binders such as carboxymethylcellulose (CMC), polyacrylic latex and acrylate
polyurethane.32,100 Electrodes with water soluble binders experience higher in-plane pressure during
drying and are more prone to crack propagation as well as contact loss of particles.100 Also, due to
residual water contamination in contact with the electrolyte more HF is formed100 which leads to an
SEI increase and a decrease in ionic conductivity. The drying conditions can also influence the binder
distribution, as high drying rates result in a binder accumulation on the electrodes’ surface which
blocks the reactive surface area.102 The influence of binders is therefore not a direct one as SEI is
not formed on the binder103 but an indirect one due to contaminants that are incorporated by binder
processing.

Additives such as sodium maleate104 and 1-pentylamine105 can be coated on the electrode to form a
pre-SEI. That pre-SEI layer can then be transformed into a normal SEI with a lower loss of cyclable
lithium during formation. Also the internal resistance can be reduced by realizing a pre-SEI.105

2.1.3 Separator

The separator does not actively participate in the reaction and storage properties of a cell but influences
the formation process due to its properties allowing for lithium-ion transportation. As will be revisited
in Section 2.2, the wetting process is very important to determine which areas of the electrode will be
electrolytically connected to the overall system. By improving the diffusion properties of the separator
and/or adding wettability enhancers, the electrolytic connection can be affected.

Diffusion properties Separators can be classified in microporous polymer membranes, non-woven
fabric mats and inorganic composite membranes ("ceramic separators").106–108 Depending on their
structure, those separator types differ in their thickness, pore size, porosity and permeability proper-
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ties, all of which influence the ionic transport in the electrolyte. The ideal separator has a minimal
thickness and high porosity comprising small pores to achieve a low tortuosity and, therefore, inner
resistance.106–109 Those ideal separator properties also lead to smaller gradients in the lithium-ion
concentration and subsequently electrolyte potential through the cell stack which ensures a more ho-
mogeneous overpotential triggering SEI growth.109

Wettability enhancers Improving the wettability of the separator can be done by either electrolyte
additives and/or special treatment of the separator.106

Wetting agents in the electrolyte are used to accelerate the wetting process of the non-polar sepa-
rator when the electrolyte incorporates a significant amount of cyclic carbonates. Many overcharge-
protection additives also work as wettability additives due to their non-polar nature.75 A second way
to improve the wettability of the separator – and in this case also of the electrodes – by electrolyte
additives, is using additives that reduce the viscosity of the electrolyte.75 One example for such an
additive is phosphorus pentoxide (P2O5).110

Special treatment of the separator surface includes applying a hydrophilic surfactant or grafting with
hydrophilic functional groups.106,107 Prior to manufacturing, applied surfactants can be dissolved in
the electrolyte and, so, only intervene during the initial wetting process.111 The preferred method for
retaining the electrolyte in the separator during cycling is, therefore, surface grafting.106

Overall, the purpose of adding wettability enhancers to separators is to obtain a homogeneous wetting
of the separator as dry spots increase the impedance and lead to an inhomogeneous distribution in
current density106,108 and consequently SEI formation.

Summarizing all of the above mentioned and described influences of cell-dependent variables in Fig-
ure 2.2, we see that the components responsible for the operation of a lithium-ion battery also affect
SEI formation.

Cell-dependent variables

Electrolyte Electrode Separator

Electrode Wettability

Solvent Electrode

Electrode
balancing

Electrode

ElectrodeAdditives Diffusion
chemistry

Conducting
salt

morphology thickness

properties enhancerscomposite

Figure 2.2: Variables influencing SEI formation that are preset during the production of a lithium-ion
cell by choice of material or construction. All electrolyte components affect the growth
of the SEI, as well as the composition and certain design parameters of the electrode.
Even properties of the inactive separator influence the overall performance regarding SEI
build-up.

By the choice of a certain material mix for the electrode, the electrolyte as well as the separator,
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certain default settings for the SEI formation are already given.

2.2 Process variables in formation process

The filling of the electrolyte – which signifies the first contact between electrode and electrolyte – is
the beginning of the formation process. After the filling process different temperature and cycling
profiles can be applied that influence the formation of the passivating layer. For that reason a section
is dedicated to each of the influencing processing steps.

2.2.1 Electrolyte filling

Filling the electrolyte into the cell housing is a crucial step in terms of product quality and cost.
Therefore, the filling process as well as the time between filling and applying the first charging current
to the cell is elucidated subsequently.

Filling process The filling process itself is challenging due to the encapsulated residual surrounding
air inside the cell housing and the pores of the electrodes as well as the separator.112 For applying
the liquid electrolyte to the cell, the electrolyte is trickled on the edges of an electrode stack or jelly-
roll. To achieve a homogeneous wetting of all pores, usual wetting times are in the order of 12 to
24 h.113 Depending on the type of cell housing, i.e. prismatic, cylindrical or pouch, vacuum is applied
during wetting.113–115 Calendering of electrodes with smaller particle sizes leads to the formation of
very fine channels that trap residual gas.116 As stated before for the influence of the separator, an
inhomogeneous wetting leads to hot spots as well as an inhomogeneous current density distribution
and, hence, to an uneven SEI.11

Wetting time As mentioned above, the time for wetting is normally in the order of 12 to 24 h. One
way to foster the wetting process, is to heat up the cells to decrease electrolyte viscosity and to allow
for a better permeation into the pores.11 As lithium-ion batteries are assembled in their discharged
state, the cathode electrode potential is about 0.2V more positive than that of the anode electrode
during this time before a first formation current is applied.117 This results in an oxidation of the copper
current collector foil and a dissolution of copper-ions into the electrolyte.117 Subsequent formation and
cycling incorporates copper-ions into the SEI or leads to copper dendrite formation.118 Possibilities
to prevent copper dissolution by leaving the oxidative potential window are to apply a short current
pulse or to use pre-lithiated graphite.118

2.2.2 Cycling profile

Standard formation profiles are conducted with small current rates (~C/10 and lower) in a constant-
current/constant-voltage regime for about 3 cycles. During the additional cycles the current rates are
often increased (~C/5).119

Reported influences of variations on that standard profile are presented in the following paragraphs.
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Current rate As a low charging current rate is supposed to lead to a more homogeneous and more
stable passivating SEI, this is incorporated in the standard formation protocol.119–121 Literature shows
current rates of C/30,122 C/24,120 C/20123,124 and C/10125 for the first cycle. If subsequent cycles are
included in the formation protocol, the charging current rate is often increased to shorten the overall
formation process.122,123

Studies using a C/5 rate from the beginning showed promising results when several cycles were
included.122,123 Another approach to shorten formation time can be applying a time-dependent current
profile. He et al. started with a C/20 current rate up to a full cell potential of 3.0V, then stepped up
the current to C/10 until a potential of 3.85V was reached and finally applied a C/5 rate until arriving
at the end-of-charge potential of 4.2V.124

Also, it can be assumed that the benefit of low charging rates is based on the long duration of the
formation during which an incomplete wetting can be finished. In contrast, already perfectly wetted
cells where all pores are penetrated by electrolyte can be formed with a higher current rate as all active
material particles are electrolytically connected.

Cut-off potential Electrolyte (solvent) decomposition and formation of inorganic components of the
SEI such as Li2CO3 and Li2O starts at potentials above 0.3V vs. Li/Li+ while organic species are
already formed at higher potentials.53 For that reason, reducing the upper cut-off potential was inves-
tigated by several research groups.120,122,125 They found that with a full cell potential of about 3.7V
the cell was sufficiently passivated for further cycles.122,125

The findings that in a potential range between 0.25 and 0.04V vs. Li/Li+ the re-formation into a
protective SEI takes place31 is supported by the data of Gering et al.120 and An et al.123 They used
several cycles up to 4.2V but did not discharge the cell afterward to shorten the overall formation
duration.123

Cycle number The definition of the cycle number after which formation is concluded is a major point
of discussion. While the SEI is believed to be completely formed after 10 cycles,58 only the very first
charging cycle is called the formation cycle.126 A general definition can be given by defining all cycles
prior to the intended utilization of the formed cell as the formation cycle(s). However, it has to be
noted that the main SEI formation occurs within the very first charging half-cycle.126

Laboratory experiments often include about three formation cycles to ensure a stable SEI for the sub-
sequent experiment.11,50,89,127,128 In studies investigating the formation process itself, a differentiation
between full cycles120 and partial cycles123 is needed. Whether full or partial cycles were incorporated
in the formation protocol, the findings were similar. For a stable passivating SEI that leads to a
subsequent coulombic efficiency close to 100%, 4–5 cycles proved to be beneficial.120,123

2.2.3 Temperature

Regarding the temperature, limited literature is available although one would expect a high influence
due to the temperature dependency of all kinetic and transport phenomena. An extended study on
the temperature dependency of a fixed electrode/electrolyte combination would be appreciated. The
following paragraphs summarize the insights of temperature influences on the formation process gained
as by-products from studies focusing on other aspects of formation factors.
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There seems to be an optimum in terms of formation temperature around 45 ◦C, as cells formed at
lower and higher temperatures show an increased inner resistance or higher capacity fade.49,120,129,130

The optimum temperature might improve the wetting process, transport properties of the electrolyte
and enhances the kinetics for a fast reaction. He et al. in contrast conclude that a lower temperature
is beneficial for SEI formation. As they compare 25 and 50 ◦C, they might have missed the possible
optimum as mentioned before.124

There are also reports that distinguish between the temperature influence on the different electrodes.
While the formation losses of graphite electrodes increase with temperature, those of NCM were shown
to decrease.125 Another setback to consider is that at higher formation temperatures, the gas evolution
is also increasing leading to higher stresses and possible particle disconnection.126

All previously introduced process variables are shown in Figure 2.3. Beginning with filling in the
electrolyte, a process is started that can be influenced for better or worse by several settings without
having an explicit set of parameters.

Process variables in formation process

Electrolyte Cycling Temperature

CurrentFilling Cut-off CycleWetting

filling profile

numberpotentialratetimeprocess

Figure 2.3: The formation process starts with the filling of the electrolyte. Afterward the cycling profile
and ambient temperature are factors that determine the quality and success in the build-up
of a sufficiently passivating SEI.

2.3 Summary of formation parameters

As there is still little public information available on the proprietary formation processes of lithium-
ion batteries,113 the preceding sections gave an overview on influencing parameters depending on cell
properties and process variables.

The cell-dependent variables have a distinct impact on the formation of the attainable passivating
layers. By choice of materials for the electrodes as well as the electrolyte and certain structural
presettings, most SEI properties are already pre-determined. Additionally, due to the previously
determined influence of the cell parameters, settings of the formation process show diverging and
interconnected consequences.

Since no bijective correlations for formation procedure parameters can be found in literature, it becomes
obvious why manufacturers keep their settings for their individual cells and processes proprietary. The
interdependencies between certain material components and respective process parameters – e.g. an
electrolyte additive and the formation temperature – also complicate the derivation of a universally
valid formation regime from the previous sections.
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2 Factors influencing SEI Formation

Future work should address this gap by testing process variables while keeping cell-dependent variables
constant and testing cell-dependent variables in a fixed process. This, of course, signifies a lot of
research work associated with a high financial commitment. On the other hand, this seems to be the
only sensible possibility to study and understand all the influences on the formation process.
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3 Modeling of Capacity Fade Mechanisms

This chapter will give a brief, general introduction to capacity fade mechanisms in addition to SEI
growth as reported in literature as well as to Newman’s model as the basis for the implementation of
selected degradation phenomena. With an extended Newman model, a new approach to SEI modeling
is introduced and the growth of the SEI over a battery’s lifetime is studied.

The aging behavior of lithium-ion batteries has been a focus issue of battery research since the intro-
duction of lithium-ion cells by Sony in 1991.131 Reviews by Agubra et al.,60,132 Arora et al.,72 Aurbach
et al.,133,134 Birkl et al.,135 Broussely et al.,136 Verma et al.2 and Vetter et al.137 are just a few examples
of the extensive literature regarding aging behavior. Commonly accepted and experimentally verified
aging phenomena as mentioned in the previously cited literature are electrolyte decomposition leading
to SEI and CEI growth, solvent co-intercalation, gas evolution with subsequent cracking of particles, a
decrease of accessible surface area and porosity due to SEI growth, contact loss of active material par-
ticles due to volume changes during cycling, binder decomposition, current collector corrosion, metallic
lithium-plating and transition-metal dissolution from the cathode.
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Figure 3.1: Categories of aging mechanisms associated with their respective causes and the effects they
have on cell behavior.73,136,138

The listed aging mechanisms can be assigned to three different categories that are a loss of lithium-
ion inventory (LLI), a deterioration of ionic kinetics and a loss of active material (LAM).73,136,138–140

The LLI is synonymous to a decrease in the amount of cyclable lithium-ions as they are trapped in
a passivating film on either of the electrodes or in plated metallic lithium. Due to the growth of the
passivating layers and/or the formation of rock-salt in the cathode (remnant of the cathode active
material after transition-metal dissolution), kinetic transport of lithium-ions through those inactive
areas is limited and results in an impedance rise.137,141 An LAM can be caused by the dissolution
of transition-metal ions from the cathode bulk material, changes in the electrode composition and/or
changes in the crystal structure of the active material which all decrease the host structure for lithium-
ion intercalation. Also mechanical strain during de-/intercalation can contribute to LAM as particles
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3 Modeling of Capacity Fade Mechanisms

from both electrodes can crack and get electronically separated from the bulk material.96,135 Figure 3.1
gives an overview of the described categories, their main causes and the effect on the cell’s utilization.

The effects of capacity versus power fade on a voltage curve are shown in Figure 3.2. Whereas a
capacity fade simply reduces the available amount of lithium-ions, a power fade reduces the available
energy by decreasing the cell voltage while the capacity is not necessarily affected. Depending on cell
utilization and surrounding conditions, lithium-ion cells will show a capacity as well as a power fade
more or less pronounced.

Capacity fade Power fade

V

Q
Capacity and
power fade

V V

Q Q

Figure 3.2: Resulting voltage curves after a capacity fade, a power fade or a combination of both (solid
line) compared to a fresh cell behavior (dashed line).

After this brief overview on known aging mechanisms and their effects on cell behavior, a modeling
framework for investigating cell aging behavior will be introduced as modeling represents a powerful
tool for helping to understand the interactions between selected mechanisms.

3.1 Classification of modeling categories

For investigating or describing the behavior of lithium-ion cells, different model categories are im-
plemented and those can be classified into first-principle, electrochemical engineered and empirical
models.142,143 An overview of the most prominent and applied models as well as their respective cate-
gory is shown in Figure 3.3.

Atomistic models based molecular dynamics (MD)66,144,145 and density functional theory (DFT)146–148

try to recreate molecular behavior on an atomic scale. As they use fundamental physics-based ap-
proaches for atom-atom interactions, these models are also called first-principle models.144 This cat-
egory of models becomes of greater importance in future research efforts for better understanding
interfacial chemistry as it can predict species in the interphases that might be hidden or changed due
to poor empirical characterization. The drawback of first-principle models is that they cannot properly
handle cycling of intercalation electrodes as the consideration of the bulk structure is necessary which
cannot be represented with a traditional surface thermodynamics approach.149,150 MD and DFT con-
sider clean surfaces and influences of close subsurface layers, so they do not consider structural changes
inside the electrodes during cycling.

A step closer to modeling complete cell behavior are electrochemical engineered models that are often
also known as physicochemical models. Within this class, surface and molecule processes are modeled
in a phenomenological manner but the particle and electrode domain are described mechanistically.
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Lithium-ion battery models
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Figure 3.3: Categories of models used in lithium-ion battery simulations.143 From left to right models
are of a increasingly phenomenological manner. Uncolored models are outside the focus of
this work and the P2D model is further used.

Based on electrochemical kinetics and transport equations they can simulate cell characteristics and
intercalation as well as side reactions.142,143,145

Representatives of electrochemistry-based models are the pseudo-2D (P2D) model developed by New-
man and co-workers151–153 and the single particle model (SPM) which was first introduced for lithium-
ion batteries by Zhang et al.154 The often proved accuracy and agreement with experimental data of
the P2D model originate from its basic implementation of porous electrode theory as well as concen-
trated solution theory.151,155 Up to today, the P2D model represents the most precise and – though
computationally costly – most popular model in lithium-ion battery research.151 The SPM represents a
simplification of the P2D model in order to decrease computational time. As the spatial representation
of the liquid phase are neglected and transport phenomena are just considered in one single represen-
tative particle, the SPM lacks the accuracy of the P2D model especially in high-current scenarios but
still shows good agreement with experimental data.143,154,156

Empirical models are based on implementing behavioral trends from past experiments and predicting
future states such as state-of-charge (SOC) and state-of-health (SOH) from there. Models of that cate-
gory are equivalent circuit model (ECM) and neural network models.143,157 As they are relatively sim-
ple to implement and computationally fast, empirical models are found in literature quite often.157–165

However, their application is limited as they can only describe a previously seen and implemented
behavior, so an adaption to another cell or even chemistry needs a completely new database.142,143

The target in this work is to understand and describe the physical processes resulting in a certain
electrode or cell behavior. Due to this intention for using the model, further remarks on atomistic
modeling as well as empirical modeling are outside the focus of this manuscript. The preferred and
subsequently used model for that purpose – the P2D model – is introduced in Section 3.2.

3.2 Physicochemical modeling based on P2D model

The Newman model – named after Prof. John S. Newman from University of California, Berkeley – is
based on the theory of porous electrodes and the theory of concentrated solutions. By implementing
a radial dimension along the 1D axis, the model is of a P2D class. As Newman’s model has been
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extensively introduced and discussed in literature, the following section gives a quick introduction of
the main equations. For a thorough introduction the reader is referred to the book Electrochemical
systems by John S. Newman and Karen E. Thomas-Alyea.151

3.2.1 Representation of the porous electrode structure

Newman’s model is a 1D model extended with a second pseudo dimension in the porous electrode
phase to account for ion concentration in the active material. Figure 3.4 shows a cross-section of a
lithium-ion cell stack which is the basis for the consideration of a porous electrode structure in the
model.

lneg lsep lpos

Negative Electrode Separator Positive Electrode

x = 0 x = L

Figure 3.4: Exemplary cross-section representation of the porous electrode structure in a lithium-ion
cell stack.

The reduction of a 3D lithium-ion cell to one dimension originates from the consideration of a thought
perpendicular line through the electrodes and the separator along an x-axis. The origin of this line is
in the current collector of the negative electrode. With this presumption, it is possible to determine
the potential and the concentration of the electrolyte as well as the potential and the concentration of
the active materials in every point along that line.

Therefore, the porous phase is considered a mixture of active material particles and electrolyte in every
point. This assumption is based on the conception that all particles are very small, uniformly radially
symmetric and surrounded by electrolyte and that the extent in y- and z-direction is infinite. With
that homogenization, the approximation that a particle’s surface as well as the electrolyte touches the
axis in every point seems valid which leads to a superposition of both phases at every point.

In reality, electrode structures consist of particles with a diameter that is just a fraction of the elec-
trode thickness. Graphite particles that are used for anodes often have a diameter between 2 and
40µm.45,166,167

Newman’s model is composed of two phases (liquid and solid) in three domains (negative electrode /
separator / positive electrode). With the separator treated as liquid phase, electron transport is only
possible in the solid phase of the electrode domains. As the origin of the x-axis is in the negative
current collector, the length (lneg, lsep and lpos) along the axis describes the thickness of the domains.
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3.2 Physicochemical modeling based on P2D model

The porosity of the electrodes is described with εl,pos/neg and the volume fraction of the active material
with εs,pos/neg. Since the porous separator contains no active material, it is fully characterized by εl,sep.
Tortuosity is considered in all domains via effective parameter scaling of the transport parameters.

The description of the three domains results in four interdependent variables

cl(x, t) in mol/m3, lithium-ion concentration in the electrolyte

cs(r, x, t) in mol/m3, lithium-ion concentration in the active material

Φl(x, t) in V, electrolyte potential

Φs(x, t) in V, electrode potential in the active material

Solid-phase variables are obsolete in the separator domain, since neither electron flux nor intercalation
in active material is possible, and are only solved in the electrode domains.

In the case of lithium-ion cell modeling, the spatial and temporal progression of the cations – the
lithium-ions – is of interest. Due to the condition of electroneutrality, the local concentration of anions
is implicitly given by considering just the cations when solving the system of equations.

At the end of this section, a schematic depiction of the P2D model in Figure 3.5 shows the dimensions
in which lithium-ions and electrons are considered during charge and discharge. Thereby, the figure
can help to comprehend the following model equations.

3.2.2 Mass balance in the liquid phase

A general representation of the mass balance in the electrolyte is given by

∂cl
∂t

= −∇Nl +Rl (3.1)

where the change in the lithium-ion concentration in the liquid phase cl is depending on the divergence
(with ∇ := d

dx ) of the ionic flux density Nl and a certain reaction term Rl that will be explained in
Equation 3.17.

The ionic flux density Nl has the unit mol/m2 s and is defined by a diffusion and a migration component
as convection can be neglected inside a cell

Nl = Nl,diff + Nl,mig (3.2)

Diffusion is caused by a concentration gradient and follows Fick’s law

Nl,diff = −Dl∇cl (3.3)

The electric field that drives migration is considered for cations by the transport number t+ which
gives the share of cations to the total current density (il)

Nl,mig = ilt+
F

(3.4)
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with F representing Faraday’s constant. Summarized, Equation 3.2 can be written as

Nl = −Dl∇cl + ilt+
F

(3.5)

When using transport parameters as the diffusion coefficient Dl, the influence of the tortuosity τ has to
be acknowledged for constrictions given by the blocking of the direct path in a porous electrode. The
probably best-known correction for the increase of the transport path was introduced by Bruggeman,
but is only valid for uniform spherical particles and a layer porosity of about 50%.168 The Bruggeman
correction scales all transport parameters with a factor of ε1.5

l .

