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To address the manifold challenges solid electrolytes (SE) do
face in NMCjjLithium metal batteries, we demonstrate that
these can be overcome by converting a commercial Celgard
2500 separator into a jack of all trades hybrid solid electrolyte
(HSE). This approach follows a multi-layer electrolyte strategy,
to better cope with the very different chemistries of the
cathode, the bulk electrolyte material, and the Li metal anode.
A cathode-facing electrolyte layer based on lithium aluminum
titanium phosphate (LATP) provides a high voltage stability of

�4.5 V. High mechanical strength of the overall thin film
electrolyte (�50 μm) is achieved with a middle layer based on
Celgard 2500. The layer on the anode side, based on poly-
ethylene oxide (PEO), allows stable cycling of the lithium metal.
High Coulombic efficiencies in NMC622jjLi metal cells (99.9%)
and LFPjjLi metal cells (99.9%) enable long term cycling with
high-capacity retention of 46% and 52% after 1,000 cycles,
respectively.

Introduction

Li metal is a promising anode (negative electrode) material for
high energy density batteries because it has a high specific
capacity of 3,860 mAhg� 1 and the lowest standard reduction
potential of all metals of � 3.04 V vs. standard hydrogen
electrode (SHE).[1] Therefore, compared to graphite anodes
(372 mAhg� 1) in lithium ion batteries, higher energy densities
can be achieved.[2] If the Li metal anode is then combined with
a high voltage cathode material such as lithium nickel
manganese cobalt oxide (NMC), the energy density of this next
generation battery could be increased even further.[3,4] However,
there are many challenges that electrolytes must face in such a
system, due to the diametrical electrochemical reactivities of
the Li metal anode and the cathode materials, as well as
numerous other general challenges such as safety concerns.[5–7]

From a safety standpoint, solid electrolytes (SEs) have attracted
attention as a potential replacement for liquid electrolytes
(LEs).[8] They are often considered safer than organic LEs
because of their lower volatility and flammability, which
reduces the risk of ignition.[9] However, being solid state can
present different additional challenges depending on the SE

system used. For example, solid polymer electrolytes (SPEs),
which transport ions by segmental motions, ion hopping, or a
vehicle mechanism, may suffer from reduced ion mobility in the
electrolyte. Inorganic solid electrolytes (SIEs), which transport
Li+ through a crystalline or glassy-structure, may suffer from
poor surface contact properties.[10] To overcome the challenges
of a single electrolyte type, hybridization has been investigated,
where hybrid solid electrolytes (HSEs) consisting of more than
two components, e.g. SPEs, SIEs, and/or ionic liquids (ILs), are
used, see SI Figure 1.[6,11,12] The combination of two of them is
often referred to as ternary solid polymer electrolyte (SPE, Li salt
and IL!TSPE), quasi/pseudo solid electrolyte (SIE and IL!QSE)
and composite polymer-inorganic electrolyte (SIE/ceramic filler
and SPE!CPIE).[6,11,12] By compensating for the disadvantageous
effects of the other electrolyte type, a synergistic property
profile is achieved for these combinations.[13] This can be
illustrated using CPIEs as an example. On the one hand, SIEs
often times exhibit high bulk ionic conductivity by channeling
weakly bound Li+ through conduction pathways, but they
usually suffer from poor electrode contacting properties due to
their stiffness and their rough surface.[14] On the other hand,
SPEs, such as polyethylene oxides (PEO), are generally consid-
ered soft materials and therefore suitable for providing
electrode contact, but can suffer from low ionic conductivity
due to limited transport through immobile polymer chains.
Therefore, as shown in the work of Zhou et al. or Duan et al.,
SIEs and SPEs have been combined into CPIEs to have the good
bulk properties of the SIE with the advantageous interfacial
properties of the SPE.[15,16] However, while this approach can
considerably improve the diversity of electrolyte capabilities,
some challenges remain when using SPEs and/or SIEs, alone.
For example, in crystalline SIEs particle-to-particle ion transport
occurs at grains, limiting the full theoretical potential of the
otherwise highly Li+-conducting bulk SIEs.[17] In SPEs, the ionic
conductivity may be limited by self-ordering of polymer chains
through crystalline domains unavailable for Li+ transport.[18]
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Therefore, LEs would be a possible third component to over-
come grain boundaries in crystalline SIEs and to plasticize SPEs.
However, as mentioned above, the high thermal stability of the
SEs would be negated by the addition of low-boiling point
organic solvents. Therefore, ILs, often referred to as liquid salts,
which have a low melting point due to their low lattice
energies, negligible vapor pressure, and high thermal stability,
are more commonly used.[19] Although more costly than LEs,
but probably cheaper than most solid electrolytes, they have
the potential to maintain the safety of the electrolyte system.[19]