Another possible correction is using MacMullin’s number NM .169 Here, all transport parameters are
divided by NM to get effective values that account for the tortuosity in the 1D modeling approach.
NM is given by the tortuosity and porosity of the porous medium, dependent on geometrical empiric
constants m and n

NM = τn

εm
(3.6)

In porous materials of lithium-ion cells MacMullin numbers of 4 to 10 are common.170 The big advan-
tage of using MacMullin’s number is, that it can be measured e.g. with EIS by comparing the electrical
resistance of an electrolyte filled probe with the resistance of just the electrolyte.

For the example of the diffusion constant Dl the correction with NM can be written as

Dl,eff = 1
NM

Dl (3.7)

In the same manner the effective electrolyte conductivity κeff is given by

κeff = 1
NM

κ (3.8)

According to the porosity of the entire domain volume, the temporal variation of the concentration
from Equation 3.1 has to be scaled with εl. So, the mass balance in the liquid phase of the electrode
domains is given by

εl
∂cl
∂t

= ∇
(
Dl,eff∇cl −

ilt+
F

)
+Rl in electrode domains (3.9)

Since the separator domain is solenoidal, the temporal variation of the concentration is just determined
by the ionic flux density (Rl = 0) and is, therefore, given by

εl
∂cl
∂t

= ∇
(
Dl,eff∇cl −

ilt+
F

)
in separator domain (3.10)

3.2.3 Mass transport in the solid phase

Since the mass transport in the active material is considered in the pseudo dimension r, certain
differences to the approach in the liquid phase appear. As mentioned before, the assumption of the
Newman model is that every point along the x-axis in the electrode domains has a second dimension
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r to represent diffusion in the particles which are assumed radially symmetric. Therefore, diffusion in
or from a particle is described by Fick’s law

Ns = −Ds∇cs (3.11)

Analog to considerations in the liquid phase, a temporal alteration of the particle’s concentration is
due to flux changes, since no reaction takes place inside the particles

∂cs
∂t

= −∇Ns (3.12)

With transformation to spherical coordinates, Equations 3.11 and 3.12 give a description for the pseudo
dimension at every point along the x-axis

∂cs
∂t

= −∇Ns = Ds

(
∂2cs
∂r2 + 2

r

∂cs
∂r

)
(3.13)

Two conditions have to be added to assume symmetrical particles

∂cs
∂r

∣∣∣∣
r=0

= 0 (3.14)

as well as to preserve the flux on the particles’ surface r = rp

−Ds
∂cs
∂r

∣∣∣∣
r=rp

= jn (3.15)

The pore-wall flux density jn in mol/m2 s defines the amount of ions that pass through the particle
surface into or out of the particle during a certain time. The subscript n represents the geometrical
consideration that the flux is perpendicular to the interface between electrode and electrolyte. Since x-
dimension and pseudo dimension are geometrically decoupled, the specific surface as (in 1/m) couples
the x- and r-dimension physically. The specific surface is the ratio between the particle’s surface and
its volume (scaled with the volume fraction εs)

as = Aparticle
Vparticle

=
4πr2

p

4
3π

r3
p

εs

= 3εs
rp

(3.16)

Basically, the specific surface is a conversion factor to reduce the complex three dimensional electrode
structure to a one dimensional problem by providing an interface between both dimensions. The
aforementioned reaction term Rl results in

Rl = asjn (3.17)

3.2.4 Charge balance in a cell

As most of the electrolytes in commercial lithium-ion cells are binary electrolytes (dissolve in univalent
anion and cation), the current density in the liquid phase il dependent on its potential Φl and electrolyte
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concentration calculates as

il = −κeff∇Φl + 2κeffRT

F

(
1 + ∂ ln f±

∂ ln cl

)
(1− t+)∇ ln cl (3.18)

with κeff being the effective value of the electrolyte conductivity and ∂ ln f±
∂ ln cl being a correction for the

mean activity coefficient f± to account for interactions between anions and cations.

Whereas the liquid phase is described by a modified Ohm’s law, the solid phase can be described by
a classical Ohm’s law in differential notation

is = −σeff∇Φs (3.19)

with Φs as the solid phase potential and the solid phase conductivity σeff .

The overall current density I is defined by the current densities of the solid and the liquid phase

I = is + il (3.20)

Introducing Equation 3.18 into the solenoidality definition of the separator domain gives

∇il = ∇
(
−κeff∇Φl + 2κeffRT

F

(
1 + ∂ ln f±

∂ ln cl

)
(1− t+)∇ ln cl

)
= 0 (3.21)

The charge balance in the electrode domains has to consider the equilibrium of incoming/outgoing
charges (cations) in the electrolyte and incoming/outgoing charges (electrons) in the solid active ma-
terial

−∇il = ∇is (3.22)

Both terms have to equal the concentration change of charge carriers at the interface of the solid and
liquid phase due to production or consumption of charges by electrochemical reactions

− si
nF
∇il = asjn (3.23)

The reaction on the particles’ surface resembles the following scheme

Li+ + Θs + e− 
 LiΘs (3.24)

with the host lattice Θs and LiΘs as an intercalated lithium-ion. From Equation 3.24 the number of
electrons n can be derived as 1 and the stoichiometric coefficient of lithium-ions sLi+ as −1.

Therefore, the charge balance of the liquid phase – in the electrode domains in contrast to the separator
domain – is not 0, but given by

∇
(
−κeff∇Φl + 2κeffRT

F

(
1 + ∂ ln f±

∂ ln cl

)
(1− t+)∇ ln cl

)
= −∇is (3.25)
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3.2 Physicochemical modeling based on P2D model

3.2.5 Coupling the solid and liquid phase

Reaction 3.24 can be described mathematically by a Butler-Volmer equation. The driving force is the
overpotential η defined by the difference of the electrode potential Φs − Φl and the thermodynamic
equilibrium potential EEq

η = Φs − Φl − EEq (3.26)

Introduced in a Butler-Volmer equation, the charge-transfer current density in is calculated by

in = i0

(
e
αaF
RT η − e−

αcF
RT η

)
(3.27)

The subscript n again symbolizes the perpendicular consideration through the interface, so that the
charge-transfer current density can neither be assigned to the solid nor the liquid phase. The corre-
sponding exchange current density i0 is defined by

i0 = Fkαac kαca
(
cs,max − cs|r=rp

)αa (
cs|r=rp

)αc ( cl
1 mol/m3

)αa
(3.28)

The maximum possible concentration of lithium-ions in the active material is given by cs,max and cl
defines the concentration in the electrolyte. ka and kc describe reaction rates in m/s and αa and αc unit
free charge-transfer coefficients. Subscripts a and c signify anodic and cathodic direction, respectively.
The scaling of the last factor with 1 mol/m3 is for simplifying the units of ki which get reduced to m/s
in the case of αa = αc = 0.5. This case represents a one-electron transfer process with the same rate
determining step in the anodic and cathodic direction171.

The charge-transfer current density in correlates to the pore-wall flux density jn via Faraday’s law

jn = in
F

(3.29)

Following the general definition, an anodic charge-transfer current density is considered positive i.e. a
lithium-ion going from the solid to the liquid phase causes a positive current density in as well as a
positive pore-wall flux density jn.

The aforementioned reaction term Rl in mol/m3 s determines how many lithium-ions appear on the
particle surface (deintercalation from host lattice) or disappear (intercalation into host lattice) in a
certain volume per second. The mass balance in r-dimension and the mass as well as the charge balance
in x-dimension are coupled by this term.

3.2.6 Boundary conditions

Two conditions for the model (Equations 3.14 and 3.15) have already been introduced. Further bound-
ary conditions for being able to solve the partial differential equations numerically are introduced here.

The ionic flux Nl has to be terminated at the boundaries of the model i.e. the interface between
electrode and current collector

∇cl
∣∣
x=0 & x=L = 0 (3.30)
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with L = lneg + lsep + lpos. Since current collectors only transport electronic currents, no ionic current
density (il = 0) and reaction occurs which leads to

∇Φl
∣∣
x=0 & x=L = 0 (3.31)

Due to I = il + is and il = 0 in the current collectors, the solid phase potential is given by

∇Φs
∣∣
x=0 & x=L = − I

σeff
(3.32)

In contrast, the separator domain only supports ionic currents

∇Φs
∣∣
x=lneg & x=lneg+lsep

= 0 (3.33)

Finished with the boundary conditions, all necessary assumptions and equations for understanding
and implementing Newman’s model have been introduced.

lneg lsep lpos

Negative Electrode Separator Positive Electrode

x = 0

Discharging

Charging

x = L

Discharging

Li+

Charging

Load

e–

cs,pos(x, r)cs,neg(x, r) cl(x)

csurfaces,pos

csurfaces,neg

Li+
Li+

Li+
Li+

Li+

Li+e–

e– e– e– e– e– e–

Figure 3.5: An overview of the P2D model with the respective dependent variables and where they
are solved is shown above.172 During charging and discharging lithium-ion concentration
in the liquid phase is only solved in x-direction along the length of the cell whereas the
solid concentration also considers a radial distribution in the particles.
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3.3 A SEI Modeling Approach Distinguishing between Capacity
and Power Fade

In this paper we introduced a new approach for modeling aging behavior that distinguishes between
electronic (σSEI) and ionic (κSEI) conductivity of the SEI. To analyze the behavior of the most im-
portant aging mechanisms and their impact on capacity fade, we implemented a P2D physicochemical
model for a common NCM/graphite cell using COMSOL® Multiphysics 5.2a.

The implementation of SEI growth in the model distinguishes between the transport of two species
through the SEI – lithium-ions on the one hand and electrons on the other hand. This is in accordance
with the assumption that the SEI possesses two ideal properties (as introduced in Chapter 1) – a
maximum conductivity for lithium-ions and an insulating conductivity for electrons.2,4

We are aware that literature167,173,174 still debates whether new SEI is formed at the SEI/electrolyte
or the graphite/SEI interface. With our approach, we assume that new SEI is formed at the SEI/elec-
trolyte interface. In the case of an SEI formation at the graphite/SEI interface solvent particles would
need to be the second species migrating through the SEI besides lithium-ions. As our P2D model treats
the SEI as an interface phenomenon influencing charge-transfer, both cases would lead to the same
cell behavior, so we stick to electron migration through the SEI for SEI formation. This new approach
results in a different ohmic drop (iR) for the driving overpotential of the main intercalation reaction
at the negative electrode ηneg and the SEI forming side reaction ηSEI. By this approach we can also
differentiate between capacity and power fade which is inevitably connected in a single conductivity
approach.

With experimental aging data from a paper published by Ecker et al.175 in 2014, we were able to
determine an exchange current density for SEI formation depending on temperature. As the model
is able to simulate calendar and cyclic aging, we not only could define the growth due to non-ideal
insulation properties but additionally, an SEI re-formation after cracking due to graphite expansion
during intercalation of lithium-ions.82,176

We assume that the known aging behavior of a lithium-ion battery cannot be represented completely
by a mere implementation of SEI growth. In literature, models with SEI growth as their only capacity
fade mechanism do not show the typical non-linear aging behavior – i.e. the sudden decrease – in
usable capacity after several hundred cycles.36,167,174,176,177 In these models, this non-linear aging
behavior can be emulated by a high power fade, though, which shortens charging and discharging
due to high overpotentials that decrease the usable capacity.176,178 Measurements in literature ascribe
this non-linear aging behavior to lithium-plating179,180 as well as to degradation mechanisms on the
cathode.131,181,182 For the here introduced model we chose to implement a cathode dissolution reaction
as the responsible mechanism for the non-linear aging behavior. As we lack any information on that
topic from the chosen experimental data, including a mechanism on the positive electrode seems sensible
in regard of the possible interactions between the two mechanisms (SEI growth and lithium-plating)
at the negative electrode.

When modeling the thickness of the SEI throughout the electrode, we observe (refer to Figure 3.6) a
non-uniform growth that is distinctly higher close to the separator (~600 nm) than near the current
collector (~250 nm). This effect can be assigned to an inhomogeneous current density distribution
through the electrolyte during cycling.
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Figure 3.6: Comparison of the modeled SEI thickness close to the separator and close to the current
collector over 1000 cycles.

Author contribution The new SEI modeling approach was developed and derived from my studies
and literature research of the formation process as introduced in the previous chapters. The model
development was carried out in collaboration with Jonas Keil and Alexander Frank helped with pro-
cessing the simulation data.
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Lithium-ion batteries are one of the most promising candidates
for energy storage in future stationary storage systems and electric
vehicles.1–3 Enormous research efforts have been conducted to get a
thorough understanding of the system “lithium-ion cell” and to further
develop it for higher energy and power density, higher safety standards
as well as longer cycle life.4

The aging behavior of lithium-ion batteries has been a focus issue
of battery research since the introduction of lithium-ion cells by Sony
in 1991.5 Reviews by Agubra et al.,6,7 Arora et al.,8 Aurbach et al.,9,10

Birkl et al.,11 Broussely et al.,12 Verma et al.13 and Vetter et al.14

are just a few examples of the extensive literature regarding aging
behavior. Commonly accepted and experimentally verified aging phe-
nomena as mentioned in the previously cited literature are electrolyte
decomposition leading to solid electrolyte interphase (SEI) and cath-
ode electrolyte interphase (CEI) growth, solvent co-intercalation, gas
evolution with subsequent cracking of particles, a decrease of accessi-
ble surface area and porosity due to SEI growth, contact loss of active
material particles due to volume changes during cycling, binder de-
composition, current collector corrosion, metallic lithium plating and
transition-metal dissolution from the cathode.

The listed aging mechanisms can be assigned to three different
categories that are a loss of lithium-ions (LLI), an impedance increase
and a loss of active material (LAM).12,15–18 The LLI is synonymous to a
decrease in the amount of cyclable lithium-ions as they are trapped in a
passivating film on either of the electrodes or in plated metallic lithium.
Due to the growth of the passivating layers and/or the formation
of rock-salt in the cathode (residue of the cathode active material
after transition-metal dissolution), kinetic transport of lithium-ions
through those inactive areas is limited and results in an impedance
rise. An LAM can be caused by the dissolution of transition-metal-ions
from the cathode bulk material, changes in the electrode composition
and/or changes in crystal structure of the active material which all
diminish the amount of host structure for lithium-ion intercalation.
Also mechanical strain during de-/intercalation can contribute to LAM
as particles from both electrodes can crack and get electronically
separated from the bulk material.

For investigating or describing the behavior of lithium-ion cells,
different model categories can be implemented and those can be clas-
sified into first-principle, electrochemical engineered and empirical
models.19,20

Atomistic models based molecular dynamics (MD)21,22 and den-
sity functional theory (DFT)23–25 try to recreate molecular behavior on
an atomic scale. As they use fundamental physics-based approaches
for atom-atom interactions, these models are also called first-principle
models.21 This category of models becomes of greater importance in
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zE-mail: f.kindermann@tum.de

future research efforts for better understanding interfacial chemistry
as it can predict species in the interphases that might be hidden or
changed due to poor empirical characterization. The drawback of
first-principle models is that they cannot properly handle cycling of
intercalation electrodes as the consideration of the bulk structure is
necessary which cannot be represented with a traditional surface ther-
modynamics approach.26,27 MD and DFT consider clean surfaces and
influences of close subsurface layers, so they do not consider structural
changes in the electrodes during cycling.

A step closer to modeling complete cell behavior are electrochem-
ical engineered models that are often also known as physicochemical
models. Within this class, surface and molecule processes are modeled
in a phenomenological manner but the particle and electrode domain
are described mechanistically. Based on electrochemical kinetics and
transport equations they can simulate cell characteristics and interca-
lation as well as side reactions.19,20 The best-known electrochemistry-
based models are the pseudo two-dimensional (P2D) model developed
by Newman and co-workers28–30 and the single particle model (SPM)
first introduced by Zhang et al.31 The often proved accuracy and
agreement with experimental data of the P2D model originate from
its basic implementation of porous electrode theory as well as con-
centrated solution theory.28,32 Up to today, the P2D model represents
the most precise and – though computationally costly – most popular
model in lithium-ion battery research.28 The SPM represents a sim-
plification of the P2D model in order to decrease computational time.
As the spatial representation of the liquid phase are neglected and
transport phenomena are just considered in one single representative
particle, the SPM lacks the accuracy of the P2D model but still shows
good agreement with experimental data.20,31,33

Empirical models are based on implementing behavioral trends
from past experiments and predicting future states such as state-
of-charge (SOC) and state-of-health (SOH) from there. The best
known models of that category are equivalent circuit models and neu-
ral network models.20,34 As they are relatively simple to implement
and computationally fast, empirical models are frequently found in
literature.34–42 However, their application is limited as they can only
describe a previously seen and implemented behavior, so an adaption
to another cell or even chemistry needs a completely new database.19,20

Previous literature described several degradation mechanisms on
anode as well as cathode in a P2D model. Ashwin et al.43,44 investi-
gated the porosity change in the negative electrode due to SEI growth
under different cycle and temperature conditions. Fu et al.45 ascribed
capacity fade to SEI growth as well as active material degradation and
found an extra deposit layer on the anode near the separator. Lawder
et al.46 studied the influence of different driving cycle profiles on the
capacity fade of electric vehicle batteries and ascribed the total capac-
ity fade to SEI growth. The effects of gas evolution due to SEI growth
were modeled by Rashid et al.47 On the cathode side, Cai et al.48 im-
plemented an SOC independent manganese disproportionation which
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increased the cathodic resistance and lead to a change both in porosity
as well as particle radius. A combination of SEI growth and cath-
ode dissolution in a lithium-cobalt-oxide (LCO) cell was shown by
Lam et al.49 and optimal discharge parameters were derived. Another
very extensive model that included manganese dissolution from a
lithium-manganese-oxide cathode and the effects of manganese-ions
incorporated into the anodic SEI was presented by Lin et al.50

In this paper we introduce a P2D model for a common
NCM/graphite cell with SEI growth as the dominating capacity fade
mechanism on the graphite anode and active material dissolution as
the main aging mechanism on the cathode. The SEI implementation
considers a growth due to imperfections in its insulating properties as
well as new SEI formation due to cracking of the layer during graphite
expansion when cycling the cell. The novelty of our approach is that
we include two separate conductivities within the SEI for lithium-ions
(κSEI) and electrons (σSEI) leading to distinct overpotentials driving the
main and side reaction. Simulation data is compared to experimental
studies on NCM/graphite cells performed by Ecker et al.51

Model Development

To analyze the behavior of the most important aging mechanisms
and their impact on capacity fade, we implemented a P2D physico-
chemical model for a common NCM/graphite cell using COMSOL
Multiphysics 5.2a. As the basic equations of the P2D model have been
extensively shown in literature,28–30 a brief overview of the model and
all used parameters (see Table AI) are given in the Appendix. The basic
assumptions of the implemented aging mechanisms in the presented
model are introduced and discussed subsequently.

Implementation of SEI growth.—For the implementation of SEI
growth we introduce a new approach that distinguishes between the
transport of two species through the SEI – lithium-ions on the one
hand and electrons on the other hand (refer to Figure 1a). This is
in accordance with the assumption that the SEI possesses two ideal
properties – a maximum conductivity for lithium-ions and an insu-
lating conductivity for electrons.13,52 We are aware that literature53–55

still debates whether new SEI is formed at the SEI/electrolyte or the
graphite/SEI interface. With our approach, we assume that new SEI is
formed at the SEI/electrolyte interface. In the case of an SEI formation
at the graphite/SEI interface solvent particles would need to be the
second species migrating through the SEI besides lithium-ions. As
our P2D model treats the SEI as an interface phenomenon influencing
charge-transfer, both cases would lead to the same cell behavior, so
we stick to electron migration through the SEI for SEI formation.

Our new approach results in a different ohmic drop (i R) for the
driving overpotential of the main intercalation reaction at the negative
electrode ηneg and the SEI forming side reaction ηSEI.

ηi = �s − �l − EEq,i − ii · Ri [1]

Both resistances Rneg and RSEI are dependent on the SEI’s ini-
tial thickness δ0,SEI, the thickness increase �δSEI and the respective
conductivity. The initial thickness is assumed to be 20 nm which is
considered a fully formed SEI56 and the thickness increase is due to
the non-ideal insulating properties as well as an SEI re-formation after
cracking.

Rneg = δ0,SEI + �δSEI

κSEI
[2]

RSEI = δ0,SEI + �δSEI

σSEI
[3]

As no measurements of the SEI’s electronic conductivity σSEI are
known,56 we assume σSEI to be 10−8 S m−1 which is considered an
insulating behavior.57 In contrast, the ionic conductivity κSEI is pre-
sumed to be 10−2 S m−1 which is approximately the conductivity of a
liquid lithium-ion battery electrolyte.57

With the introduced overpotentials we implemented a growth due
to imperfections in the SEI’s insulating properties by Butler-Volmer

(a)

Graphite SEI Electrolyte

Li+

e– Solvent

(b)

Graphite SEI Electrolyte

Li+

e– Solvent

Figure 1. (a) SEI growth at SEI/electrolyte interface by electron flux through
the interphase. Lithium-ion transport for (de-)intercalation reaction has a dif-
ferent conductivity than the electron transport. (b) SEI growth in cracks without
hindrance of interphase.

kinetics with an anodic charge-transfer coefficient αa,SEI = 0.05 and
a cathodic charge-transfer coefficient αc,SEI = 0.95. This implemen-
tation is close to the often used cathodic Tafel expression8,15 but con-
siders also dissolution reactions during cycling.58

iSEI,n = i0,SEI ·
[

exp

(
αa,SEI · F · ηSEI

RT

)
− exp

(−αc,SEI · F · ηSEI

RT

)]

[4]
The index n in iSEI,n symbolizes LiF and Li2CO3 as we included

the two most important SEI products in the model.59,60 F , R and
T represent Faraday’s constant, the universal gas constant and the
absolute temperature, respectively. Specific values for i0,SEI will be
given in the Results and discussion section by Equation 11.

Additionally, we implemented an SEI re-formation after cracking
due to graphite expansion during intercalation of lithium-ions.61,62

As we only assume a new formation without dissolution by crack-
ing, the anodic part in the Butler-Volmer equation is omitted and the
overpotential ηcrack considers no i R-drop.

ηcrack = �s − �l − EEq,SEI [5]

The current density computation considers a cracking function
dependent on intercalation degree x that is depicted in Figure 2 which
is the gradient of a graphite expansion curve as previously introduced
by Laresgoiti et al.62 Furthermore, we included an empirical factor

ineg

iC/100
to scale the cracking for utilization at different intercalation

current densities.

icrack = −i0,SEI ·
(

ineg

iC/100

)
· fcrack(x) · exp

(−F · ηcrack

RT

)
[6]
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Figure 2. Function fcrack(x) of the expansion gradient over lithiation degree
x to scale the amount of SEI cracking during different stages of intercalation.

For simplicity, we assume that only Li2CO3 is formed in the cracks.
The overall increase in SEI thickness �δSEI after integrating the re-
spective current densities is calculated with the molar masses Mi and
densities ρi by

�δSEI = (Qcrack + QLi2CO3 ) · MLi2CO3

ρLi2CO3 · F
+ QLiF · MLiF

ρLiF · F
[7]

The lithium-ions consumed in the three SEI forming charge quan-
tities are subtracted from the total amount of cyclable lithium-ions
and represent the LLI in the model.

We assume that the known aging behavior of a lithium-ion battery
cannot be represented completely by a mere implementation of SEI
growth. In literature, models with SEI growth as their only capacity
fade mechanism do not show the typical non-linear aging behavior
– i.e. the sudden decrease – in usable capacity after several hundred
cycles.53,55,59,61,63 In these models, this non-linear aging behavior can
be emulated by a high power fade, though, which shortens charging
and discharging due to high overpotentials that decrease the usable
capacity.43,61 Measurements in literature ascribe this non-linear aging
behavior to lithium plating64,65 as well as to degradation mechanisms
on the cathode.5,48,50 For the here introduced model we chose to im-
plement a cathode dissolution reaction as the responsible mechanism
for the non-linear aging behavior. As we lack any information on that
topic from the chosen experimental data, including a mechanism on
the positive electrode seems sensible in regard of the possible interac-
tions between the two mechanisms (SEI growth and lithium plating)
at the negative electrode.

We are aware that dissolved transition-metal ions from the cath-
ode have been reported to be incorporated in the anodic SEI and have
altering effects on its properties.66–68 Including those effects will be
part of future investigations, as they are not crucial for the general
improvement of the introduced SEI model representation by two con-
ductivities.

Cathode dissolution reaction.—The implemented dissolution re-
action, is reducing the solid phase volume fraction εs,pos depending
on the cathode’s intercalation degree. Hence, the reduction of εs,pos

corresponds to the LAM in our model. Acid attack by HF is one of the
dominating causes for active material dissolution at the cathode50,69,70

and is implemented as an irreversible kinetics expression in the posi-
tive electrode domain. As HF evolution is promoted at potentials above
4.0 V,69 this potential is used as the equilibrium potential EEq,diss.

idiss = i0,diss · exp

(
F · ηdiss

RT

)
[8]

ηdiss = �s − �l − EEq,diss [9]

Table I. Parameters for the side reaction definitions. The
superscript e indicates estimated values.

Symbol Parameter Value

SEI layer
EEq,SEI SEI formation

equilibrium potential
0.4 V 71

κSEI Li+ conductivity 1 × 10−2 S m−1 57

σSEI e− conductivity 1 × 10−8 S m−1 57

δ0,SEI Initial thickness 20 nm 56

ρSEI,Li2CO3 Density of Li2CO3 2110 kg m−3

MSEI,Li2CO3 Molar of mass Li2CO3 73.89 g mol−1

ρSEI,LiF Density of LiF 2640 kg m−3

MSEI,LiF Molar mass of LiF 25.94 g mol−1

Transition-metal dissolution
EEq,diss Dissolution equilibrium

potential
4.0 V 69

i0,diss Dissolution exchange
current density

6.05 × 10−6 A m−2 e

The volume fraction of the cathode active material is continuously
calculated by the integrated dissolution current density Qdiss of HF
dissolving transition-metals from the active material.

εs,pos = εs,pos,0 − Qdiss

cs,max,pos · l pos · F
[10]

In conclusion to the introduction of the side reaction modeling
approach, an overview of all parameters for the previously shown side
reactions can be found in Table I.

Results and Discussion

Determination of SEI formation exchange current density.—As
mentioned before, we used the experimental data for a NCM/graphite
cell from Ecker et al.51 to test our model and fit relevant parameters. By
simulating our model in a calendar aging mode (i.e. no applied external
current density), we are able to determine the exchange current density
of SEI formation. Electrons for forming the SEI are provided by the
anode in calendar as well as cyclic aging. Lithium-ions for the reaction
are taken from the electrolyte but to keep the charge balance valid
in calender aging, lithium-ions also have to deintercalate from the
negative electrode whereas during cyclic aging those lithium-ions are
deintercalated from the positive electrode. With the provided data for
35, 40 and 50 ◦C at 50 % SOC, we determined the SEI formation
exchange current density i0,SEI depending on temperature T in an
Arrhenius-like behavior as we expect a negligible influence of the
cathodic dissolution reaction at this SOC.

i0,SEI = 14.7 × 104 A m−2 exp

(−86.2 kJ mol−1

RT

)
[11]

The exchange current density for SEI formation calculates to 3.6,
6.1 and 17.1 × 10−10 A m−2 for 35, 40 and 50 ◦C respectively
and is in agreement with an exchange current density smaller than
1 × 10−7 A m−2 as proposed by Fu et al.45

The agreement of experimental and simulation data can be seen in
Figure 3.

Quantitatively LiF and Li2CO3 are formed at the same rate in the
calendric regime of the introduced model. This is to be expected as
the same reduction potential and an overall side reaction exchange
current density i0,SEI is assumed. The incorporation of the two main
degradation products is still advisable as it influences the thickness
prediction of the SEI by the different molar volumes of LiF and Li2CO3

(Vm,LiF = 9.8 × 10−6 m3 mol−1; Vm,Li2CO3 = 3.5 × 10−5 m3 mol−1).

Capacity fade based on SEI growth during cyclic and calendar
aging.—When applying a cyclic aging regime with a 1C rate be-
tween 2.75 and 4.2 V (constant current (CC) discharge and constant
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Figure 3. Comparison of experimental data taken from Ecker et al.51 and data
from the proposed model for calendar aging at 50% SOC as a result of SEI
formation.

current-constant voltage (CC-CV) charge), we observe a higher ca-
pacity fade due to SEI growth than during calendar aging. One might
expect that this increase in capacity fade is solely due to the cracking
and re-formation of the SEI which is not occurring during calendar
aging. However, as also shown by Purewal et al.72 the increase in SEI
growth is mainly due to the differing overpotentials during cycling
and the cracking of the SEI accounts for only a small amount of the
total SEI formed.

The overall SEI growth close to the separator and close to the
current collector as well as the overall capacity fade as shown in Fig-
ure 4 follows a

√
t-behavior. In contrast to Lin et al.,50 this behavior

is not modeled by an exponential decay pre-factor limiting the ex-
change current density but is based on a different utilized range in
the iSEI,n-ηSEI-curve determining the kinetics of SEI growth. As the
kinetics dependency has an exponential shape and the overpotential
changes due to the increasing RSEI, the SEI formation current de-
creases until a state is reached where resistance increase and current
density decrease keep the overpotential effectively steady. Due to that
quasi-steady state, SEI formation never stops for reasons of the SEI
being insulating enough but changes to a linear growth behavior.

Figure 4. Comparison of the modeled SEI thickness close to the separator and
close to the current collector over 1000 cycles. The cell was cycled with a 1C
rate between 2.75 and 4.2 V. The difference in growth is due to inhomogeneous
current density distribution through the electrodes.73,74

Figure 5. Comparison of the modeled SEI thickness close to the current col-
lector over 1000 cycles with and without an implemented cathode dissolu-
tion.The cell was cycled with a 1C rate between 2.75 and 4.2 V.

Non-linear aging behavior due to cathode dissolution.—As the
SEI is not stopping to grow due to kinetic limitations as discussed
in the previous section, another effect has to serve as a limiting con-
dition. Our simulations show that the “stabilization” of SEI growth
is influenced by the degradation of the positive electrode. This fact
– which seems contradictory to what one would expect – is caused
by a straightforward circumstance. As cathode degradation outpaces
the amount of lost cyclable lithium-ions contributing to SEI growth,
less and less lithium-ions are moved from the anode to the cathode
during discharge.5,50 This effect leads to shorter charging times and,
therefore, shorter times during which SEI can grow which results in a
decrease of SEI growth in each cycle75 (see Figure 5). The same would
hold true with lithium plating as a source of LLI and the consequent
decrease of cyclable lithium-ions.

Figure 5 compares the decrease of SEI growth over 1000 cycles
close to the current collector with and without an implemented cath-
ode dissolution reaction. The difference in SEI thickness after 1000
cycles is about 10 nm. This thickness difference seems to be very
small in comparison to the difference in the corresponding overall
capacity fade as depicted in Figure 6 (blue and red line). The reason
for the behavior of the model with cathode dissolution is a prolonged

Figure 6. Comparison of experimental data taken from Ecker et al.51 and
data from the proposed model for cyclic aging as a result of SEI formation
and cathode dissolution. The light blue color covers the range of the three
measurements by Ecker et al.51 Additionally, the red line shows the capacity
fade behavior of the model when disabling the cathode dissolution reaction.
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Figure 7. Cathode (a) and anode (b) stoichiometry for initial starting condi-
tions (blue), before the transition to non-linear behavior in the capacity fade
curve (green) and after 1000 cycles (red). (For interpretation of the references
to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of the
article.)

CV phase during charging due to the side reactions. The CV phase
keeps the SEI reaction below the reduction potential and the cathode
dissolution reaction above the oxidation potential, so the current does
not drop below the stopping criterion of C/20 due to the side reactions.
Therefore, the longer CV phase counterbalances the shorter charging
time for the intercalation reaction and does not limit the SEI growth
as much as expected.

Figure 6 compares the simulated non-linear behavior in usable
capacity with experimental results by Ecker et al.51 The non-linearity
in usable capacity occurs as soon as the LAM in the cathode becomes
larger than the LLI. Whereas the decrease in the beginning of the
capacity fade and the position of the transition zone from linear to
non-linear aging behavior are in good agreement, the slope after the
transition zone is underestimated by the model. This could be caused
by the exclusion of implementing lithium plating as a second source
of LLI and will, therefore, be a task for future work.

Figure 7 depicts consequences of the capacity fade on the shift
within the stoichiometry – which is the intercalation degree – at the
end-of-charge (EOC) and end-of-discharge (EOD). Besides the initial
conditions of a non-aged cell, the values of an aged cell before and
after the transition to non-linear behavior in the capacity curve of
Figure 6 are shown. As expected, the stoichiometry of the anode at
the EOC decreases due to LLI (shift from blue to red in Figure 7b). In
contrast, the stoichiometry of the cathode at the EOC stays (almost)
the same as the anode stays in a stage-1 potential plateau and the

Figure 8. (a) Comparison of voltage curve taken from Ecker et al.51 for 0.25C
discharge and data from the proposed model. (b) Exemplary different power
fade behavior by changing κSEI to 1 × 10−7 S m−1.

EOC is defined by the cutoff-voltage of the cell at 4.2 V which is the
difference between anode and cathode potential.

At the EOD, we see that the cathode stoichiometry increases (shift
from blue to red in Figure 7a) as the LAM is higher than the LLI
and percentagewise more lithium-ions intercalate in a smaller cath-
ode active material volume. When the cathode stoichiometry at EOD
is reaching 1, the anode stoichiometry also increases as the discharge
is terminated before all lithium-ions are deintercalated from the anode.
Therefore, at this point we see a change from an anode limitation to
a cathode limitation of the cell. Those shifts and the half-cell behav-
ior are also in good agreement with measurements and conclusions
reported by Kleiner et al.76 for an NCA/graphite cell.

Capacity and power fade behavior with new model.—Depicted in
Figure 8a is the voltage discharge curve of the simulated cell prior and
after aging at 100 % SOC and 50 ◦C compared to data reported in the
paper of Ecker et al.51 As can be seen, the cell shows a capacity fade
– recognizable by shorter discharge time – but no significant power
fade as voltage levels are almost equal.

Figure 8b shows the exemplary behavior of a cell with a uniform
conductivity κSEI of 1 × 10−7 S m−1 for lithium-ions and electrons
within the SEI in the order of often used values in literature.47,77 The
plot shows that we get a totally different power behavior as a result
and, therefore, prediction of available energy with a model that does
not distinguish between the conductivity of electrons and lithium-ions
in the SEI – although we calculate the same capacity fade.
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With our modeling approach we are able to differentiate between
capacity fade and power fade, both resulting in an energy loss during
aging. We thereby get the possibility to gain new insights into SEI
properties for different cell systems and material combinations in
future work.

Conclusions

In this paper we introduced a new approach for modeling aging
behavior that distinguishes between electronic (σSEI) and ionic (κSEI)
conductivity of the SEI. By this approach we do not only represent
the SEI in a way that is more accurate but we can also differentiate
between capacity and power fade which is inextricably connected in
a single conductivity approach.

The model shows good agreement with experimental data from
Ecker et al.51 as not only an SEI growth due to non-ideal insulation
properties and re-formation after cyclic cracking but also a cathode
dissolution reaction is implemented. With this cathodic aging mecha-
nism, the transition to non-linear behavior in retrievable capacity can
be explained.

Future work will add further aging mechanisms on both electrodes,
like e.g. lithium plating and a cathode electrolyte interphase (CEI)
formation, to the existing model to get a more thorough understanding
of the interactions between the different mechanisms.
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Appendix

The P2D model is based on porous electrode and concentrated solution theory and
solves lithium-ion concentration ci and potential �i within the liquid electrolyte (subscript
i = l) and the solid active material (subscript i = s) phase. The model geometry is
defined as a one dimensional interval divided into three main domains corresponding to
the graphite electrode, the separator and the NCM electrode. An additional dimension is
set for the description of species intercalation within the particle domain. For a detailed
model description, the reader is referred to Reference 29. The main equations are mass
balance for lithium-ions in the electrolyte cl

εl
∂cl

∂t
= ∇

(
Dl,e f f ∇cl − i l t+

F

)
+ as jn [A1]

and charge balance

∇
(

−κe f f ∇�l + 2κe f f RT

F

(
1 + ∂ ln f±

∂ ln cl

)
(1 − t+)∇ ln cl

)
= Fas jn [A2]

throughout the electrode domain. The current within the liquid phase is described by the
current density i l and potential �l , while the pore wall flux at the electrode-electrolyte
interface is named jn . R describes the universal gas constant, F the Faraday’s constant
and T the local absolute temperature. Within the separator domain the equations simplify
to

εl
∂cl

∂t
= ∇

(
Dl,e f f ∇cl − i l t+

F

)
[A3]

and

∇
(

−κe f f ∇�l + 2κe f f RT

F

(
1 + ∂ ln f±

∂ ln cl

)
(1 − t+)∇ ln cl

)
= 0 [A4]

To couple solid and liquid phase, Butler-Volmer kinetics are assumed for the pore
wall flux

jn = kαa
c kαc

a

(
cs,max − cs |r=r p

)αa (
cs |r=r p

)αc
( cl

1 mol m−3

)αa
(

e
αa F
RT η − e− αc F

RT η

)

[A5]
including the lithium-ion concentration at the particle’s surface cs and the overpotential

η = �s − �l − EEq [A6]

where �s corresponds to the solid phase potential.
Effective transport parameters are used to account for tortuosity in the homogenized

P2D model by scaling material parameters with MacMullin’s number – a function of

Table AI. Physicochemical model parameters measured and estimated from a Samsung ICR-22F 18650-cell. Superscript m indicates measured
values and e estimated values.

Parameter Anode Separator Cathode

Geometry
Thickness l 77 μm m 18 μm m 79 μm m

Particle radius rp 10 μm m 4 μm m

Solid phase fraction εs 0.56 m 0.59 m

Liquid phase fraction εl 0.33 m 0.4 m 0.33 m

Thermodynamics
Equilibrium voltage EEq see Equation A8 81 see Equation A9 80

Maximum Li+ concentration cs,max 31363 mol m−3 51385 mol m−3

Initial state of charge
cs,0

cs,max
0.85 e 0.395 e

Kinetics
Reaction rate constant kre f 1 × 10−11 m s−1 e 1 × 10−11 m s−1 e

Anodic charge-transfer coefficient αa 0.5 e 0.5 e

Cathodic charge-transfer coefficient αc 0.5 e 0.5 e

Transport
Solid diffusivity Ds 3.9 × 10−14 m2 s−1 e 8 × 10−14 m2 s−1 e

Solid conductivity σ 100 S m−1 e 2 S m−1 e

MacMullin number NM 12 82 10 82 10 82

Parameter Electrolyte

Electrolyte concentration cl 1000 mol m−3 e

Electrolyte diffusivity Dl see Equation A10 79

Electrolyte conductivity κ see Equation A11 79

Activity dependency
∂ ln f±
∂ ln cl

see Equation A12 79

Transport number t+ 0.38 79

) unless CC License in place (see abstract).  ecsdl.org/site/terms_use address. Redistribution subject to ECS terms of use (see 91.1.113.95Downloaded on 2017-08-06 to IP 



Journal of The Electrochemical Society, 164 (12) E287-E294 (2017) E293

porosity εl and tortuosity τ78

�l,e f f = εl

τ
�l = 1

NM
�l [A7]

To describe the electrolyte’s characteristics properly, a concentration dependence
is implemented for conductivity, diffusivity and mean molar activity coefficient of the
electrolyte. These are taken from fittings to measurements79 while presuming a constant
transport number. The applied diffusion coefficients are estimated from various literature
sources.29,30,80,81 The equilibrium potential is taken from literature81 as well as the maxi-
mum concentration of lithium within active material particles.71,81 Additional parameters
such as reaction rate constants80,81 are assumed based on references from literature.

The chosen parameters for the above introduced model – measured or taken from
literature – are summarized in Table AI.

Equilibrium voltage curves dependent on the degree of lithiation x or y for the negative
electrode EEq,neg by Safari et al.81 and the positive electrode EEq,pos by Stewart et al.80

EEq,neg = 0.6379 + (0.5416 · exp(−305.5309 · x)) + 0.044 · tanh

( −x + 0.1958

0.1088

)

− 0.1978 · tanh

(
x − 1.0571

0.0854

)
− 0.6875 · tanh

(
x + 0.0117

0.0529

)

− 0.0175 · tanh

(
x − 0.5692

0.0875

)
[A8]

EEq,pos = 6.0826−6.9922 · y+7.1062 · y2−0.54549 · 10−4 · exp(124.23 · y−114.2593)

− 2.5947 · y3 [A9]

Analytical dependencies for electrolyte diffusivity Dl , conductivity κ and activity
∂ ln f±
∂ ln cl

as functions of temperature T , lithium-ion concentration in the liquid phase cl

and transport number t+ as measured by Valøen et al.79

Dl = 10
−4.43− 54

T −(229+5·cl ) −0.22·cl · 10−4 [A10]

κ = 0.1 · cl · (−10.5 + 0.074 · T − 6.96 · 10−5 · T 2 + 0.668 · cl − 0.0178 · cl · T

+2.8 · 10−5 · cl · T 2 + 0.494 · c2
l − 8.86 · 10−4 · c2

l · T )2 [A11]

∂ ln f±
∂ ln cl

= 0.601 − 0.24 · c0.5
l + 0.982 · c1.5

l · (1 − 0.0052 · (T − 294))

1 − t+
− 1 [A12]
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4 Charge Distribution in Graphite Electrodes

Resulting from advancements in the quality of manufacturing processes, the ratio between active
and inactive components can be improved by realizing thicker electrode coatings and thinner current
collector foils.70 However, this increase in energy density of the cells comes with longer charging times
due to a reduced rate capability. While concepts such as intelligent charging strategies require a
comprehensive framework to be implemented,183 the most obvious approach is to increase charging
power.

Various publications address the variations in current density distribution and the resulting inho-
mogeneities as an effect of high charging currents. The impact of the cell design and the resulting
equilibration processes along the electrodes are presented using experimental cells184–191 or by a mod-
eling approach.192,193 The resulting inhomogeneous utilization of the active material leads to undesired
side reactions and accelerated degradation, especially lithium-plating194,195 and an uneven mechanical
expansion of the anode.196 This is further provoked by the increasing thickness of the cell’s electrodes.
In contrast to the equilibrating process along the electrode, only limited knowledge regarding the pro-
cess throughout the electrode thickness is available. Consequently, a fundamental understanding of the
lithium-ion transport mechanisms is a crucial requirement to enable intelligent fast charging strategies
and homogeneous aging behavior.