While hybridization of SEs can help meet several multiple
bulk electrolyte requirements, there are additional contrasting
challenges from the cathode and anode. The wide range of
challenges associated with electrodes can be explained by their
different chemical and physical properties. While Li metal is a
soft material, with high reducing power and is likely to be
electro-dissolved and redeposited via high surface area lithium
(HSAL). NMC cathode materials are brittle, chemically oxidative
and lead to volume changes during charging and discharging
by Li+ intercalation and deintercalation.[7] Two main strategies
are used to address these contrasting challenges. First, as
discussed above, the LE or SE is modified in composition or by
hybridization to improve specific properties such as reversible
Li metal electro-deposition/-dissolution or electrochemical
stability window (ESW) enhancement.[20–24] However, these bulk
electrolyte modifications are mainly for a specific purpose and

often lack synergetic multifunctional applications. Second, the
anode and cathode themselves are modified by applying
coatings on the Li metal to improve electro-deposition/-
dissolution to form an artificial solid electrolyte interphase (SEI),
or by applying thin coatings on the cathode material to protect
the electrolyte or cathode material from degradation by
forming an artificial cathode electrolyte interphase (CEI).[25–35]

These approaches require an additional coating process by
means of atomic layer deposition (ALD), sputtering, casting, or
chemical deposition of the electrodes. Therefore, an alternative
third SE multi-layer approach has attracted attention recently.[36]

Here, two or more differently designed SE layers are stacked on
top of each other to better meet the different requirements of
anode and cathode.[16,37,38] Due to being solid state, these layers
do not mix with each other, allowing different electrolyte types
to be used as building blocks for specifically designed func-
tional layers. In this way, a variety of approaches are possible.
For example, a reductively more stable anode-facing SE can be
used towards Li metal and a more oxidatively stable cathode-
facing SE can be used towards NMC.[39] Or a mechanically strong
anode-facing SE can prevent short-circuiting by dendrites from
Li metal, while a soft cathode-facing layer can provide sufficient
cathode contact.[40]

In this work, the hybridization approach and the multi-layer
approach are combined. This research builds on previous
publications by Zhang et al. and Herbers et al.[41,42] As shown by
Zhang et al., commercially available Celgard 2500 separators
(Cg) can be coated on both sides with a PEO-based TSPE
solution to easily manufacture a sandwich-like multi-layer
TSPE.[41] The Cg-reinforced electrolyte displays high mechanical
strength compared to pure TSPE, which prevents short-circuits,
e.g. by dendrites, and enables a much easier processing of the
TSPEs. Nevertheless, as shown by Herbers et al., such PEO-based
TSPEs are not suitable towards NMC cathodes because PEO is
oxidized at �3.8 V, which leads to rapid capacity fading in
NMC622jjLi cells.[42] Therefore, it is necessary to replace PEO for
the cathode-facing side of the electrolyte and use oxidative
stable SEs. In this work, this research is further advanced by
designing a multi-layer HSE with multiple phases:
1. A cathode-facing layer made of the SIE lithium aluminum

titanium phosphate (LATP, Li1.3Al0.3Ti1.7(PO4)3) and a TSPE
based on the SPE poly(vinylidene fluoride-co-hexafluoropro-
pylene) (PVDF-HFP) for cathode contact and oxidative
stability;

2. A mechanically strong Cg layer filled with TSPE for short-
circuit prevention, processability and high energy density;

3. An anode-facing TSPE based on PEO for Li metal contact
and reductive stability;

4. All layers are interconnected with the IL 1-butyl-1-methyl-
pyrrolidinium-bis-(trifluoromethylsulfonyl)imid (Pyr14TFSI)
and the Li salt lithium bis(trifluoromethanesulfonyl)imide
(LiTFSI) for interphase contact, high ionic conductivity, and
to maintain safety, see Figure 2.
Each layer and its advantages will be discussed. First, the

effects of implementing high voltage stable SIE and SPE
materials for the cathode layer are outlined. Then, the ratio of
the cathode electrolyte materials will be optimized in terms of

Figure 1. Challenges electrolytes face in NMC622jjLi metal cells. Top:
cathode related challenges (oxidation, volume changes, cathode contact);
center: general bulk challenges (safety, ionic conductivity, energy density,
interphase contact, processability); bottom: anode related challenges (anode
contact/HSAL, dendrites/short-circuit, reduction).
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cathode contact and bulk ionic conductivity. Second, the
influence of the ionic liquid on phase behavior is analyzed.
Third, the advantages of the mechanically strong Cg layer for
short-circuit prevention and processability are described.
Fourth, cycling stability of the Li metal towards the anode-
facing electrolyte layer is outlined. Finally, the long-term cycling
performance in NMC622jjLi metal cells and lithium iron
phosphate (LFP)jjLi metal cells is compared to materials from
the literature.