In this chapter EIS measurements are introduced as a promising candidate to determine the quality of
the formation in an end-of-line testing scenario as EIS is a commonly used method for state estimation.
As equilibration processes affect impedance measurements, a hypothesis is presented, discussing pos-
sible lithium-ion relaxation pathways inside a lithium-ion cell. The first effect being an equilibration
inside the particles, where the concentration gradient between the bulk and the surface of graphite
particles leads to an intra-particle equilibration process. The second effect addresses the equilibration
between different particles (inter-particle), where the equilibration of the lithium-ion concentration
gradient occurs through the electrolyte. This equilibration is observed using an experimental test cell,
where the anode consists of three separated graphite layers197 based on the works of La Mantia et
al.,198 Ng et al.199 and Klink et al.200,201 The results from the laboratory cell were incorporated in
a new P2D model with three distinctive particle radii to account for the equilibration processes. An
electrode design study was carried out using the model that resulted in an electrode design that showed
an improved performance in a rate capability test.

4.1 Impedance spectroscopy as a qualitative method to measure
equilibration processes

EIS is a measurement technique to determine the alternating current (AC) resistance of a device under
test. In this case, that means applying an AC current signal over a defined frequency range to a
lithium-ion battery and measuring the potential response. This method is called a galvanostatic EIS
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4 Charge Distribution in Graphite Electrodes

whereas in a potentiostatic EIS an applied potential signal would induce a current response.202,203

The applied sinusoidal current signal in the time domain is described by

i(t) = î · sin(ωt) = î · ej(ωt) (4.1)

with the current amplitude î and angular frequency ω = 2πf . As an impedance measurement requires
a linear time-invariant system, the measured potential response includes an offset of the phase shift φ

E(t) = Ê · sin(ωt+ φ) = Ê · ej(ωt+φ) (4.2)

After transformation to the frequency domain, the complex impedance Z(ω) is calculated by Ohm’s
law and given in polar coordinates or separated as a real (Z ′(ω)) and an imaginary (Z ′′(ω)) part202

Z(ω) = E(ω)
i(ω) = |Z(ω)| · e−jφ = |Z(ω)| · (cosφ− j · sinφ) = Z ′(ω)− j · Z ′′(ω) (4.3)

This second representation of the real as well as imaginary part of the impedance gives to coordinates
for every frequency that can be depicted in a so-called Nyquist diagram. A typical Nyquist plot for
a lithium-ion cell is given in Figure 4.1. As solid state objects such as the electrodes in a lithium-ion
cell exhibit mostly resistive and capacitive behavior which are represented in the negative imaginary
half plane, a common depiction shows the negative imaginary half plane in the upper half.202
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Figure 4.1: Exemplary Nyquist representation of a Samsung NCM/graphite cell as used in Section 4.3
measured at 25 ◦C and 50% SOC with typical frequency regions assigned to certain elec-
trochemical phenomena.202,203 Tested frequencies were 10 kHz to 70mHz with a 50mA
current amplitude.

As the Nyquist depiction disregards the frequency dependency of the measurements, another common
representation is the so-called Bode plot. In a Bode plot, as shown in Figure 4.2, Z(ω) is represented
as absolute value |Z(ω)| and phase shift φ over frequency.204

EIS was established as a qualitative method to measure equilibration processes after an inhomogeneous
current density distribution. Therefore, the used measurement equipment and protocol for Section 4.3
are introduced in the following paragraphs.
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Figure 4.2: Bode plot of the same cell and measurement as shown in Figure 4.1.

Three cells from five different manufactures were tested in the experimental setup. The presented
cycling and impedance measurements were carried out with a VMP3 potentiostat/galvanostat from
Bio-Logic SAS in a temperature chamber. The temperature was set prior to all charging actions
for at least 1 h to give the cells enough time to adapt to a temperature change. Previous to all
EIS measurements all cells were charged with a 1C rate to the maximum potential given by the
manufacturer in a constant-current/constant-voltage (CCCV) charging mode (CV terminated after
1 h). After a pause of 15min the cells were discharged with 1C to their respective minimum potential
which was also kept for an hour or terminated when the remaining current dropped beneath C/100
(i.e. CCCV mode). Before charging again with the same parameters as before, another pause of 15min
was kept. This charging step was followed by a 1 h pause and at last, the cells were discharged with
1C to their intended SOC by ampere-hour counting.

Following the SOC setting of the cell, impedances were measured over a time of 48 h, starting with
every 10min for the first hour, then every 30min for the next two hours and finally every hour for the
remaining time. Since no change in cell potential was observed after 4 to 5 h, self-discharge or side
reactions are not considered to be of significant influence. Each EIS measurement was succeeded by an
open-circuit potential phase. The tested frequencies were 10 kHz to 70mHz with 6 points per decade
and 3 sine waves per frequency (only 2 for frequencies lower than 700mHz). Measurements were carried
out in galvanic mode (current excitation and potential response) with a 50mA amplitude, which was
small compared to the capacities of the tested cells, and no DC offset. The resulting measurement time
of about 120 s was short compared to the overall relaxation time. With the small excitation amplitude
and the short perturbation time, the requirement of stationary conditions was fulfilled.205

4.2 Multi-layer cell setup to quantify exchanged amount of charge
during equilibration

For the experiments in Sections 4.4 and 4.5 to measure relaxation effects inside an electrode layer,
a laboratory cell introduced by Klink200 was used. The setup of the cell with its several individual
working electrode layers – therefore called multi-layer cell (MLC) – can be seen in the provided scheme
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4 Charge Distribution in Graphite Electrodes

in Figure 4.3. In this work, a setup with three graphite electrodes was chosen for a proof-of-principle.
Details on the used cell and measurement setup will be given in the following subsections.

(a)

Lithium counter

Separators

Mesh electrodes

(b)

Master

Slave

Channel

CE

WE

CEWE

corresponds to

top

middle

bottom

CE
WE

electrode

Figure 4.3: Scheme of MLC with (a) showing the cross section of a typical half-cell measurement versus
a lithium-metal counter electrode (CE) (dashed lines represent the exemplary sectioning
of this electrode) and (b) depicting the MLC setup with each layer being connected to a
single potentiostat – called slave channel. A separate master channel is used for applying
the current between the lithium counter electrode and the three working electrodes (WE).

4.2.1 Cell preparation and initial operation

Two graphites from SGL Carbon GmbH were experimentally tested. The first graphite was specified
with a D50 value of 19 µm (subsequently referred to as large particle graphite – LG) and the second
graphite had a D50 value of 2.3 µm (small particle graphite – SG) according to the manufacturer. The
preparation of the corresponding electrodes and the assembly of the MLC setup are included in the
following paragraphs.

Electrode preparation and characterization Both graphites were processed in a similar fashion. The
graphite containing slurry and PVdF binder (Sigma-Aldrich) were mixed in a 95:5 weight ratio in NMP
(Sigma-Aldrich) solvent. The slurry was coated by an automatic coater (RK Print) on a Microgrid
Cu25 copper mesh (provided by Dexmet Corporation) in the case of LG and on a MC33 copper mesh
(Precision Eforming Ltd.) in the case of SG. The meshes were chosen for their thickness of only 24 µm
(Microgrid Cu25) and 9 µm (MC33) as well as a porosity of about 60%. The coating speed for both
coatings was 1.5m/min.

Pressing the coated LG electrodes with a hydraulic stamping press for 2min with 2.5 t, resulted in an
electrode porosity of 32% and a thickness of 44µm which corresponds to a loading of 4.13mg/cm2. SG
electrodes were not treated due to mechanical instabilities arising during the pressing process, resulting
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4.2 Multi-layer cell setup to quantify exchanged amount of charge during equilibration

in a porosity of 79%, a thickness of 42.5µm and a loading of 1.82mg/cm2. Respective tortuosities for
both kinds of electrodes were measured and calculated as suggested by Landesfeind et al.170

For measuring the tortuosity of the used mesh electrodes, symmetrical cells were assembled with facing
coating sides ("top graphite") as well as with facing mesh sides ("top mesh") to see the influence of
the mesh structure. The obtained EIS spectra for the electrodes are shown in Nyquist depiction in
Figure 4.4.
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Figure 4.4: Obtained impedance spectra in Nyquist depiction for (a) LG electrodes and (b) SG elec-
trodes both in "top graphite" as well as "top mesh" configuration.

According to Landesfeind et al.,170 the ionic resistance Rion inside the electrolyte phase determines the
charge transport in porous particle networks or structures. Such porous structures are e.g. electrodes
and separators in commercially used lithium-ion batteries. With the ionic resistance, MacMullin’s
number can be calculated via Ohm’s law when the conductivity of the non-intercalating electrolyte κ
as well as the cross-sectional area A of the tested material with its respective thickness d is known. By
also knowing the porosity of the material, a tortuosity value can be given.

NM = τ

ε
= Rion ·A · κ

d
(4.4)

To obtain the ionic resistance experimentally, an EIS has to be carried out on symmetrical cells. The
measured data can either be fitted to

ZLFR =
√

Rion
QS(iω)γ coth

(√
QS(iω)γRion

)
(4.5)
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where ZLFR refers to the linear extrapolation of the low frequency resistance branch to the real part
axis Z ′, QS sums up all capacitive contributions in a constant-phase element and γ corresponds to the
constant-phase exponent (if γ = 1, QS simplifies to a capacitor CS).

The other approach is via a second linear extrapolation of the high frequency resistance RHFR and a
subsequent calculation by

Rion = 3 · (ZLFR −RHFR) (4.6)

The obtained tortuosity values in the case of LG electrodes are 4.892 for the "top graphite" and 4.907
for the "top mesh" measurement which is within the margin of error, so an influence of the mesh could
be ruled out. The SG electrode tortuosity value is smaller with 2.723 for the "top graphite" and 3.684
for the "top mesh" measurement. This can be expected due to the higher porosity of the SG electrodes
(εSG ≈ 79 % versus εLG ≈ 32 %). As the overall uncertainty of this measurement is about ±0.5 for
all tortuosity values, we use τSG = 3.7 for SG electrodes – as the mesh has to be passed by lithium-
ions – and τLG = 4.9 for LG electrodes as the medium value for subsequent studies. Both electrodes’
tortuosities are in the range of tortuosities as demonstrated by Landesfeind et al.170 for commercial
electrodes.

Disks with 15mm in diameter were punched out for both electrodes and resulted in a capacity of
1.20mAh and 2.48mAh per layer, respectively. All properties comparing both electrode disks are
listed in Table 4.1.

Table 4.1: Properties of electrode disks from SG and LG. All values are measured or consequently
calculated.

SG LG

Material properties
D10 value 0.9 µm 7 µm
D50 value 2.3 µm 19 µm
D90 value 5.7 µm 47 µm
Mesh thickness 9 µm (MC33) 24 µm (Microgrid Cu25)

Electrode properties
Coating thickness 70 µm 60 µm
Resulting thickness 42.5 ± 1 µm 44 ± 1 µm
Porosity 79 ± 2 % 32 ± 2 %
Tortuosity 3.7 ± 0.5 4.9 ± 0.5
Graphite loading 1.82 mg/cm2 4.13 mg/cm2

Capacity per disk 1.20 mAh 2.48 mAh

Assembly and formation of MLC Each electrode disk was contacted with a strip of copper mesh
beneath it. On top of each disk a 25 µm thick Celgard 2325 separator with 19mm in diameter was
placed and 40 µl of LP57 electrolyte (1MLiPF6 in 3:7 EC:EMC; BASF) were added. After repeating
this step for the other two electrode disks, a 260µm glass fiber separator was used as an electrolyte
reservoir prior to the lithium-metal (Rockwood Lithium) counter electrode. With this setup, a stack
thickness of 467 µm (from lowest current collector to top of topmost separator) with 132 µm of active
electrode was achieved.

The formation of the MLC was performed while the graphite layers were short-circuited with a current
of 0.37mA corresponding to a theoretical C/20 rate on a VMP3 potentiostat. Prior to the formation
procedure, the cell was put to rest in a 25 ◦C temperature chamber for 10 h to guarantee complete
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soaking of separators and electrodes with electrolyte. The cell was cycled with a CCCV procedure for
2.5 cycles, ending with a voltage phase at 50mV for 96 h to achieve full lithiation of all three layers.

4.2.2 Measurement protocol

As already introduced in Figure 4.3, each layer can be operated and measured independently due to
the usage of a separate potentiostat channel for each layer. A master channel operates the lithium
electrode versus the graphite layers and represents a typical half-cell setup which is, therefore, called
complete cell. Please be aware that a charge in a half-cell setup of lithium and graphite means a
delithiation of graphite, since graphite acts as the cathode in this setup. A delithiation of graphite
in a commercial lithium-ion cell with lithium transition-metal oxide or lithium iron phosphate as a
cathode, by contrast, corresponds to a discharge of the cell, since graphite acts as the anode. The
single channels used for the graphite layers are called slave channels, since they are only operated in
an observer mode and all driving currents are provided by the master channel. By a time controlled
measurement protocol, the slave and master channels switch between an open-circuit mode (OCV) and
a chronoamperometry mode (CA), the latter basically corresponding to a short-circuit of the chosen
channel with passed charge recording.

Starting from the fully lithiated state at the end of the formation process, the graphite electrodes were
delithiated via the master channel with the slave channels in CA mode which means that all graphite
electrode layers are on the same potential. The drawn current was 0.75mA (corresponds to C/10) in
the case of LG electrodes, resulting in a charge of the cell of 1.5mAh when the current was applied
for 2 h. For SG electrodes the C/10 current was 0.36mA. The charging time was varied to investigate
different states of delithiation.

After the charging step, the slaves switched to OCV mode for 6 h, separating the three layers from each
other. The simultaneous short-circuiting of the master channel enabled a potential measurement of
each layer versus lithium (refer to Figure 4.3 (b)) and potential relaxation for each layer was recorded.

In a next step, for equilibrating the individual layers, the three slave channels were short-circuited for
29min and OCV measured for 1min afterward. The master channel was operated in reverse (29min
OCV and short-circuited for 1min) to the slaves during that time so that a potential measurement
versus the lithium electrode was possible after each equilibration step. This allowed electrons to move
from one graphite layer to another to compensate a possible lithium-ion exchange between the layers
during the 29min time slot. The equilibration regime was repeated for up to 191 times to identify
when the layers are equilibrated. This lead to a total equilibration time between the electrodes of 96 h.

4.3 Long-term equalization effects in lithium-ion batteries due to
local state of charge inhomogeneities and their impact on
impedance measurements

This section introduces the paper Long-term equalization effects in Li-ion batteries due to local state
of charge inhomogeneities and their impact on impedance measurements. We considered EIS mea-
surements a promising candidate to determine the quality of the formation in an end-of-line testing
scenario as EIS is a commonly used method for state estimation. There are several publications
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dealing with the sensitivity of EIS regarding inner states, i.e. SOC,158,162,206–208 SOH137,159,162,208–214

and cell temperature.158,162,215–217 Additionally, SEI identification has been a focus of electrochemical
impedance investigations.31,58,129,160,218

Besides the sensitivities toward the mentioned state variables, a dependency of the previous system
excitation by an SOC change on cell impedance is detectable.158,162,216,219,220 Some of the above
cited studies acknowledge that effect by adding a pause step between the last SOC change and the
EIS measurement. The assumed durations of the relaxation time (also referred to as equilibration
time) differ significantly in literature. In references31,211,213,214,221 a relaxation time of less than or
equal to 1 h was applied. Moreover, practices of 1.5 h,162 2 h,158,207,216 12 h,222 15 h210 and 24 h223

are presented. Others159,206,208,209,212,215,217,224 did not explicitly consider or mention relaxation. The
choice of relaxation time is not discussed in any of the above listed papers, nor is any explanation
presented for relaxation phenomena. Accordingly, the effect of system excitation on cell impedance
was not sufficiently investigated.158 On the other hand there are some publications dealing with the
relaxation of cell potential in more detail,199,225–228 however, those articles do not include a discussion of
the impedance effect which is part of the following paper. Barai et al.219 studied impedance relaxation
phenomena with fixed SOC as well as temperature conditions and pointed out that after a relaxation
period of 4 h the influence of previous operation history on the measured impedance is negligible. The
authors assumed that the impedance relaxation is due to the relaxation of ions in the double layer
capacity and the redistribution of the concentration gradient in the electrolyte and the solid state.

In this paper we investigated five different cell types. A 300mAh commercial pouch cell was utilized
for testing temperature and SOC dependencies on impedance relaxation. Subsequently, when looking
at the influence of the cathode chemistry, four different types of round cells with a capacity of about
2Ah were chosen for reasons of comparability. Three cells of each type were taken into account.

We found that the time to reach a relaxed state for phenomena represented in the low frequency range
of an impedance measurement depends strongly on temperature and SOC. For comparing different cells
– with the same or different cathode chemistry – it has to be ensured that the cells are in a relaxed
state or that only frequency ranges (higher ∼ 500 Hz) are considered that are time-independent.

To explain the observed relaxation in impedance measurements, a hypothesis of three solid phase
lithium-ion redistribution effects, one intra-particle (I) and two inter-particle (normal to surface (II)
and transverse through electrode (III)), is introduced. A representation of the equilibration pathways
for the lithium-ions is depicted in Figure 4.5. To check for validity, a P2D model to simulate the
interdependencies of effects (I) and (II) is set up. As calculated by the model, liquid phase gradients
are already subsided after 60 s whereas solid phase effects are in the order of hours. Effect (I) is
dominant during the beginning of the relaxation process and is later replaced by effect (II) which is
probably dominated by the flat open-circuit potential of graphite. The smaller time scales in the model
results compared to the measurements can be attributed to the missing implementation of effect (III)
transverse through the electrodes.

The paper thereby shows that EIS measurements can be used as a qualitative measurement technique
to determine whether equilibration processes in a full cell are completed.

Author contribution While suggesting the experiment and setting up an automatic measurement
protocol was my contribution to the paper, the experiments were run and processed together with
Andreas Noel who implemented an analyzing script. The hypothesis of the three equilibration processes
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(I) intra-particle

(II) inter-particle
through layer

(III) inter-particle in layer

current collector

binder
active material

conductive agent

Figure 4.5: Schematic section of a porous electrode consisting of active material, binder and conductive
agent. Three possible ways of lithium-ion movement within relaxation are considered: First,
the assimilation of local lithium-ion concentration gradients within a particle (I), second,
the lithium-ion movement either in liquid or solid phase through the electrode layer (II),
and third, the relaxation laterally along the electrode layer (III).

was developed in collaboration with Simon V. Erhard who set up the P2D model.
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A B S T R A C T

Electrochemical impedance spectroscopy (EIS) is a powerful technique for characterizing Li-ion batteries.
Besides the well-known state variables such as state of charge (SOC), state of health (SOH) and
temperature, relaxation time after previous conditioning has a crucial impact on EIS measurements. By
showing the EIS dependencies of three different temperatures, five SOCs and five cells with different
cathode chemistries towards relaxation behavior, the importance of acknowledging relaxation time as an
inner state is emphasized. After a single 1C cycle a deviation in the spectra compared to the relaxed state
is detectable for up to 40 hours.
In order to explain relaxation behavior, a mind model is introduced, which accounts for three

equalization effects inside a particle and through an electrode layer. By means of a 1-D Newman model
implemented in COMSOL Multiphysics 4.3b, two of the three proposed effects are discussed in more
detail. Qualitatively, simulation data show the same dependencies towards relaxation as the
experimental data, indicating that the model is a proper tool to investigate processes inside a cell.
Certain deviations between experimental and modeling data can be explained by the 1-D approach and
the fact that wiring and cell connections are not accounted for in the model. Modeling results strongly
indicate that relaxation processes mainly take place in the graphite anode, which is assumed to be due to
the flat open-circuit potential of graphite.

ã 2015 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

The performance of Li-ion batteries is directly linked to their
operating conditions. Thus, an accurate identification of the inner
states, such as state of charge (SOC), state of health (SOH) and cell
temperature, is elementary for an improvement of battery
performance. A commonly used method for state estimation is
electrochemical impedance spectroscopy (EIS). There are several
publications dealing with the sensitivity of EIS regarding SOC [1–
5], SOH [4–14] and cell temperature [3,4,15–17]. Besides the
sensitivities towards the mentioned state variables a dependency
of the previous system excitation by a SOC change on cell
impedance is detectable [3,4,15,18,19]. Some of the above cited
studies acknowledge that effect by adding a pause step between
the last SOC change and the EIS measurement. The assumed
durations of the relaxation time (also referred to as equilibration
time) differ significantly in literature. In references [12–14,20,21] a

relaxation time of less than or equal to 1 h was applied. Moreover,
practices of 1.5 h [4], 2 h [2,3,15], 12 h [22], 15 h [10] and 24 h [23]
are presented. Others [1,5–9,16,17] did not explicitly consider or
mention relaxation. The choice of relaxation time is not discussed
in any of the above listed papers, nor is any explanation presented
for relaxation phenomena. Accordingly, the effect of system
excitation on cell impedance is not sufficiently investigated [3].
On the other hand there are some publications dealing with the
relaxation of cell potential in more detail [24–28], however, those
articles do not include a discussion of the impedance effect which
is part of this paper. Barai et al. [18] studied impedance relaxation
phenomena with fixed SOC as well as temperature conditions and
pointed out that after a relaxation period of 4 h the influence of
previous operation history on the measured impedance is
negligible. The authors assumed that the impedance relaxation
is due to the relaxation of ions in the double layer capacity and the
redistribution of the concentration gradient in the electrolyte and
the solid state.

Fig. 1 shows EIS measurements during the relaxation process of
a Li-ion cell. The testing conditions were kept similar to the
measurements of Barai et al. [18]. The drift of cell impedance is still

* Corresponding author.
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noticeable after a relaxation time of more than 10 h (for more
measurement details see section 2). Thus, the dependency of
relaxation time on cell impedance is obviously underestimated.
Moreover, the influence of SOC and cell temperature on impedance
relaxation as well as an evaluation of the proposed transport
mechanisms regarding their contribution to the relaxation effect
were left open by Barai et al. [18]. In order to address these issues
an experimental screening with commercial Li-ion batteries
including the cathode chemistries lithium-nickel-manganese-
cobalt-oxide (NMC), lithium-manganese-based blend (LiMn),
and lithium-iron-phosphate (LFP) was executed. The experiment
also considered a SOC and temperature variation.

In section 2 the experimental setup, the method for data
analysis and the results will be presented. Respecting the
experimental results a mind model was developed, which
proposes different long-term transport mechanisms in the solid
state domain as an explanation for the relaxation phenomena. The
theoretical examination of the proposed mind model will be given
in section 3 by presenting a 1-D numerical simulation model,
which is derived from the publications of Doyle, Fuller and
Newman [29–31]. The paper concludes with a discussion of the
measured impedance relaxation respecting the presented Li-ion
redistribution processes from the modeling part in section 4.

2. Experimental

2.1. Setup

For the performed tests five different cell types were used. A
300 mAh commercial pouch cell from Hellpower Industries was
utilized for testing temperature and SOC dependencies on
impedance relaxation. Subsequently, when looking at the influ-
ence of the cathode chemistry, four different types of round cells
with a capacity of about 2 Ah were chosen for reasons of
comparability. All considered cell types and their corresponding

properties are summarized in Table 1. Three cells of each type were
taken into account.

Cycling and impedance measurements were carried out with a
VMP3 potentiostat from Bio-Logic SAS in a temperature chamber.
The temperature was set prior to all charge changing actions for at
least 1 h to give the cells enough time to adapt to a temperature
change. Previous to all EIS measurements all cells were charged
with a 1C-rate to the maximum potential given by the
manufacturer in a CC-CV charging mode (CV terminated after
1 h). After a pause of 15 min the cells were discharged with 1C to
their respective minimum potential which was also kept for an
hour or terminated when the remaining current dropped beneath
C/100 (i.e. CC-CV mode). Before charging again with the same
parameters as before, another pause of 15 min was kept. This
charging step was followed by a 1 h pause and at last the cells were
discharged with 1C to their intended SOC by ampere-hour
counting.

Following the SOC setting of the cell, impedances were
measured over a time of 48 hours, starting with every 10 min for
the first hour, then every 30 min for the next two hours and finally
every hour for the remaining time. Since no change in cell potential
was observed after 4 to 5 h, self-discharge or side reactions are not
considered to be of significant influence.

Each impedance measurement was succeeded by an open-
circuit potential phase. The tested frequencies were 10 kHz to
70 mHz with 6 points per decade and 3 sine waves per frequency
(only 2 for frequencies lower than 700 mHz). Measurements were
carried out in galvanic mode (current excitation and potential
response) with a 50 mA amplitude, which was small compared to
the capacities of the tested cells, and no DC offset. The resulting
measurement time of about 120 seconds was short compared to
the overall relaxation time. With the small excitation amplitude
and the short perturbation time, the requirement of stationary
conditions was fulfilled [32]. An example for measured impedan-
ces at increasing relaxation time is shown in Fig. 1 in Nyquist
depiction.

Besides the influences of the cathode chemistry, five SOC levels
(10, 30, 50, 70 and 90 %) were tested with every mentioned cell. The
temperature dependency of 10, 25 and 40 �C was only measured
with Hellpower Industries cells. All considered tests are shown in
Table 2 with their respective parameters and cells.

By looking at the impedance development over time of an
exemplary cell in a Bode plot (see Fig. 2(a)), it is obvious that the

Fig. 1. EIS measurements in Nyquist depiction of Samsung cell A at 25 �C and 50 %
SOC after increasing relaxation times.

Table 1
Overview of considered cell types and their respective properties.

Manufacturer Identifier Format Cathode Chemistry* Capacity in mAh Discharge Rate (max.) Voltage range

Hellpower Industries 3.7 V/300 mAh Pouch LiMn 300 10C 2.50–4.20 V
Efest 18650 2000 mAh 18650 LiMn 2000 10C 3.00–4.20 V
Sony US18650V3 18650 NMC 2250 4C 2.50–4.20 V
Samsung ICR18650-22F 18650 NMC 2200 2C 2.75–4.20 V
A123 Systems ANR26650 M1A 26650 LFP 2300 30C 2.00–3.60 V

* as stated by the manufacturer.

Table 2
Overview of tested parameters on respective cells.

Temperature 10 �C 25 �C 40 �C

SOC in % 10 30 50 70 90 10 30 50 70 90 10 30 50 70 90

Hellpower
Industries

x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x

Efest x x x x x
Sony x x x x x
Samsung x x x x x
A123 Systems x x x x x

108 F.M. Kindermann et al. / Electrochimica Acta 185 (2015) 107–116



growth in absolute value of the impedance is almost non-existent
in high frequency areas and reaches its maximum at a frequency of
lower or equal to 1 Hz. The phase curve in contrast does not change
significantly over time, independent of the frequency.

For better comparison of the results and also illustration of the
maximum development over time, only the change of the 700 mHz
measuring point over the recorded relaxation time of 48 h will be
depicted. By fitting a single exponential function to the measured
data, the trend of relaxation is easier to grasp. Both, measured data
and fitted function, are pictured in Fig. 2(b). The considered
frequency of 700 mHz corresponds to a point in the area of a
Nyquist plot that is attributed to the charge transfer of a battery cell
[18].

Although using cells from one ordering batch and choosing cells
with equal measured capacities, a difference in the absolute values
of the corresponding impedances could be detected. Therefore, by
scaling the measured data to the respective final relaxed value, a
deviation j from relaxed state over the relaxation period was
depicted.

j ¼ jZtj � jZ1j
jZ1j ð1Þ

This deviation, in contrast to absolute values, turned out to be very
similar for all cells of one batch (compare Fig. 2(b) and (c)).

2.2. Chemistry dependency

One of the executed tests focused on the influence of
“chemistry” of the cell on relaxation characteristics. Since
commercially available cells were used in the test and cells were
not opened, only the approximate composition of the cathode as
stated by the manufacturer can be given as the chemistry of the
cell. As given in Table 1 cells from A123 Systems are made of LFP,
Hellpower Industries and Efest cells of LiMn and Sony and Samsung
cells of NMC. All anodes were stated to be made of carbon without
giving further details. Since the composition of the anode, e.g.
electrode porosity, particle size (distribution) and thickness of the
electrode, is believed to contribute decisively to relaxation, not
knowing the morphology of the cells’ anodes initially is a
drawback. With an experimental setup of commercially available
cells it is not possible to elude this without opening the cells.
Despite this drawback, Fig. 3(a) reveals that all cells – independent
of the chemistry – show the same characteristics in their relaxation
behavior (convergence towards relaxed state) and that a certain
similarity of the behavior can be observed between cells that are
assumed to contain the same chemistry.

LFP reaches its relaxed state faster than the metal oxides (1 %
deviation mark after 4 h compared to about 12 to 18 h). The fast
relaxation of LFP is probably due to the ultra-high-power
dimensioning of the A123 Systems cell which are designed to
deliver a current up to 30C continuous whereas the other cells are
designed for 10C and less. Still, also within the metal oxide cells,
NMC containing cells relax slightly faster than the ones comprised
of LiMn. A distinction of the contributions from anode and cathode
towards relaxation behavior will be drawn in chapter 4.

In measurements comparing different cells via impedance
measurements, it is suggested to take these different relaxation
times into account. Otherwise one might compare cells in different
relaxation states.

2.3. State of charge dependency

Another inner parameter tested with regard to relaxation time
was SOC at SOC-levels of 10, 30, 50, 70 and 90 %. Fig. 3(b) depicts
that cells at higher SOC relax faster than at lower SOC with
Samsung cells as an example. The derivable dependency of
relaxation time and SOC is nonlinear but monotonically increasing
with decreasing SOC. This behavior was detected for most cells and
their measured states whereas some cases showed local anomalies
for relaxation time over SOC similar to anomalies in decreasing
impedances over the SOC as mentioned by [2,3].

2.4. Temperature dependency

The temperature dependency of relaxation time was tested with
Hellpower Industries cells. Tested temperatures were 10, 25 and
40 �C which were well within defined operating conditions. Fig. 3(c)
and (d) show the deviation at the mentioned temperatures for 70 %
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Fig. 2. Impedance development over time of an exemplary cell (Samsung cell A) at
50 % SOC and 25 �C in Bode plot (a). The change of the 700 mHz measuring point
over recorded relaxation time with fitted exponential function in absolute values
(b) becomes almost the same when looking at deviation j from relaxed state over
time (c).
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and 30 % SOC respectively. As can be seen, relaxation takes the
longest at 10 �C and, in agreement with SOC dependency, takes
longer at a SOC of 30 % than at 70 %. At 10 �C and 30 % SOC the
depicted cell is not fully relaxed during the 48 hour waiting period
which is apparent in the still existing deviation at 48 h. This
temperature dependence behaves as expected with faster kinetics
which support a faster equalization process at higher temperatures.

2.5. Derived mind model of relaxation effects

Impedance relaxation could be observed for an unexpectedly
long time, so a mind model was developed to explain those long-
time effects. Although cell potential relaxation could not be
observed for more than 4 to 5 h, after that time there might still be
local polarization in the particles which is not visible in the cell
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Fig. 3. Chemistry dependency on relaxation time at 25 �C and 70 % SOC (a). SOC dependency on relaxation time at 25 �C (b) with Samsung cell. Temperature dependency on
relaxation time at 70 (c) and 30 % SOC (d) with Hellpower Industries cell. All graphs show the respective 700 mHz value.

Fig. 4. Schematic section of a porous electrode consisting of active material, binder and conductive agent. Three possible ways of Li-ion movement within relaxation are
considered: First, the assimilation of local Li-ion concentration gradients within a particle (I), second, the Li-ion movement either in liquid or solid phase through the electrode
layer (II), and third, the relaxation laterally along the electrode layer (III).
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potential measured at the battery’s terminals. Since liquid
diffusivity in common electrolytes is about 10�10m2 s�1 [33],
whereas active materials such as graphite or NMC show much
slower diffusivities in the range of 10�14 to 10�16m2 s�1 [34–36], it
is expected that the solid phase is responsible for those long
relaxation times. Even if the pathway of liquid diffusion (inside the
electrode) is longer than that of solid diffusion (within the
particles), the difference of more than 4 orders of magnitude
highlights the larger impact of solid-state diffusion. Therefore,
three effects in the solid phase – associated with relaxation – are
proposed and are presented in Fig. 4. The first effect (I) is an intra-
particle assimilation process of Li-ions which decreases concen-
tration gradients inside a particle (high concentration near the
surface and low concentration in the bulk or vice versa) caused by
slow solid-state diffusion during charge or discharge. The other
two effects both occur between different particles and are
therefore called “inter-particle”. Effect (II) is due to a SOC gradient
perpendicular through the electrode. Klink et al. showed this effect
with a segmented electrode and were able to see changes in SOC
assimilation currents through the electrode for two hours even
when a fixed potential was applied to speed up the process [37]. In
case (II) there are two possible means of transport. One is Li-ion
diffusion within the solid phase, the other could be a charge
transfer and mass transport in the liquid phase. The transport in
the liquid phase is expected to be dominant, since effective
diffusion is faster in the liquid than the solid phase. At last, effect
(III) is an inter-particle transport transverse through the electrode.
Especially in wound 18650 and 26650 cells with few tabs and
electrodes between 0.5 m and 1.5 m in length this effect could lead
to very long relaxation times since inhomogeneities are spread
over a great length in the electrode. For this effect it is likely that
diffusion of Li-ions will happen in the liquid phase and electrons
travel through the respective current collector.

3. Physico-chemical Model Setup

For the model setup, the well-known approach by Newman and
co-workers [29–31] which addresses liquid potentials and porous
electrodes is adopted and implemented in the commercial
software COMSOL Multiphysics 4.3b. Usually, this model is solved
within time domain but here a coupled analysis within time and
frequency domain is established. Thus, impedance relaxation,
which is a strongly interdepending phenomenon, can be simulated
by this framework. Within time domain a backward differential
formula (BDF) is set. After solving time steps, the results are
handed over as an initial value set to a frequency solver which
allows calculation of complex impedance by a harmonic pertur-
bation at the model's boundary. After that, the time stepping
continues where any number of additional spectra can be
processed at desired time steps.

The model geometry is defined as a one dimensional interval
divided into three parts corresponding to the negative electrode,
the separator and the positive electrode domain. An additional
dimension is set for the description of species intercalation within
the particle domain. For a detailed model description, the reader is
referred to [30,31,38]. The main equations are mass balance for Li-
ion concentration in the electrolyte cl

el
@cl
@t

¼ �r �Dl;ef frcl þ
iltþ
F

� �
þ asjn ð2Þ

and charge balance

r �kef fr’l þ
2kef fRT

F
1 þ dlnf�

dlncl

� �
1 � tþð Þrlncl

� �

¼ Fasjn þ idl ð3Þ

throughout the electrode domain. The current within liquid phase
is described by current density il and potential’l, while the pore
wall flux at the electrode-electrolyte interface is namedjn. R
describes the gas constant, F the Faraday’s constant and T the local
temperature which is kept constant in this case. Within the
separator domain the equations simplify to

el
@cl
@t

¼ �r �Dl;ef frcl þ
iltþ
F

� �
ð4Þ

and

r �kef fr’l þ
2kef fRT

F
1 þ dlnf�

dlncl

� �
1 � tþð Þrlncl

� �
¼ 0 ð5Þ

To couple solid and liquid phase, Butler-Volmer kinetics are
assumed for the pore wall flux

jn ¼ kcð Þaa kað Þac cs;max;pos=neg � cs
� �aa csð Þac

cl
cl;ref

� �aa

exp
aaFh
RTð Þ � exp �acFh

RTð Þh i

ð6Þ
including the Li-ion concentration at the particle's surface cs and
the overpotential

h ¼ ’s � ’l � Epos=neg ð7Þ
where’s corresponds to the solid phase potential.

All transport parameters are scaled by Bruggeman’s expression
[39]

Cef f ¼ C0 es=l
� �1:5 ð8Þ

and to describe electrolyte characteristics properly, a concen-
tration dependence is implemented for conductivity, diffusivity
and activity [33]. Additionally, a double-layer capacity is assumed
to represent impedance behavior correctly. It is set as a specific
capacity which is charged or discharged corresponding to the
potential drop across the double layer

idl ¼ asCdl;pos=neg
@’s

@t
� @’l

@t

� �
ð9Þ

The chosen parameters represent a common NMC/graphite cell
with medium sized electrode layers as well as an anode oversizing
and are summarized in Table 3. Diffusion coefficients are values
estimated from various literature sources [34–36,40,41]. Conduc-
tivity, diffusivity and mean molar activity coefficient of the
electrolyte are taken from fittings of measurements [33] while
presuming a constant transport number. The porosity and active
material fractions are estimated to represent a parameter range of
common Li-ion cells which usually have porosities of about 30 %
[25,36] and active material volume fraction between 40 and 60 %
[25,30,35,42]. The equilibrium potentials are taken from literature
[36,40] as well as the maximum concentration of lithium within
active material particles [40,43]. Additional parameters such as
reaction rate constants [36,40] and specific double layer values
[44] are assumed based on references from literature.

The frequency analysis of the model reveals certain limitations
when high frequencies are considered. Usually, impedance spectra
of Li-ion cells feature a region representing a low-frequency, a mid-
frequency and a high-frequency domain. The first is connected to a
diffusive section whereas the second is interpreted as a charge-
transfer and surface layer diffusion section. The third, at the
intersection with the real part axis, is considered purely ohmic and
an inductive domain is in the positive imaginary half-plane. The
presented model is not capable of showing the intersection with
the real part axis and inductive parts in a Nyquist plot due to
strictly capacitive behavior. Since this study is focusing on
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frequencies lower than this high frequency range, this limitation
has no effect on the results.

4. Simulation Results

Prior to starting model simulations, the initial state for the
conducted analyses was a fully charged and relaxed state from
where the model was discharged to 3.6 V with 20 A m�2 which is
approximately equivalent to a 1C-rate. The cell potential corre-
sponds to a mean potential of a NMC/graphite cell that can be
cycled in the range of 3.0 to 4.2 V. After that, the boundary is set to
zero current and impedance spectra were calculated for different
times during relaxation.

4.1. Comparison to Measured Data

When first looking at the calculated impedances in the Nyquist
diagram of Fig. 5(a), it is obvious that an increase in the real part
(Z0) of the low frequency range can be seen as depicted in the
measured data in Fig. 1. Additionally, in agreement with the
measurement, no changes can be seen in the high frequency range.
By depicting the simulated data in a Bode plot, the same
dependencies as in measured data also appear. Whereas no
change over time is visible in the phase angle data, an expansion
can be detected in the absolute value reaching a steady gap at
frequencies lower than 1Hz (Fig. 5(b)). Finally, Fig. 5(c) shows the
evolution of the 700 mHz point of the absolute value as previously

Table 3
Model parameters representing a common NMC/graphite cell.

Parameter Value Source

Geometry
Cathode layer thickness tpos 50 mm s

Anode layer thickness tneg 60 mm s

Separator thickness tsep 20 mm s

Volume fraction of solid phase es;pos 0.5 a

[25,30,35,36,42]
Volume fraction of solid phase es;neg 0.6 a

[25,30,35,36,42]
Volume fraction of electrolyte el;pos 0.3 a

[25,30,35,36,42]
Volume fraction of electrolyte el;neg 0.3 a

[25,30,35,36,42]
Volume fraction of electrolyte in
separator el;sep

0.5 s

Particle radius rp;pos 4 mm s

Particle radius rp;neg 12 mm s

Maximum concentration cs;max;pos 51000 mol/m3 a

[43]
Maximum concentration cs;max;neg 31370 mol/m3 a

[40]
Specific surface area as 3esrp

s

Kinetics
Equilibrium potential Epos Epos yð Þ ¼ 6:0826 � 6:9922y þ 7:1062y2 � 0:54549 � 10�4exp 124:23y � 114:2593ð Þ � 2:5947y3 [36]

Equilibrium potential Eneg Eneg xð Þ ¼ 0:6379 þ 0:5416exp �305:5309xð Þ þ0:044tanh �x � 0:1958
0:1088

� �
�

0:1978tanh
x � 1:0571
0:0854

� �
0:6875tanh

x þ 0:0117
0:0529

� �
� 0:0175tanh

x � 0:5692
0:0875

� �
[40]

Reaction rate constant kpos kc ¼ ka ¼ 3e � 12m=s a

[36]
Reaction rate constant kneg kc ¼ ka ¼ 3:5e � 12m=s a [40]
Temperature T 298.15 K s

Transport
Electronic conductivity spos;0 10 S/m a [41]
Electronic conductivity sneg;0 10 S/m a [41]
Diffusion coefficient Ds;pos 1e-15 m2/s a [34–36,40,41]
Diffusion coefficient Ds;neg 5e-14 m2/s a [34–36,40,41]
Charge transfer coefficient apos ac ¼ aa ¼ 0:5 s

Charge transfer coefficient aneg ac ¼ aa ¼ 0:5 s

Salt diffusivity in electrolyte Dl;0 Dl;0 ¼ 10�0:22cl�8:43� 54
T�229�5cl

[33]

Ionic conductivity of electrolyte k0 k0 ¼ cl
10 �10:5 þ 0:074T � 6:96 � 10�5T2 þ 0:668cl � 0:0178clT þ 2:8 � 10�5clT

2 þ 0:494c2l � 8:86 � 10�4c2l T
� �2 [33]

Activity dependency dlnf�
dlncl

� �
0:601�0:24c0:5

l
þ0:982 1�0:0052 T�298:15ð Þð Þc1:5

l
1�tþð Þ � 1

[33]

Transference number tþ 0.38 [33]

Double layer properties
Specific capacity Cdl;pos 0.1 F/m2 a [44]
Specific capacity Cdl;neg 0.1 F/m2 a [44]

aassumed based on Ref.; sspecified.
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done with the measured data. The simulation data also follow an
exponential growth, starting from 5 to 6 % deviation (same as
measurements), but reach their steady state after a time of
approximately 1 h.

In conclusion of this comparison between simulated and
measured data, it was shown that the model is capable of
describing all measured impedance and cell relaxation effects in
the same distinctive way. Compared to measurement data a
frequency offset of about one decade can be observed. This offset is
probably due to the simplified 1-D representation of the problem
and the negligence of internal cell contacting and/or wiring.
Absolute values of relaxation time that do not correspond that well
also have to be attributed to simplifications and, therefore,
limitations of the model. For example, besides the previously
mentioned lack of connection implementation, effect (III), the

inter-particle transport transverse through the electrode, cannot
be reproduced by a 1-D model. With electrodes being up to 1 m in
length in 18650 cells this can very well contribute to much longer
relaxation times (compared to 50 to 100 mm through the
electrode). At last, in contrast to the measurements the starting
point of the model was always a fully charged and fully relaxed
state. Although the CV and pause phase in the measurements tried
to compensate for that, it is impossible to determine the state of
relaxation previously to the discharging process preceding the
impedance measurements.

Since all basic dependencies were pointed out, the next section
will take a look at effect (I) and (II) and possible distinctions of
both.

4.2. Discussion of liquid and solid phase Li-ion concentration

As presented in Table 3 the simulated model cell has an anode
thickness of 60 mm and a cathode thickness of 50 mm with a 20 mm
separator in between. Fig. 6(a) shows the evolution of Li-ion
concentration in those three cell domains at different times after
the end of discharge. Due to a comparatively high diffusion
coefficient of the electrolyte (about 10�10m2 s�1), the simulation
model shows an assimilation of Li-ion concentration in less than
1 min throughout the electrolyte. Therefore, relaxation has to be
attributed to assimilation processes in the solid phase.