Experimental

Chemicals

PEO (Dow Chemical, molecular weight 4,000,000) was dried at 60 °C
under reduced pressure �10� 3 mbar for at least 48 h, followed by
48 h at 60 °C under reduced pressure �10� 7 mbar. Benzophenone
(BP, Merck, 99%), acetonitrile (ACN, Carl Roth, �99.9%, ROTIDRY®,
�10 ppm H2O) and 1-methyl-2-pyrrolidinone (NMP, Thermo Fisher
Scientific, 99.5%, AcroSeal™, over molecular sieve) were used as

received. Pyr14TFSI (Solvionic, 99.9%), LiTFSI (TCI, >98%), LATP
(MSE PRO Solid Electrolyte, 300 nm) and PVDF-HFP (Sigma-Aldrich,
molecular weight 400,000) were dried for at least 48 h at 110 °C
under reduced pressure �10� 3 mbar followed by 48 hours at 110 °C
under reduced pressure �10� 7 mbar. NMC622 sheets (experimental
capacity 180 mAhg� 1, active mass loading: 4 mgcm� 2), and LFP
sheets (LiFePO4, NANOMYTE® BE-60E, experimental capacity
�170 mAhg� 1, NEI Corporation, active mass loading: 4 mgcm� 2)
were dried at 100 °C under reduced pressure �10� 3 mbar for
48 hours. Li metal was used as received with a thickness of 50 μm.

Electrolyte manufacturing

Two electrolyte pastes were prepared for coating the two Cg sides,
see Table 1 and Figure 3. For the anode paste, PEO is first dissolved
in ACN (222 mg per 10 mL) by stirring the mixture at 60 °C. Then
Pyr14TFSI, LiTFSI and BP (5 wt% of PEO content) are added and
stirred until a homogeneous paste is obtained. The paste is applied
to one side of the Cg using a doctor blade. The slit size of the
doctor blade is adjusted to match the volume fraction of TSPE in
the paste to fill the porous Cg and maintain an approximately
12.5 μm thick PEO-TSPE layer on the surface after drying. After
30 min of drying in a dry room at room temperature (RT) the film is

Figure 2. Phases within the CgLATP50+ electrolyte designed in this work. Center: layered structure of the electrolyte; top: cathode-facing layer consisting of
LATP and PVDF-HFP-TSPE; left-center: mechanically rigid layer of Cg soaked with TSPE; bottom: anode-facing layer consisting of PEO-TSPE; right-center:
interphasial ionic liquid consisting of Pyr14TFSI and LiTFSI.

Table 1. Composition of the Cg-coated electrolyte films described in this work.

Anode Side Cathode Side

Name Type TSPE Composition
(EO:LiTFSI:Pyr14TFSI)

Type TSPE Composition
(EOeq:LiTFSI:Pyr14TFSI)