By looking at Fig.6(b) and (c) solid phase equalization is
observable for 1 h in the cathode (c) and the anode shows
concentration gradients even after 3 hours of relaxation (b). The
SOC in this presented case is a correlated variable of the current
value of Li-ion concentration at particle surface compared to the
theoretical maximum Li-ion capacity. Within the anode domain,
concentration gradients of up to 2 % occur across the thickness of
the anode layer. In contrast to that, the cathode seems to be evenly
discharged / charged. The parallel offset evolving over time in
Fig. 6(b) and (c) indicates relaxation due to the proposed effect (I),
since surface concentration is changing uniformly throughout the
electrode. This corresponds to diffusion of Li-ions within the
particle domain. A decrease or increase of slope suggests that the
concentration of Li-ions is balanced across the electrode domain,
by which particles deviating from the electrode's average
concentration adapt. The main flux of Li-ions is between particles,
as indicated by relaxation effect (II). Within the first 10 min of
relaxation, process (I) is dominant. After that time, relaxation
process (II) seems to prevail.

Fig. 7 highlights the distinction of relaxation processes within
the electrodes. The normalized deviation within a particle is
depicted for the anode (a) as well as the cathode (b). This definition
of internal balancing can be attributed to relaxation path (I), where
Li-ions are re-distributed within a particle. In anode particles the
small concentration gradient is negligible after 10 min. Since the
chemical potential is the driving force, the re-balancing rate only
depends on the diffusivity, which is high in contrast to the cathode,
and the diffusion length. Within the cathode domain strong
concentration gradients in a particle are established during
discharge. Still, the time needed for re-balancing within the
particle is almost the same as for anode particles. This can be
attributed to smaller particle radii of the cathode material. In
general, small particle radii and high diffusivity are preferable for
relaxation path (I) which is independent of the open-circuit profile.
Within minutes or up to a few hours this process should be
finished.

Additionally, a second deviation number is defined. It indicates
the deviation of particles towards the average concentration
within the electrode in correspondence to relaxation process (II).
Thus, the values can also be negative which reflects unevenly
discharged regions within the electrode. The anode shows only

Fig. 5. Results of the simulation show (a) a Nyquist diagram at five time steps after
the end of a discharge; (b) the corresponding absolute value and phase angle in a
Bode diagram; (c) the absolute impedance at 700 mHz over relaxation time.
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small values of about 0.5 % (see Fig. 7(c)) of inhomogeneity
throughout the electrode, but even this small deviation is not
equalized within 6 h. Since the potential difference between the
particles’ surfaces is the driving force for relaxation path (II), this
slow equalization could be explained by the flat open-circuit
potential of graphite within this state of charge which provides
almost no gradient to balance concentration across the electrode
[42]. Even after 6 h a visible deviation remains which gives some
indication for long-term impedance relaxation of up to 40 h. This
assumption is in agreement with Ng et al. [28], who experimen-
tally investigated current density distribution perpendicular
through graphite electrodes and showed that equilibration of
local Li-ion concentrations is not completed after 15 h of
relaxation. In contrast to that, the cathode is balanced within less
than 2 h (see Fig. 7(d)). This can be explained by the steeper open-
circuit potential profile of NMC throughout the entire state of
lithiation in contrast to the flat profile of graphite.

The explanation of the long-term relaxation effects shown in
the batteries’ impedance is assumed to be connected with the
balancing currents in the electrodes. According to Butler-Volmer
type kinetics, a differential charge-transfer resistance is increasing
as long as the current density is decreasing since the corresponding
kinetics curve is not linear. This leads to a macroscopically increase
of the cell impedance in the low frequency region. Fig. 8(a) shows a
Butler-Volmer kinetics graph with a steady Djct at two exemplary
bias points at times t1 and t2. The potential response to the current
excitation during the impedance measurement increases when the

balancing current density decreases. In Fig. 8(b) the effect for an
impedance in Nyquist depiction at the two mentioned points is
presented.

5. Conclusions

In this paper the dependency of relaxation time as a state
variable on EIS measurements was shown. The time to reach a
relaxed state for phenomena represented in the low frequency
range of an impedance measurement depends strongly on
temperature and SOC. For comparing different cells – with the
same or different cathode chemistry – it has to be ensured that the
cells are in a relaxed state or that only frequency ranges (higher
�500 Hz) are considered that are time-independent. To explain the
observed relaxation in impedance measurements a theory of three
solid phase Li-ion redistribution effects, one intra-particle ((I)) and
two inter-particle (normal to surface (II) and transverse through
electrode (III)), was introduced. A model to simulate the
interdependencies of effects (I) and (II) was set up. As calculated
by the model, liquid phase gradients were already subsided after
60 seconds whereas solid phase effects were in the order of hours.
Effect (I) was dominant during the beginning of the relaxation
process and was later replaced by effect (II) which is probably
dominated by the flat open-circuit potential of graphite. The
smaller time scales in the model results compared to the
measurements can be attributed to the missing implementation
of effect (III) transverse through the electrodes.

Fig. 6. Simulation results of (a) liquid phase Li-ion concentration throughout cell domain at depicted time steps after discharge; (b) simulated state of charge of negative
electrode at particle surface; (c) simulated state of charge of positive electrode at particle surface.
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The above mentioned anomalies in relaxation time growth with
decreasing SOC could also be due to the open-circuit potential of
graphite. When setting the SOC, it could not be determined
whether the graphite was in one of its plateaus or in a transition
zone of the intercalation stages. Those issues have to be addressed
in future work.
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4.4 Measurements of lithium-ion concentration equilibration processes inside graphite electrodes

4.4 Measurements of lithium-ion concentration equilibration
processes inside graphite electrodes

Based on our previous work on impedance relaxation phenomena, we conducted experiments with
a laboratory cell developed and introduced by Klink et al.200 to prove our hypothesis of relaxation
processes. A thorough introduction of the cell and the measurement protocol was given in Section 4.2.

In this work, we presented a way to measure equilibration processes caused by an inhomogeneous
utilization inside an electrode layer during charging and discharging processes. With the cell developed
by Klink et al.200 and using LG as an exemplary electrode material, it is possible to differentiate
between two relaxation processes – one inside the particles and one between the particles throughout
the electrode layers. An overview of the potentials of the three electrode layers as well as the charge
going in and out of each layer is given in Figure 4.6.

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0 1 2

po
te

nt
ia

l /
 V

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

8 32 56 80
0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

2 4 6 8

time / h

-0.10

-0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

2 4 6 8

time / h

-1.00

-0.50

0.00

0.50

1.00

0 1 2

ch
ar

ge
 / 

m
A

h

-0.10

-0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

8 32 56 80

top middle bottom complete

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d) (f)

(e)

charging procedure OCV phase equilibration cycles

Figure 4.6: The upper array depicts the potentials of the three electrode layers or the complete cell,
whereas the lower array shows the corresponding shifted charge during the charging step
(a)–(b) and the following two relaxation steps (c)–(f). All plots are arranged sequentially,
so the overall measurement time starting from the beginning of the charge phase is given

Starting from the fully lithiated state at the end of the formation process, the three graphite electrodes
were delithiated via the master channel with the slave channels in CA mode which means that all
graphite electrode layers are on the same potential. A C/10 current was applied for 2 h resulting in a
charge of 20% SOC. After the charging step, the equilibration measurement protocol as described in
Section 4.2.2 was carried out. The total measurement time for the charging step, the 6 h OCV phase
and the consecutive equilibration between the electrodes for 96 h added up to 104 h.
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4 Charge Distribution in Graphite Electrodes

When looking into full cell arrangements both the intra-particle and the inter-particle processes are
superimposed. The time for an assimilated electrode is in the order of 48 h and during that time
an electrode is considered not to be in its equilibrium state. Although a C/10 rate as used in the
experiments is not known for causing such great inhomogeneities, it appears to be reasonable with the
comparably thick electrode of 132 µm (plus 25µm of separator between the layers) resulting in a total
electrode stack thickness of 182µm.

We can thereby conclude that the hypothesis which was developed to explain long-time equilibration
effects detectable with EIS measurements on lithium-ion cells229 was accurate for – at least – the case
of intra-particle and inter-particle equilibration through the electrode layer. The observed equilibration
time of up to 48 h in EIS measurements is in accordance with the time a capacity exchange can be
observed in the MLC cell after a comparable prior short-term history (see Figure 4.6 (f)).

Author contribution The collaboration for the presented paper was initiated by me to prove our
previous hypothesis. Stefan Klink at Ruhr University Bochum taught me how to use the MLC, while
Jörg Schuster and Günter Ehlert helped producing the graphite mesh electrodes in the laboratory
at TUM. Patrick J. Osswald, Andreas Noel and Simon V. Erhard supported me in adapting our
measurement equipment to the respective requirements.
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� Laboratory cell to measure spatial charge distribution in graphite electrode.
� Inhomogeneous current density distribution leads to long-term equilibration process.
� Intra-particle relaxation up to 4 h.
� Inter-particle relaxation can be measured more than 40 h.
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a b s t r a c t

Methods for estimating inner states in a lithium-ion cell require steady state conditions or accurate
models of the dynamic processes. Besides often used inner states such as state-of-charge, state-of-health
or state-of-function, relaxation processes strongly influence the mentioned states. Inhomogeneous uti-
lization of electrodes and consequent limitations in the operating conditions have recently been brought
to attention. Relaxation measurements after an inhomogeneous current distribution through the
thickness of an electrode have not been addressed so far. By using a previously developed laboratory cell,
we are able to show an inhomogeneous retrieval of lithium-ions from a graphite electrode through the
layer with spatial resolution. After this inhomogeneity caused by a constant current operation, equili-
bration processes are recorded and can be assigned to two different effects. One effect is an equilibration
inside the particles (intra-particle) from surface to bulk and vice versa. The other effect is an assimilation
between the particles (inter-particle) to reach a homogeneous state-of-charge in each particle
throughout the electrode layer. While intra-particle relaxation is observed to be finished within 4 h,
inter-particle relaxation through the layer takes more than 40 h. The overall time for both equilibration
processes shows to be in the order of 48 h.

© 2016 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

The field of applications for lithium-ion batteries grew consid-
erably in the last decades. The initial device market has now
expanded towards electric and hybrid vehicles as well as stationary
storage systems. Each application includes a battery management
system (BMS) that has to monitor the inner states of the involved

lithium-ion cells. Various states are taken into account, e.g. state-of
charge (SOC), state-of-health (SOH) or state-of-function (SOF).
Knowing the mentioned states is crucial for a safe and meaningful
operation of a cell.

Methods for state estimation (impedance or open circuit voltage
(OCV) based) require a steady state condition or an accurate model
of the cell's dynamics [1e5]. Since a battery is usually in operation,
knowledge about the state-of-relaxation is indispensable for
defining a steady state in the field or modeling the cell's dynamics
accurately. Generally, relaxation processes can be described for* Corresponding author.
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thermal, mechanical and electrical conditions. This work focuses on
electrochemical relaxation processes, especially on equilibration
processes due to state-of-charge inhomogeneities in graphite
which is the anode in most commercial lithium-ion batteries. It is
assumed that the equilibration in the graphite layer are long-term
processes which is in accordance with experiments and simulation
models in literature that address this issue [5e7]. To our knowl-
edge, a quantitative measurement of the equilibration of lithium-
ions spatially through a graphite anode has not been presented in
the literature yet. SOC equilibration along the length of an electrode
in a modified 26650 cell has recently been published by Osswald
et al. [8].

Addressing the current distribution through a porous electrode
with an experimental setup was first published by Coleman in 1951
[9]. In the context of lithium-ion batteries, Ng et al. [10] developed a
setup based on a multi-layered graphite anode (three graphite
layers) in a pouch cell for the measurement of a local SOC in-
homogeneity due to the respective current distributions. A further
development of this setup was presented by Klink et al. [11,12] to
measure irreversible charging losses with advantages regarding the
reproducibility and the possibility to address up to six layers of
active material. This experimental setup is used in the presented
work for measuring equilibration processes within a graphite par-
ticle on the one hand and through the graphite layer of a lithium-
ion cell on the other hand.

2. Experimental

For the experiment, a laboratory cell introduced by Klink [11]
was used to measure relaxation effects inside an electrode layer.
The setup of the cell with its several individual working electrode
layerse therefore called multi-layer cell (MLC) e can be seen in the
provided scheme in Fig. 1. In this work, a setup with three graphite
electrodes was chosen for a proof-of-principle.

Details on the used cell and measurement setup will be given in
the following subsections.

2.1. Cell setup

2.1.1. Electrodes
A slurry containing graphite with a D50 value of 19 mm (pro-

vided by SGL Carbon GmbH) and PVdF binder (polyvinylidene
fluoride; Sigma-Aldrich) in a 95:5 wt. ratio was prepared in NMP (N-
methylpyrrolidone; Sigma-Aldrich) solvent. The slurry was coated
on a Microgrid Cu25 copper mesh (provided by Dexmet Corpora-
tion) by an automatic coater (RK Print). The coating speed was
1.5 m min�1. The mesh was chosen for its thickness of only 24 mm
and a porosity of about 60%. Pressing the coated electrodes with a
hydraulic stamping press, resulted in an electrode porosity of 32%
and a thickness of 44 mm which corresponds to a loading of
4.13mg cm�2. Disks with 15mm in diameter were punched out and
resulted in a capacity of 2.48 mAh per layer. Measurements of the
electrodes regarding the tortuosity (about t¼ 5)e as demonstrated
by Landesfeind et al. [13] e showed similar results as commercial
electrodes.

2.1.2. Assembly
Each electrode disk was contacted with a strip of copper mesh

beneath it. On top of each disk a 25 mm thick Celgard 2325 separator
with 19 mm in diameter was placed and 40 ml of LP57 electrolyte
(1 M LiPF6 in 3:7 EC:EMC; BASF) were added. After repeating this
step for the other two electrode disks, a 260 mm glass fiber sepa-
rator was used as an electrolyte reservoir prior to the lithium-metal
(Rockwood Lithium) counter electrode. With this setup, a stack
thickness of 467 mm (from lowest current collector to top of

topmost separator) with 132 mm of active electrode was achieved.

2.1.3. Formation
The formation of the MLC was performed while the graphite

layers were short-circuited with a current of 0.37 mA correspond-
ing to a theoretical C/20 rate on a VMP3 potentiostat/galvanostat by
Bio-Logic SAS. Prior to the formation procedure, the cell was put to
rest in a 25 �C temperature chamber for 10 h to guarantee complete
soaking of separators and electrodes with electrolyte. The cell was
cycled with a constant-current/constant-voltage (CCCV) procedure
for 2.5 cycles, ending with a voltage phase at 50 mV for 96 h to
achieve full lithiation of all three layers.

2.2. Measurement setup

As already introduced in Fig. 1, each layer can be operated and
measured independently due to the usage of a separate potentio-
stat channel for each layer. A master channel operates the lithium
electrode versus the graphite layers and represents a typical half
cell setup which is, therefore, called complete cell. The single
channels used for the graphite layers are called slave channels,
since they are only operated in an observer mode and all driving
currents are provided by the master channel. By a time controlled
measurement protocol, the slave and master channels switch be-
tween an open-circuit mode (OCV) and a chronoamperometry
mode (CA), the latter basically corresponding to a short-circuit of
the chosen channel with passed charge recording.

Starting from the fully lithiated state at the end of the formation
process, the graphite electrodes were delithiated via the master
channel with the slave channels in CA mode which means that all
graphite electrode layers are on the same potential. The drawn
current was 0.75 mA (corresponds to C/10) for 2 h, resulting in a
charge of the cell of 1.5 mAh. Please be aware that a charge in a half
cell setup of lithium and graphite means a delithiation of graphite,
since graphite acts as a cathode in this setup. A delithiation of
graphite in a commercial lithium-ion cell with lithium transition

Fig. 1. Scheme of MLC with (a) showing the cross section of a typical half cell mea-
surement versus a lithium-metal counter electrode (CE) (dashed lines represent the
exemplary sectioning of this electrode) and (b) depicting the MLC setup with each
layer being connected to a single potentiostat e called slave channel. A separate master
channel is used for applying the “cell current” between the lithium counter electrode
and the three working electrodes (WE).
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metal oxide or lithium-iron phosphate as a cathode, by contrast,
corresponds to a discharge of the cell, since graphite acts as the
anode.

After this charging step, the slaves switched to OCV mode for
6 h, separating the three layers from each other. The simultaneous
short-circuiting of the master channel enabled a potential mea-
surement of each layer versus lithium (refer to Fig. 1(b)) and po-
tential relaxation for each layer was recorded.

In a next step, for equilibrating the individual layers the three
slave channels were short-circuited for 29 min and OCV measured
for 1 min afterwards. The master channel was operated in reverse
(29min OCV and short-circuited for 1 min) to the slaves during that
time so that a potential measurement versus the lithium electrode
was possible after each equilibration step. This allowed electrons to
move from one graphite layer to another to compensate a possible
lithium-ion exchange between the layers during the 29 min time
slot. The equilibration regimewas repeated for 191 times to identify
when the layers are equilibrated. This lead to a total equilibration
time between the electrodes of 96 h.

3. Theory

The measurement protocol was designed to prove the concept
of a previously developed hypothesis to explain relaxation
effects as observed in repeated long-term impedance measure-
ments [5].

The hypothesis assumes three equilibration processes inside an
electrode which emerge from observed inhomogeneities in the
state-of-charge distribution due to overpotentials and kinetic lim-
itations during cycling [14e16]. Effect (I) describes an intra-particle
equalization process that compensates for slow diffusion inside
each particle leading to a higher (or lower) concentration on the
particle's surface compared to the particle's bulk. The surface
lithium-ion concentration of a particle actually gives the potential
measured for that particle. Both inter-particle effects (II)/(III) are
due to a preferential utilization caused by the geometrical setup of
a cell. Effect (II) causes a higher utilization near the separator and,
therefore, counter electrode due to limitations in the conductivity
of the electrolyte by porosity and tortuosity through the electrode.
In contrast, the differing utilization by effect (III) is due to the
connection of the electrodes and conductivity limitations in the
electrical path of the current collector. All three effects and their
equilibration paths can be seen in Fig. 2.

Since the used electrode disks with their diameter of 15 mm
are quite small in their areal extent and the connection is pro-
portionally large, effect (III) is considered negligible in this work.
Osswald and co-workers already showed a variation in the current
density distribution along the electrode length of a modified

commercial 26650 cell [15,17] whereas this work focuses on ef-
fects (I) and (II).

4. Results and discussion

As introduced in section 2, the graphite electrodes were deli-
thiated (charged) from a fully lithiated state for 2 h with a 0.75 mA
current, therefore, moving a charge of 1.5 mAh. Fig. 3(a) shows the
recorded potential of the complete cell which is increasing during
the charging step. The potential difference between the electrode
layers is 0 V, since they are shorted for behaving like a single
electrode. Please note that the time is given as the overall time from
the start of the delithiation process to the end of the monitoring
phase.

By comparing the charge throughput of the three electrodes in
Fig. 3(b), it becomes evident that the electrode layers are used
inhomogeneously. The top electrode delivered most of the lithium-
ions with 0.82 mAh (corresponds to 55% of the overall charge
throughput), the middle one less with 0.45 mAh (30%) and the
bottom the least with 0.22 mAh (15%).

4.1. Intra-particle equilibration

After the charging current was turned off, the electrodes were
monitored separately in an OCV phase versus the lithium electrode
for 6 h to observe the relaxation process in each layer.

Fig. 3(c) shows a potential relaxation that is finished within 4 h
(corresponds to 6 h absolute time). The middle and bottom elec-
trode are in the same potential window versus lithium, despite
different amounts of lithium were deintercalated. Due to the flat
voltage profile for a certain SOC range, it is assumed that both layers
still remain at the same lithiation stage which corresponds to a
stage-1 plateau at about 85 mV versus Li/Liþ as reported by Ohzuku
et al. [18]. The top electrode exhibits a higher potential than the
other two electrodes as most of the charge was extracted from this
layer. The higher utilization of the top layer due to transport limi-
tations through the electrode, resulted in a final delithiation state in
the stage-2 plateau of graphite at about 120 mV versus Li/Liþ [18].
As can be seen in the corresponding Fig. 3(d), no charge was
transferred between the electrode layers.

Since the used electrodes are comparably thin (44 mm in mesh
holes and 20 mm on mesh with 19 mm particles), a relaxation effect
(II) within each layer cannot be excluded but is expected to be
small. Therefore, the observed potential decrease in Fig. 3(c) can be
explained approximately with effect (I), the intra-particle equili-
bration of lithium-ions between the particle's bulk and surface. As
the cell e and the particles e gets delithiated, a lithium-ion
depletion on the surface is expected which leads to a higher

Fig. 2. Hypothesis to describe different equilibration effects inside the particles (I) and between the particles (II) and (III) [5].
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potential. After terminating the delithiation process, lithium-ions
will diffuse from the bulk to the surface of the particle and
thereby decrease the measurable potential.

Furthermore, the initial drop from the complete cell to the
starting potential of the relaxation (2 h value in Fig. 3(a) and (c)) is
caused by the ohmic drop after cutting off the charging current.

4.2. Inter-particle equilibration

The previously described OCV phase was followed by a 29 min
short-circuiting of the layers to enable equilibration between the
three layers (i.e. electrons take the path through the slave channels
and lithium-ions diffuse through the electrolyte phase via the
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separators). Each equilibration phase was followed by a 1 min OCV
phase to measure the potentials of each layer. The last measured
value of the potential results for 72 h (i.e. 8 he80 h total time) out of
96 h (afterwards no further changes can be seen) during that
equalization process are depicted in Fig. 3(e).

As can be seen in Fig. 3(e), the potentials drop and reach a
minimum after about 8 h (16 h total time) and increases after-
wards. Since the OCV phase to measure the potential of each
electrode layer is rather short, an intra-particle relaxation cannot
be concluded during that time. Therefore, an overall potential
decrease can be observed that subsides after the exchanged
charge between the layers decreases and shows in an increase of
the potential. The finally reached potential of the three electrodes
is slightly below the potential of the top electrode before the
equilibration phase. This can be seen in detail in Fig. 4(a) and (b).
The potential difference of approximately 1 mV is assumed to
originate from the geometrical setup of the cell. Each layer below
the top electrode includes an additional distance of about 69 mm
(separator and mesh electrode) towards the counter electrode
that results in a larger electrolyte resistance causing the potential
increase.

Fig. 4(a) and (b) show the potential development of the OCV
phase and the exchanged charge during each short-circuit cycle on
an enlarged scale. Since the top electrode was the most delithiated
one, in the beginning charge the lower two electrodes is transferred
into the top layer (see negative half-plane). For the lower two
electrodes the measurement shows that the middle one, which was
more delithiated than the bottom one, delivers less capacity for the
redistribution than the least delithiated bottom electrode (see
Fig. 3(a)). After 2 h the middle electrode switches from delithiation
to lithiation. By comparison with Fig. 4(a), it can be observed that
there is still a small charge exchange for hours even after the po-
tentials of the three graphite layers have assimilated. The overall
decrease of the potential during the first hours of the equilibration
between the layers is due to an assimilation current of up to
0.75 mA within the first CA phase. This results in overpotentials
that decrease the measurable potential during the 1 min OCV
phase. Since the exchanged current decreases with each equili-
bration cycle due to smaller differences between the layers, the
overpotential subsides and the measured potential increases. Also,
the convergence towards an overall stage-2 potential is responsible
for the increase.

Summarizing the introduced measurements, it becomes
obvious that a charging or discharging step leads to an inhomo-
geneous utilization of the electrode although just an overall mixed
potential can be recorded on the outside of a cell. Equilibration
processes in the electrode can be observed for 40 h, although the
potentials already assimilated, which is consistent with simulations
and impedance measurements shown before [5].

5. Conclusion

In this work, we presented a way to measure equilibration
processes caused by an inhomogeneous utilization inside an elec-
trode layer during charging and discharging processes. With the
cell developed by Klink et al. [11] and using graphite as an example,
it is possible to differentiate between two relaxation processes e

one inside the particles and one between the particles.
When looking into full cell arrangements both the intra-particle

and the inter-particle processes are superimposed. The time for a
mostly assimilated electrode is in the order of 48 h and during that
time an electrode is not in its equilibrium state. Although a C/10

rate as used in the experiments is not known for causing such great
inhomogeneities, it appears to be reasonable with the very thick
electrode.

We can thereby conclude that the hypothesis which was
developed to explain long-time equalization effects detectable in
impedance measurements on lithium-ion cells [5] was accurate for
e at least e the case of effect (I) and (II). The observed assimilation
time of up to 48 h is in accordance with the time a capacity ex-
change can be observed in the MLC cell after a comparable prior
short-term history.

Future work will elaborate on the influence of particle sizes and
their distribution on the ratio between effect (I) and (II).
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4.5 Reducing inhomogeneous current density distribution in graphite electrodes by design variation

4.5 Reducing inhomogeneous current density distribution in
graphite electrodes by design variation

The goal of this paper was to derive an electrode design that allowed for a more homogeneous current
density distribution during operation of the cell and subsequent shorter equilibration times.

To understand the influence of particle sizes, we repeated the MLCmeasurements with another graphite
composed of smaller particle radii. When comparing the current density distribution and equilibration
data from both particle sizes, it was shown that electrodes with higher porosity and smaller particle
sizes were utilized more homogeneously than with large particles.

With the collected data, we parametrized a P2D model with three distinctive particle sizes to account
for relaxation process in the laboratory MLC design for a graphite half-cell. As a standard P2D model
is not able to reproduce the geometry of the MLC with three separated layers, a new coupling boundary
condition based on Kirchhoff’s laws was introduced for the first time. This modeling approach showed
very good agreement with the previously collected data.

To identify the contributions of the different solid and liquid phase properties, we conducted a variation
study of the influencing parameters. Within our model we saw that electrodes with smaller particles
were utilized more homogeneously and also equilibrate faster due to the higher surface to volume ratio
of the small particles and the shorter diffusion pathways from center to surface of the particles. For a
homogeneous utilization, liquid phase parameters such as porosity, tortuosity, electrolyte conductivity
and the diffusion coefficient of the electrolyte still showed a higher impact than parameters of the solid
phase i.e. particle radius, electrode conductivity and solid phase diffusion.
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Figure 4.7: Comparison of reference (unstructured) and VSM6 (structured) electrode in a rate capa-
bility test. The withdrawable capacity is normalized to the capacity at C/10. The sudden
decrease in withdrawable capacity can be attributed to diffusion limitations in the elec-
trolyte.

Due to the experiences gained by identifying parameter influences on electrode utilization and equi-
libration, we carried out design variation studies for improving electrode utilization with the aid of
the model. During the variation studies, it was observed that smaller graphite particles are benefi-
cial near the current collector and larger particles near the separator toward the counter electrode.
Also, a porosity increase from separator to current collector showed a better utilization as the hard to
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4 Charge Distribution in Graphite Electrodes

reach pores near the current collector present a larger reservoir for lithium-ions which postpones rate
limitations toward higher C-rates. The biggest improvement was achieved by reducing the tortuosity
overall and from separator to current collector. The latter case could be implemented by including
pore channels into the graphite electrode by means of laser beam structuring after the coating and
calendering process during manufacturing. When performing a rate capability test for a cell with
a standard electrode (reference model) and the best-performing electrode design from the variation
studies (VSM6), Figure 4.7 shows an improved rate behavior for the structured electrode.

Although the structuring leads to a better rate capability, it also increases the volume of the cell as
the cell capacity is kept constant while the porosity increases. As the additional volume will be filled
with electrolyte, the mass of the cell will increase as well. If energy density and specific energy are
defined at a rate where the reference cell does not run into diffusion limitations (e.g. at C/10), the
structured electrode cell shows inferior properties than the reference cell. However, at e.g. C/2 the
increase in retrievable capacity outperforms the increase in volume and mass and the structured cell
will be considered superior.

In conclusion, the structuring of electrodes is a promising way to achieve a more homogeneous utiliza-
tion in thick electrodes for high energy cells. The more homogeneous utilization during operation will
lead to shorter equilibration times and also to a more homogeneous aging behavior which is largely
caused by the current density distribution.

Author contribution For this paper, I conducted the experiments with the small particle graphite used
in the MLC measurements and developed the model including the implementation of the multi-particle
approach as well as the electrode coupling. Again Jörg Schuster and Günter Ehlert helped producing
the graphite mesh electrodes in the laboratory. Patrick J. Osswald supported me in adapting the
measurement equipment to the respective requirements of our measurements and Alexander Rheinfeld
suggested the basics for the coupling procedure incorporated in the model.
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Inhomogeneous utilization of electrodes and consequent limitations in the operating conditions are a severe problem, reducing
lifetime and safety. By using a previously developed laboratory cell setup, we are able to show an inhomogeneous retrieval of
lithium-ions from a graphite electrode throughout the layer with spatial resolution for two different graphites. After provoking
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domains. Using the relaxation data of intra- and inter-particle relaxation for parametrizing the model, we investigated the influence
of different solid and liquid phase parameters. As the liquid phase parameters scaled via porosity and tortuosity showed the biggest
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Lithium-ion cells are the electrochemical power source of choice,
not only for portable electronic devices but also for plug-in hybrid
electric vehicles (PHEVs) and electric vehicles (EVs). Despite sig-
nificant improvements regarding energy density and cycle stability,
drawbacks remain, preventing the acceptance of EVs as a coequal
alternative to internal combustion engine vehicles.

Resulting from advancements in the quality of manufacturing pro-
cesses, the ratio between active and inactive components could be
improved by realizing thicker electrode coatings and thinner cur-
rent collector foils.1 This increase in the energy density of the cells,
however, comes with longer charging times due to a reduced rate
capability. While concepts such as intelligent charging strategies re-
quire a comprehensive framework to be implemented,2 the most ob-
vious approach is to increase the charging power. As presented by
Tesla’s Supercharger concept, the battery is charged up to 80% state
of charge (SOC) within 40 min using a charging power of up to
120 kW.3 The high charging power requires high charging currents
due to current limitations for 400 V high voltage on-board power
systems.

Various publications address the variations in current density dis-
tribution and the resulting SOC inhomogeneities. The impact of the
cell design and the resulting equalization processes along the elec-
trodes are presented using experimental cells4–11 or by a modeling
approach.12,13 The resulting inhomogeneous utilization of the active
material leads to undesired side reactions and accelerated degradation,
especially lithium plating14,15 and an uneven mechanical expansion of
the anode.16 This is further provoked by the increasing thickness of
the cell’s electrodes. In contrast to the equalizing process along the
electrode, only limited knowledge regarding the process throughout
the electrode thickness are available.

Consequently, a fundamental understanding of the lithium-ion
transport mechanisms is a crucial requirement to enable intelligent
fast charging strategies. In our previous work,17 a hypothesis was pre-
sented, discussing possible lithium-ion relaxation processes inside a
lithium-ion cell. The first effect is an equilibration inside the particles,
where the concentration gradient between the bulk and the surface of
graphite particles leads to an intra-particle equalization process. The

∗Electrochemical Society Student Member.
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second effect addresses the equalization between different particles
(inter-particle), where the equalization of the lithium-ion concentra-
tion gradient occurs through the electrolyte. This equalization was
successfully observed using an experimental test cell, where the an-
ode consisted of three separated graphite layers18 based on the works
of La Mantia et al.,19 Ng et al.20 and Klink et al.21,22 During nor-
mal operation, the layers were connected and performed as a single
electrode. After full lithiation, a charge step was performed and the
layers, based on the geometric proximity to the counter electrode,
provided an unequal amount of the required charge. After switching
off the current, the potential of all three layers was observed indi-
vidually and the equalization currents between the single layers were
measured.

In this paper we show measurements of inhomogeneous extrac-
tion of lithium-ions and following equalization processes for two
different types of graphite. With these data we implement a P2D
model with three separated electrodes to study the influence of
several solid and liquid phase parameters on the observed current
density distribution. According to the investigated parameters, we
perform a design variation study to achieve a more homogeneous
utilization.

Experimental and Measurements

The measurement data were gathered with a previously presented
laboratory cell design called multi-layer cell (MLC).21 These data was
then used to parametrize our model for a consecutive design variation
study.

Experiment.—In addition to our previous work that was carried
out on a graphite with a D50 value of 19 μm (referred to as large
particle graphite – LG), we repeated the same equilibration mea-
surements after an inhomogeneous utilization of the electrodes for a
smaller particle graphite with a D50 value of 2.3 μm (small parti-
cle graphite – SG) according to the manufacturer. The experimental
setup can be seen in Figure 1 and is described in more detail in
Reference 18.

Both graphites were processed in a similar fashion. The graphite
containing slurry and PVdF binder (polyvinylidene fluoride; Sigma-
Aldrich) were mixed in a 95:5 wt ratio in NMP (N-methylpyrrolidone;
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Figure 1. Scheme of cell setup showing (a) the cross section of a typical
half-cell measurement versus a lithium-metal counter electrode (CE). The
dashed lines represent the exemplary sectioning of this electrode which is
implemented in (b) with each layer being connected to a single potentiostat
– called slave channels. A separate master channel is used for applying the
“cell current” between the lithium counter electrode and the three working
electrodes (WE).18,21

Sigma-Aldrich) solvent. The slurry was coated by an automatic coater
(RK Print) on a Microgrid Cu25 copper mesh (provided by Dexmet
Corporation) in the case of LG and on a MC33 copper mesh (Pre-

Table I. Properties of electrode disks from SG and LG. All values
are measured or consequently calculated.

SG LG

Material properties
D10 value 0.9 μm 7 μm
D50 value 2.3 μm 19 μm
D90 value 5.7 μm 47 μm
Mesh thickness 9 μm (MC33) 24 μm (Microgrid Cu25)
Electrode properties
Coating thickness 70 μm 60 μm
Resulting thickness 42.5 ± 1 μm 44 ± 1 μm
Porosity 79 ± 2 % 32 ± 2 %
Tortuosity 3.7 ± 0.5 4.9 ± 0.5
Graphite loading 1.82 mg cm−2 4.13 mg cm−2

Capacity per disk 1.20 mA h 2.48 mA h

cision Eforming Ltd.) in the case of SG. The coating speed for both
coatings was 1.5 m min−1. The LG electrodes were compressed for
2 min with 2.5 t, whereas the SG electrodes were not treated due to
mechanical instabilities arising during the pressing process. Porosities
for both kinds of electrodes were calculated and respective tortuosi-
ties were measured as suggested by Landesfeind et al.23 All properties
comparing both electrode disks that were punched out with 15 mm in
diameter are listed in Table I.

Measurement comparison.—By using the setup shown in Figure 1
with three electrode disks separated by a Celgard 2325 separator,
we are able to measure the capacity going in or out of each layer

Figure 2. Comparison of SG (upper array) and LG (lower array) with respect to input capacity to each layer during 2 h delithiation process with C/10 current
shown as percentage of overall capacity ((a) and (c)) and following intra-particle potential relaxation where no charge is exchanged between the layers ((b) and
(d)). As can be seen, the disks were not delithiated equally by 33.3% but quite inhomogeneously. The most obvious effect can be seen in (d) as the top electrode
of the LG was discharged that much more than the lower two electrodes that it relaxes to a stage-2 potential whereas the lower two electrodes stay in stage-1.
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during a half-cell measurement mode and can additionally measure
the potential of each disk versus Li/Li+.

When comparing both graphites incorporated in a MLC setup dur-
ing delithiation with a C/10 current for 2 h from a fully lithiated
state, we can see that the SG electrodes show a more homogeneous
utilization (Figure 2a and 2c) and a faster intra-particle relaxation (Fig-
ure 2b and 2d). The more homogeneous utilization with all particles
still in the same lithiation stage (Figure 2b) is probably due to lower
gradients in the electrolyte potential that come with the higher porosity
and, therefore, lower tortuosity. The faster intra-particle equilibration
of SG (slope/gradient in Figure 2b) is due to smaller concentration
gradients inside the particles as the average diameter are much smaller
(almost factor 10) for SG (D10/50/90 value = 0.9 μm/2.3 μm/5.7 μm)
compared to LG (D10/50/90 value = 7 μm/19 μm/47 μm).

Prior to the measurements, the MLC was cycled with a C/20 for-
mation regime at 25 ◦C.18

Model

To get a more fundamental understanding of the dominating pro-
cesses resulting in an inhomogeneous utilization and to discuss possi-
ble design implications to improve the homogeneity of utilization, we
implemented the MLC design in a model environment using COM-
SOL Multiphysics 5.2a.

The established model is of a pseudo-two-dimensional (P2D) class
as introduced by Newman and co-workers24,25 and used extensively
in literature for different applications.26–30 This modeling class was
chosen for its accuracy in describing transport phenomena in the solid
and liquid phase of a single electrode stack.31 As the P2D model is
extensively discussed in literature, we only show the modifications
to the basic model and included a short summary with all relevant
parameters in the Appendix.

Particle size distribution.—For the graphite electrodes we im-
plemented three overlapping domains each with a different distinct
particle radius to overcome the restriction made by the P2D approach
in homogenizing all particles.32–35 We used the given D values for
the two graphites as the three representative sizes. To not change the

overall active volume Vs of the cell, the volumetric share km of each
particle size needs to be considered.

Vs =
∑

m

km · VP,m [1]

The impact of different particle sizes on relaxation has already
been shown before by Darling et al.36 The relatively slow lithium-ion
transport inside the particles leads to high gradients especially in large
particles. As a realistic distribution, we assumed a volumetric share
of 2% for the D10, 67% for the D50 and 31% for the D90 particles as
measured by Wilhelm et al.37

Separated electrode model.—To validate our model to the mea-
sured data, we first implemented just one electrode domain with a
thickness of 132 μm which corresponds to adding up the three 44 μm
electrode disks from the MLC. At the theoretical tab positions we
included a measurement probe to compare the behavior to the MLC
measurement data. As this model featured the observed inhomoge-
neous lithium-ion retrieval qualitatively but not in its actual distinct-
ness, we extended the model by implementing the three electrode
domains and the in-between separator domains separately. This lead
to a better agreement of simulation and measurement data as transport
limitations in the additional lengths of the separators were included.
Another advantage was that the three electrode simulation enabled to
distinguish between the relaxation effects (I) and (II). A comparison
between the two modeled geometries and inherent data can be seen in
Figure 3.

As the active domains with the charge-transfer reaction were sep-
arated, a single current density source boundary condition at x = L
was not sufficient. To allow for a collective current flow from all three
electrodes and equilibration currents between the layers after stopping
the overall current, the domains need to be coupled by extra boundary
conditions. This coupling of three electronically separated electrodes
in a one-dimensional model, where the boundary conditions mimic
an external circuitry, has to our knowledge not been published yet and
will be introduced in the following.

Figure 4 depicts all necessary potential and current definitions for
the coupled operation. The overall applied current density iapp is split

Figure 3. Comparison of modeling with (a) single thick electrode and (b) three separated electrodes.
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Figure 4. Depiction of potential and current definitions used in the coupling
of the three separated electrode layers.

in a current for each layer iz,i

iapp =
∑

i

iz,i [2]

The voltage Vi j in-between the separated layers is defined by the
difference in their respective average potential at the current collector
�i and � j

Vi j = �i − � j [3]

Applying Kirchhoff’s laws to the scheme in Figure 4, the current
density for each layer is dependent on the current density of the next
layer, their voltage difference and the connection through a current

collector (RCC) which is assumed the same for all layers

iz,i = iz, j + Vi j

RCC
[4]

We can sum up the model development part by stating that the
three electrode modeling approach is superior in terms of match-
ing the actual measurements to simulation results, although the thick
single electrode approach is already sufficient to predict the degree
of homogeneous utilization in a real application. The agreement of
measurement and model data can be seen in Figure 5.

Results and Discussion

The purpose of developing a model to account for inhomogeneous
utilization and following equilibration is being able to examine the
extent of influence of different design parameters.

Identification of influencing parameters.—Starting with the
parametrized three electrode model of LG, we varied parameters de-
scribing lithium-ion transport in the electrolyte phase as apparently
the transport through the thickness of the electrode poses a limitation.
(To achieve a better comparability, the total active material amount
stays the same in all simulations, i.e. when increasing the porosity, the
electrode length/thickness is also increased.) As the duration of equili-
bration is directly linked to the inhomogeneity of electrode utilization,
Figures 6 and 7 only show the behavior of the retrieved charge from
each layer compared to the initial values.

Changes of porosity and tortuosity are expected to have a similar
impact on the diffusion coefficient and the electrolyte conductivity
as they are scaling the transport parameters to effective values (see
Equation A7). To achieve a 10 times larger effective diffusion coef-
ficient of the electrolyte (Figure 6c) without changing the electrolyte

Figure 5. Comparison of measurement (hollow markers) and modeling (filled markers) results for MLC with LG particles during delithiation with C/10 rate and
subsequent relaxation. (a) depicts the delithiation process of the three electrodes and (b) the intra-particle relaxation phase during which no charge is exchanged
between the layers. (c) shows the current flowing during the 29 min inter-particle relaxation phases between the shorted layers (lines are for guidance purposes).
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Figure 6. Utilization of the three layers by varying parameters regarding the electrolyte phase. The increase in (a) porosity (+20 %) and (b) decrease in tortuosity
(−2) only shows minor improvement. Increasing the diffusion coefficient (c) by a factor of 10 shows a drastically more homogeneous utilization whereas the same
increase for the conductivity (d) has almost no effect.

itself, the factor εl
τ

would need to be ten times larger. In its extreme
scenarios this implies that the porosity would need to increase by a
factor of ten (which would result in a porosity larger than 100%) or
the tortuosity would need to decrease by a factor of ten (which would
result in a tortuosity smaller than 1). As both cases are impossible
increasing the diffusion coefficient of the electrolyte itself seems like
the only viable option. The fact that the mass and charge transport
in the electrolyte is mainly diffusion controlled is consolidated as the
increase in electrolyte conductivity shows no significant improvement
(Figure 6d).

Similar to the comparison of parameters referring to the liq-
uid phase, Figure 7 shows the influence of solid phase parameters.
First, we included the particle radii distribution of the SG in the LG
parametrized model as that gives a larger reacting surface at otherwise
same conditions. As depicted in Figure 7a, this lead to consecutively
following behavior where in the beginning the top electrode delivers
even more charge which is later followed by the middle electrode.
This behavior can be explained by the proportionally larger surface
area of the SG that gets delithiated prior to the development of inho-
mogeneous surface potentials across the electrode that influence the
charge-transfer. Increasing the particle radii would lead to a more ho-
mogeneous distribution in a first approximation but relaxation times
would also rise significantly and are therefore left out of further dis-
cussions. Doubling the reaction rate constant – we assume the reaction
rate constant as a parameter of the solid phase as the electrolyte is the
same in all prior experiments – to allow for a faster (de-)intercalation
of lithium-ions also leads to a slightly more inhomogeneous utiliza-
tion as charge-transfer is encouraged even though there is a smaller
driving potential. Similar to the change in reaction rate constant, in-
creasing the diffusion coefficient in the graphite by a factor of 100
to allow for a faster homogenization inside the particle has only a

minor effect as the overall limitations originate from the liquid phase
transport.