LATP added

CgPEO PEO-TSPE 10 :1 : 2 PEO-TSPE 10 :1 : 2 –

CgPVDF PEO-TSPE 10 :1 : 2 PVDF-HFP-TSPE 10 :1 : 2 –

CgLATP50 PEO-TSPE 10 :1 : 2 PVDF-HFP-LATP-SE 10 :1 : 2 +50 wt%

CgLATP100 PEO-TSPE 10 :1 : 2 PVDF-HFP-LATP-SE 10 :1 : 2 +100 wt%

CgLATP200 PEO-TSPE 10 :1 : 2 PVDF-HFP-LATP-SE 10 :1 : 2 +200 wt%

CgLATP50+ PEO-TSPE 10 :1 : 4 PVDF-HFP-LATP-SE 10 :1 : 4 +50 wt%
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turned over. For the PVDF-HFP-based cathode paste, PVDF-HFP is
dissolved in NMP (1,666 mg per 10 mL) by stirring the mixture at
60 °C. Then Pyr14TFSI and LiTFSI are added and stirred until a
homogeneous paste is obtained. Then an additional mass of LATP
is added in relative to the mass of TSPE and mixed. For highly
LATP-loaded pastes (+100 wt%, +200 wt%), additional NMP is
added to make the paste applicable. The paste is applied to the
other side of the Cg using a doctor blade. The slit size of the doctor
blade is again adjusted to the volume fraction of the TSPE and SIE
in the paste to obtain an approximately 12.5 μm thick layer on the
surface after drying. To remove ACN and NMP the film is dried at
60 °C under reduced pressure for 48 h. Finally, the electrolyte films
are cross-linked by UV curing (UVACUBE 100, 100 W lamp, Dr. Hönle
AG) for 10 min. For the samples in Figure 4a, LATP is added to the
CgPEO cathode paste. For the samples in Figure 4b, PEO is replaced
by PVDF-HFP in the NMP-based cathode paste of CgPEO. All other
films were prepared with the composition shown in Table 1.

Electrochemical measurements. All CR2032 two-electrode coin cells
were assembled in a dry room using 12 mm diameter round
electrodes and 15 mm diameter electrolyte films. Linear sweep
voltammetry (LSV) measurements (0.5 mVs� 1, from open circuit
voltage (OCV) to 5.7 V) with stainless steel (SST)jjLi metal cells,
staircase cyclic voltammetry (CV) measurements (0.5 mVs� 1, from
3 V to upper cut-off voltages from 4.1 V to 5.5 V in 0.1 V steps) with
(SST)jjLi metal cells, staircase voltammetry measurements coupled
with impedance spectroscopy (0.05 mAcm� 2, 3.00 V to 4.25 V,
10 mHz to 1 MHz) with NMC622jjLi metal cells, galvanostatic single
discharge measurement (‚short-circuit measurement‘, 0.1 mAcm� 2

to 0.4 mAcm� 2, ) with Li metaljjLi metal cells, staircase galvanostatic
polarization measurement (from 0.05 mAcm� 2, 0.5 mAhcm� 2, in-
creasing by 0.05 mAcm� 2 every 3 cycles) with Li metaljjLi metal
cells, galvanostatic polarization measurement (0.1 mAcm� 2,
0.5 mAhcm� 2, 1,000 h, two electrolyte films in ABBA arrangement)
with Li metaljjLi metal cells, galvanostatic single charge electro-
deposition (0.05 mAcm� 2, 2.0 mAhcm� 2) with CujjLi metal cells,
galvanostatic polarization measurement (0.2 mAcm� 2, 1,000 cycles,
2.5 V to 4.0 V) with LFPjjLi metal cells, and galvanostatic polar-
ization measurement (0.3 mAcm� 2, 1,000 cycles, 3.0 V to 4.25 V)
with NMC622jjLi metal cells were performed on a MACCOR battery
cycler (MACCOR Series 4000) and a VMP potentiostat (Bio-152
Logic). Temperature-dependent ionic conductivity profiles were
measured by impedance spectroscopy in Li metaljjLi metal cells
using a Novocontrol Alpha Analyzer (amplitude: 10 mV, frequency
range: 0.1 Hz to 10 MHz, temperature range: 0 °C to 60 °C in 10 °C
steps).

Spectroscopy measurements. Raman measurements of the solid
samples were performed on a Horiba Scientific confocal Raman
microscope (LabRam HR evolution, air-cooled CCD detector)
equipped with a 50x long working distance objective (Carl Zeiss

Microscopy, 9.2 mm, numerical aperture 0.5) and a 532 nm laser
beam set at 1.9 mW through a 10% filter with a 600 line/mm
grating. Raman spectra were collected over four iterations of 25 s
each. Handling the Raman microscope, collecting the spectra, and
evaluating the data were done using LabSpec6.6.2 (Horiba
Scientific). Raman spectra of the liquid samples were obtained
using 5 mm NMR-tubes (Bruker) on a VERTEX 70 FT-IR spectrometer
(Bruker) with a RAM II FT-Raman Module (Bruker), a N2-cooled Ge-
diode detector and a 1064 nm laser beam with the OPUS 7.0
software. Fourier-transform infrared spectroscopy (FT-IR) measure-
ments were performed on a BRUKER ALPHA II with an attenuated
total reflection (ATR) crystal.