To summarize the study of influencing parameters, we see that
the parameters influencing the effective electrolyte diffusivity have
the biggest impact on the homogeneity of current density distribution
across an electrode.

Variation of electrode design for more homogeneous current
density distribution.—Following the parameter analysis, we varied
porosity, tortuosity and particle radii in the different layers to find
a more homogeneous utilization by electrode design variation. The
parameter combinations of the variation studies can be seen in Table II
and the results are depicted in Figure 8. Primary modeling results
showed a better utilization when using LG near the separator and
SG near the current collector, so this is assumed in all following
variations. An opposite distribution discharges the SG even faster
due to the larger surface.32 In addition to the previously introduced
SG and LG samples, we modeled a made-up medium sized graphite
(MG) for the variation studies that has a D10 value of 3.9 μm, a D50
value of 10.7 μm and a D90 value of 26.4 μm. Also, the effective
thickness of the electrode layer varies in order to keep a constant area
specific capacity per electrode layer with changing porosities. The
overall thickness of all three electrodes is then in the range of 150 μm
to 200 μm which is in the order of the goal for future high-energy
cells.38

The first variation between variation study model 1 (VSM1) and
2 (VSM2) is a change in porosity. Whereas VSM1 has a decreas-
ing porosity from top to bottom, VSM2 incorporates an increase. In
Figure 8 we see a slightly more homogeneous utilization from (a) to
(b). This is based on a larger reservoir of electrolyte within the pores
near the current collector which dominates the rate limitation due to
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Figure 7. Reducing the particle radii by almost a factor of ten leads to an even more inhomogeneous, wave-like utilization (a). Doubling the reaction rate constant
(b) or increasing the solid phase diffusion coefficient by a factor of 100 (c) shows a minor influence.

lithium-ion depletion (i.e. cl = 0) as also suggested by e.g. Gallagher
et al.38

A correlation of higher porosity leading to lower tortuosity was
tested in VSM3. Compared to a more theoretical inverse correlation
in VSM4, we can see better results for VSM4 in Figure 8c and 8d.
The compensation of a lower porosity by a low tortuosity in VSM4
outperforms the very good effective transport parameters of the middle
and bottom electrode of VSM3.

Based on the previous findings, we decreased the overall tortu-
osity which could represent an electrode morphology modified (i.e.
structured) after coating and calendaring with the aid of a laser beam

to include “pore channels” through the electrode layer similar to the
idea proposed by Bae et al.39 As can be seen for VSM5 in Fig-
ure 8e, this bi-tortuos electrode morphology – which also leads to an
increase in porosity due to extraction of material – allows for a con-
siderably better electrode utilization. With VSM6, we investigated
the actual impact of porosity for a pore channel electrode and sim-
plified the assumption to a uniform 50%. By comparing Figure 8e
and 8f, we see that the exact porosity has only a minor impact but
that a structured electrode improving the overall tortuosity benefits
a homogeneous utilization even in case of an almost 200 μm thick
electrode.

Table II. Parameter combinations for the variation study models (VSM).

Reference VSM1 VSM2 VSM3 VSM4 VSM5 VSM6

Top electrode
Porosity εl 30% 50% 30% 30% 30% 40% 50%
Tortuosity τ 5.4 5.4 5.4 5.4 3.4 1.4 1.4
Particles LG LG LG LG LG LG LG
Effective thickness 44.0 μm 64.0 μm 44.0 μm 44.0 μm 44.0 μm 52.1 μm 64.0 μm
Middle electrode
Porosity εl 30% 40% 40% 40% 40% 50% 50%
Tortuosity τ 5.4 5.4 5.4 4.4 4.4 2.4 2.4
Particles LG MG MG MG MG MG MG
Effective thickness 44.0 μm 52.1 μm 52.1 μm 52.1 μm 52.1 μm 64.0 μm 64.0 μm
Bottom electrode
Porosity εl 30% 30% 50% 50% 50% 60% 50%
Tortuosity τ 5.4 5.4 5.4 3.4 5.4 3.4 3.4
Particles LG SG SG SG SG SG SG
Effective thickness 44.0 μm 44.0 μm 64.0 μm 64.0 μm 64.0 μm 82.8 μm 64.0 μm
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Figure 8. Effects of parameter variation studies as shown in Table II. (a)–(f) corresponds to VSM1–VSM6 and dashed lines represent the utilization of the
reference for comparison.

To check if our variation shows a better performance, we simu-
lated a rate capability test for electrodes in a normal (lithium-metal
electrode//Celgard separator//graphite electrode) half-cell setup with
parameters of the reference model and VSM6. As can be seen in
Figure 9 the VSM6 electrode performs significantly better compared
to the reference model electrode. A diffusion limitation at a C-rate
higher than 0.6 C can be observed. Nevertheless this is still superior
to the 0.2 C limitation seen for the reference.

In future work, we will try to experimentally verify the findings
regarding the impact of electrode structure on rate capability. At the
moment, we still face problems of manufacturing the appropriate
electrodes.

Conclusions

In this paper, we parametrized a P2D model with three distinctive
particle sizes to account for relaxation process in a laboratory, multi-

layer cell design for a graphite half-cell. Two in particle size different
graphites were investigated and implemented. For reproducing the
actual withdrawn capacity from each layer of the MLC, we introduced
a coupling procedure that had not been shown before.

Within our model we saw that smaller particles equilibrate faster
due to their higher surface to volume ratio. For a homogeneous uti-
lization, liquid phase parameters such as porosity, tortuosity and the
diffusion coefficient of the electrolyte showed a higher impact than
e.g. solid phase diffusion.

During the variation studies carried out with the aid of the model,
it was observed that smaller graphite particles are beneficial near the
current collector and larger particles near the separator toward the
counter electrode. Also a porosity increase from separator to current
collector showed a better utilization as the hard to reach pores near
the current collector present a larger reservoir for lithium-ions which
postpones rate limitation toward higher C-rates (compare VSM1 and
VSM2). The biggest improvement was achieved by reducing the
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Figure 9. Comparison of reference and VSM6 electrode in a rate capabil-
ity test. The withdrawable capacity is normalized to the capacity at 0.1 C.
The sudden decrease in withdrawable capacity can be attributed to diffusion
limitations in the electrolyte.

tortuosity overall and from separator to current collector (VSM3 to
VSM5). The latter case could be implemented by including pore chan-
nels into the graphite electrode by means of laser beam structuring
after the coating and calendering process during manufacturing.

In conclusion, the structuring of electrodes is a promising way to
achieve a more homogeneous utilization in thick electrodes for high
energy cells. The more homogeneous utilization during operation will
lead to shorter equalization times and also to a more homogeneous
aging behavior as that is largely caused by the current density distri-
bution.
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Appendix

Basics of P2D model.—The P2D model is based on porous electrode and concentrated
solution theory and solves lithium-ion concentration ci and potential �i within the liquid
electrolyte (subscript i = l) and the solid active material (subscript i = s) phase. The
model geometry is defined as a one dimensional interval divided into two main domains
corresponding to the separator and the graphite electrode. An additional dimension is
set for the description of species intercalation within the particle domain. For a detailed
model description, the reader is referred to Reference 27. The main equations are mass
balance for lithium-ions in the electrolyte cl

εl
∂cl

∂t
= ∇

(
Dl,e f f ∇cl − i l t+

F

)
+ as jn [A1]

and charge balance

∇
(

−κe f f ∇�l + 2κe f f RT

F

(
1 + ∂ ln f±

∂ ln cl

)
(1 − t+)∇ ln cl

)
= Fas jn [A2]

throughout the electrode domain. The current within the liquid phase is described by the
current density i l and potential �l , while the pore wall flux at the electrode-electrolyte
interface is named jn . R describes the universal gas constant, F the Faraday’s constant and
T the local absolute temperature which is kept constant in this case. Within the separator
domain the equations simplify to

εl
∂cl

∂t
= ∇

(
Dl,e f f ∇cl − i l t+

F

)
[A3]

and

∇
(

−κe f f ∇�l + 2κe f f RT

F

(
1 + ∂ ln f±

∂ ln cl

)
(1 − t+)∇ ln cl

)
= 0 [A4]

To couple solid and liquid phase, Butler-Volmer kinetics are assumed for the pore
wall flux

jn = kαa
c kαc

a

(
cs,max − cs |r=r p

)αa (
cs |r=r p

)αc
( cl

1 mol m−3

)αa
(

e
αa F
RT η − e− αc F

RT η

)

[A5]
including the lithium-ion concentration at the particle’s surface cs and the overpotential

η = �s − �l − EEq [A6]

where �s corresponds to the solid phase potential.
Effective transport parameters are used to account for tortuosity in the homogenized

P2D model by scaling material parameters with a function of porosity εl and tortuosity
τ40

�l,e f f = εl

τ
�l [A7]

To describe the electrolyte’s characteristics properly, a concentration dependence
is implemented for conductivity, diffusivity and mean molar activity coefficient of the
electrolyte. These are taken from fittings to measurements41 while presuming a constant
transport number. The applied diffusion coefficients are estimated from various litera-
ture sources.26,27,30,42 The equilibrium potential is taken from literature42 as well as the
maximum concentration of lithium within the active material particles.42,43 Additional
parameters such as reaction rate constants30,42 are assumed based on references from
literature. The chosen parameters measured or taken from literature are summarized in
Table AI and AII.

Table AI. Physicochemical parameters for the two graphites. Superscript m indicates measured values and superscript e values estimated from
literature.

Parameter SG LG

Geometry
Solid phase fraction εs 0.15 m 0.62 m

Liquid phase fraction εl 0.79 m 0.3 m

Tortuosity τ 3.7 m 5.4 m

Thermodynamics
Equilibrium voltage EEq,neg analytic term42; see Equation A8
Maximum lithium concentration cs,max 30555 mol/m3e 30555 mol/m3e

Initial state of charge cs,0
cs,max

0.75 e 0.7 e

Kinetics
Reaction rate constant ka,c 4 × 10−11 m/s e 2 × 10−11 m/s e

Anodic charge-transfer coefficient αa 0.5 e 0.5 e

Cathodic charge-transfer coefficient αc 0.5 e 0.5 e

Transport
Solid diffusivity Ds 3.9 × 10−14m2/s

e
3.9 × 10−14m2/s

e

Solid conductivity σ 100 S/m e 100 S/m e

SEI resistance RSEI 0.001 �2m e 0.001 �2m e
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Table AII. Additional model parameters applicable for both
graphites.

Parameter Value

Electrolyte
Electrolyte diffusivity Dl analytic term41; see equation A9
Electrolyte conductivity κ analytic term41; see equation A10
Activity dependency ∂ ln f±

∂ ln cl
analytic term41; see equation A11

Transport number t+ 0.36341

Separator
Celgard separator thickness lsep,1 25 μm
Celgard separator porosity εCelgard 0.3923

Celgard separator tortuosity τCelgard 4.123

Glass fiber separator thickness lsep,2 260 μm
Glass fiber separator porosity εGF 0.6 m

Glass fiber separator tortuosity τGF 2.7 m

Additional
Temperature T 25 ◦C

Equilibrium voltage curve for graphite as a function of lithiation degree x . The original
definition by Safari et al.42 is increased by 5 mV to agree with our graphite measurements.

EEq,neg = 0.6379 + (0.5416 exp(−305.5309x)) + 0.044 tanh

( −x + 0.1958

0.1088

)

− 0.1978 tanh

(
x − 1.0571

0.0854

)
− 0.6875 tanh

(
x + 0.0117

0.0529

)

− 0.0175 tanh

(
x − 0.5692

0.0875

)
[A8]

Analytical dependencies for electrolyte diffusivity Dl , conductivity κ and activity
∂ ln f±
∂ ln cl

as functions of temperature T , lithium-ion concentration in the liquid phase cl and

transport number t+ as measured by Valøen et al.41 The electrolyte diffusivity was scaled
to 0.3 as the used electrolyte had a lower diffusivity compared to the one used by Valøen
which is still in the order of known diffusivity values.44

Dl = 0.3 ×
(

10
−4.43− 54

T −(229+5cl ) −0.22cl × 10−4
)

[A9]

κ = 0.1cl

(
− 10.5 + 0.074T − 6.96 × 10−2T 2 + 0.668cl − 0.0178cl T

+2.8 × 10−5cl T
2 + 0.494c2

l − 8.86 × 10−4c2
l T

)2
[A10]

∂ ln f±
∂ ln cl

= 0.601 − 0.24c0.5
l + 0.982c1.5

l (1 − 0.0052(T − 294))

1 − t+
− 1 [A11]
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15. C. von Lüders, V. Zinth, S. V. Erhard, P. J. Osswald, M. Hofmann, R. Gilles, and
A. Jossen, Journal of Power Sources, 342, 17 (2017).

16. B. Rieger, S. F. Schuster, S. V. Erhard, P. J. Osswald, A. Rheinfeld, C. Willmann, and
A. Jossen, Journal of Energy Storage, 8, 1 (2016).

17. F. M. Kindermann, A. Noel, S. V. Erhard, and A. Jossen, Electrochimica Acta, 185,
107 (2015).

18. F. M. Kindermann, P. J. Osswald, S. Klink, G. Ehlert, J. Schuster, A. Noel,
S. V. Erhard, W. Schuhmann, and A. Jossen, Journal of Power Sources, 342, 638
(2017).

19. F. La Mantia, Characterization of Electrodes for Lithium-Ion Batteries through Elec-
trochemical Impedance Spectroscopy and Mass Spectrometry: Nr. 17848. Ph.D. the-
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5 Conclusion

As the SEI is perhaps the most important component in a lithium-ion battery, this thesis studied the
current density distribution in graphite anodes and the subsequent implications on the SEI formation
at the particles’ surface. From a literature review on many aspects regarding the SEI, an overview of
the mainly formed components on different anode materials and the conceptual basics of SEI formation
was given. The formed products on lithium-metal, carbon and lithium alloy anodes are very similar
and the influence of the electrolyte composition has to be acknowledged. Besides the anodic SEI, an
interphase on the cathode is often detected. Measurement methods are still under development to get
a profound picture of the SEI without altering its composition during the measurement.

A further screening of the literature revealed that SEI formation depends on cell-dependent variables
as well as process variables in the formation process. The first kind includes all components of the
electrolyte, the electrodes and also the separator. As a result, it was shown that the choice of using
a certain system – being comprised of a specific electrolyte mixture, a composition of the anode as
well as the cathode and a separator – already predetermines the SEI evolution. The process variables
beginning with the filling of the electrolyte and then applying charging as well as temperature profiles
has then only a partial influence on the further SEI growth. As the interdependencies between the
different components rely on statistical experiments, manufacturers try to keep their formulations and
resulting formation regimes proprietary.

To investigate the spatial evolution of SEI growth over the lifetime of a cell, a capacity fade model
considering a loss of lithium-ion inventory due to SEI growth and a loss of active material was intro-
duced. The chosen model was of a P2D class as those models are the state of the art for describing
cell behavior over many cycles with physically based resolution. The model that was validated by
comparison with a previously published aging study by Ecker et al.175 considered the SEI with a
separated electronic and ionic conductivity for the first time. This approach offers the opportunity
to describe different behaviors of capacity and power fade for different cell chemistries. By running
the model in a calendar aging mode, the side reaction exchange current density could be determined
with temperature dependency. An experimental C-rate factor accounts for the re-formation of SEI
after cracking due to graphite intercalation expansion. The non-linear aging behavior of the modeled
NCM/graphite cell is emulated by a cathode transition-metal dissolution that reverses the limitation
of the cell from an anode limitation to a cathode limitation. A crucial point that emerged during the
capacity fade studies was the distribution of the SEI throughout the electrode. It was observed that
the SEI after 1000 cycles was more than two times thicker (~600 nm to ~250 nm) near the separator
compared to near the current collector. This can be ascribed to an inhomogeneous current density
distribution through the electrode thickness.

When studying EIS as a method to determine formation quality, the same current density inhomo-
geneities were causing long-term relaxation phenomena that can be explained by a hypothesis con-
sidering three intra-electrode equilibration effects. EIS is, therefore, a useful qualitative measurement
method to determine whether a cell is equilibrated. The observed equilibration effect (I) is due to the
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radially inhomogeneous lithium-ion distribution within graphite particles, whereas effect (II) and (III)
consider a balancing effect between differently lithiated particles spatially through (II) and along (III)
the electrode. As seen in the impedance measurements the equilibration effects can take up to 48 h.
To substantiate the hypothesis, a multiple working electrode cell developed by Klink et al.200 – called
MLC – was used to investigate effects (I) and (II) in a three layer graphite electrode setup. With the
setup, the charge going in and out of each of the three graphite mesh electrodes which were electroni-
cally separated was measured by a separate potentiostat. When interrupting the current, the potential
of each electrode could be measured versus the lithium counter electrode. Intra-particle equilibration
effects could be observed for up to 4 h after a 2 h delithiation process. By shorting the electrodes after
that relaxation period, a equilibration between the layers (effect (II)) could be observed over 40 h.

The experiments with the MLC were conducted with two different graphites whose distinct particle
radii were apart approximately by a factor of ten. With the collected data, another P2D model
was implemented to study the influences of liquid and solid phase parameters on the current density
distribution through the electrode. The model incorporated a particle size distribution and the MLC
electrode setup was realized with a new coupling procedure. Studies of the influencing parameters
showed that the current density distribution is mainly controlled by liquid phase diffusion limitations.
The effective diffusion is described by the diffusion coefficient of the electrolyte as well as the porosity
and tortuosity of the electrode. For design implications, only the latter two parameters can be adjusted.
By a design variation study with the MLC model it was found that increasing the porosity from
separator to current collector had a beneficial effect. Lowering the tortuosity close to the separator
and an average porosity of 50% showed the most homogeneous utilization in this study. This could
be realized as a structuring of a coated electrode with e.g. a laser beam to include pore channels in
the electrode during manufacturing. The resulting electrode from that study had a total thickness of
196 µm and performed noticeably better in a rate capability test than an electrode with commercial
porosity and tortuosity values of the same capacity that was 132 µm thick.

5.1 Incorporating new electrode design into aging model

Revisiting the main goal of this thesis – to derive requirements for an electrode design that ensures
a homogeneous SEI growth through the electrode over the lifetime of a cell to decrease the overall
capacity fade – the aging model from Section 3.3 and the improved electrode design from Section 4.5
need to be combined to accomplish that goal. Therefore, the structured electrode design from the
variation studies is implemented in the aging model to investigate the aging behavior of the new
electrode design.

Figure 5.1 shows the comparison of the SEI thickness evolution over 1000 cycles for the unstructured
reference aging model (blue lines) and the adapted model with the structured negative electrode (red
lines). Close to the current collector (dashed lines) the growth of the SEI is approximately the same
for both models with about 250 nm. Near the separator (solid lines), the SEI thickness decreased from
approximately 600 nm after 1000 cycles to only about 400 nm. This can be attributed to the more
homogeneous liquid phase lithium-ion concentration and the subsequent more homogeneous current
density distribution for the intercalation as well as side reaction during each cycle.

The more homogeneous SEI growth through the thickness of the electrode has, therefore, been achieved
by the structured electrode design. The consequences for the overall capacity fade are depicted in
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Figure 5.1: Comparison of SEI thickness close to the separator (solid lines) and close to the current
collector (dashed lines) for 1000 cycles.

Figure 5.2. It has to be noted that the cathode dissolution reaction has been deactivated for the
simulations in this chapter, as that aging effect would dominate the overall capacity fade after 450
cycles and the differences by SEI induced capacity fade would not be clearly distinguishable.

When comparing the capacity loss of the reference aging model and the modified electrode model in
Figure 5.2, the capacity progression looks very similar. After 1000 cycles the structured electrode
model retains about 3% more capacity than the reference model. By looking at the cycle number at
which the respective cell reaches the criterion of 80% remaining capacity, almost 100 cycles more can
be achieved with the structured electrode.
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Figure 5.2: Capacity progression of the reference aging model (blue) compared to the aging model with
an MLC modified electrode (green).

From the previously shown results, it can be concluded that the improvements gained from the MLC
variation studies have a beneficial effect in the aging behavior of lithium-ion cell electrodes. The
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structuring of the negative electrode is, therefore, predicted to be a novel electrode design that ensures
a more homogeneous SEI growth and decreased capacity fade.

5.2 Possible future research tasks

Based on the presented findings regarding a more homogeneous aging behavior of lithium-ion batteries,
several consecutive research tasks can be derived. This suggested future work is divided into questions
regarding the structuring of electrodes and following questions from the aging model.

As laser beam structuring is still in a laboratory stage, experimental work should try to manufacture
structured electrodes to verify the findings in an actual lithium-ion cell. Besides incorporating those
electrodes in laboratory pouch cells, also mesh electrodes for the MLC setup could be improved to
gain more insight in the resulting charge distribution.

Additionally, simulation experiments need to find an optimum for the parameters of the pore channels
in the structured electrodes. The homogenization of the P2D model can only give an estimate on the
overall cell behavior via the structured electrode model, whereas a 3D model seems to be adequate for
defining pore channel number, distribution, depth as well as diameter.

In case of the aging model, additional knowledge on the particle size distribution contributions to
the aging behavior are needed. The aging model can also serve as a base for implementing new
aging effects such as lithium-plating or incorporation of transition-metals in the anodic SEI to get a
better understanding for the interdependencies of the different aging mechanisms. With advances in
understanding and uncovering the SEI formation process, the model can also be extended to reproduce
the actual formation process during the first cycle.
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