Morphological measurements. Scanning electron microscopy (SEM)
images were obtained by a Zeiss Crossbeam 550 electron micro-
scope (Carl Zeiss Microscopy GmbH). Images were acquired at 3 kV
accelerating voltage and with an aperture size of 30 μm using an
in-lens detector with a working distance of �5 mm. The acquisition
time was optimized so that the electron beam did not induce any
surface changes during exposure at high magnifications (>2500x).
3-D laser scanning microscope (LSM) images and topographies
were obtained by a VK-X260 Keyence using a 10x, 20x and 50x
magnification lens by Nikon and a 408 nm laser source. A layer
thickness gauge (Mitutoyo ABSOLUTE) was used to evaluate the
electrolyte thickness.

Contact angle measurements. Contact angle measurements were
performed on a DSA 100 by Krüss. A Pyr14TFSI drop was placed on
50 μm-thick polymer films. The polymer films were prepared by
dissolving PEO in ACN and PVDF-HFP and/or LATP in NMP, casting
the pastes onto a polymethyl methacrylate (PMMA) plate, and
drying the films at 60 °C under reduced pressure.

Thermal measurements. Thermogravimetric analysis (TGA) was
performed under inert gas using a Q5000IR (TA Instruments) at a
heating rate of 10 Kmin� 1. Differential scanning calorimetry (DSC)
analysis was performed using a DSC Q2000 (TA Instruments) at a
heating rate of 10 Kmin� 1. Electrolytes were placed in hermetic
aluminum pans with a helium gas flow of 25 mLmin� 1.

Results and Discussion

Impact of the cathode-facing electrolyte on NMC
compatibility

To evaluate whether an electrolyte is suitable as a cathode or
anode material, it must either be electrochemically stable to the
electrode or it must form an SEI/CEI that diminishes further

Figure 3. Processing of the multi-layer hybrid electrolyte. I. Composition of the electrolyte pastes used to prepare the electrolyte of this work; II. Coating of the
Cg from both sides. III; Drying of the electrolyte; IV. Cross-linking of the electrolyte; V. Left: layer structure of the electrolyte, right from top to bottom: top
view (SEM image) of the cathode-facing layer, side view of a cross-section of the electrolyte (SEM image) cut with a razor blade, bird‘s-eye view of a CgLATP50

+ electrolyte film (photographic image).
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electrolyte and electrode degradation. The ESW is used to mark
the voltage window in which the electrolyte is stable. The
ESWlower is the lower voltage stability and the ESWupper is the
upper voltage stability. Since the cathode-side electrolyte is not
in contact with the anode, only the ESWupper is relevant for
finding suitable electrolyte materials for the cathode side. As
presented in previous work, it is desirable in an electrolyte
system that all cathode-facing electrolyte materials have an
ESWupper�4.25 V in NMC622jjLi metal cells, otherwise multiple
consequences such as loss of active material, formation of
volatile degradation products, increase in cell resistance,
electrolyte degradation, and electrode corrosion will diminish
the longevity of the battery system.[42] PEO, the most researched
SPE, is an example of an electrolyte material that is not suitable
for NMC622 as it oxidized at �3.8 V and emits volatile
degradation products at �4.0 V.[42] A PEO-TSPE is used as a
starting point in this work to show the improvement in
oxidative stability when replacing it with oxidatively stable
materials like LATP or PVDF-HFP. Since all the other materials in
the PEO-TSPE like LiTFSI (ESWupper�4.83 V) and Pyr14TFSI
(ESWupper�5.4 V) have a suitable oxidative stability, the incre-
mental replacement shows the effects of LATP and PVDF-HFP
have on the oxidative stability.[42,43]

LSV in SSTjjLi metal cells are used to evaluate the ESWupper

by comparing the current recorded as a result of degradation at
elevated voltages. When no LATP, +50%, +100% and +200%
LATP are added to the CgPEO electrolyte, the current observed
at 4.5 V decreases from 7.0 μAcm� 2 to 2.8 μAcm� 2, 0.7 μAcm� 2,
and 0.7 μAcm� 2, respectively, see Figure 4a. The improvement
in oxidative stability with LATP addition is explained by one or
more of the following phenomena. First, the electrochemical
stability of LATP is higher than that of PEO, which reduces the
oxidative degradation at the SST interface by increasing the
fraction of oxidatively stable material. According to DFT
calculations, the theoretical ESWupper of LATP is at 4.31 V.[44] In
practice, ESWupper values up to 6 V are considered because the
decomposition reaction is slow and thus LATP is kinetically

stabilized.[36] Second, dipole-dipole interactions between LATP
and PEO can increase the electron transition energy level for
PEO oxidation and thereby increase the total ESWupper.

[36] Third,
as the surface roughness increases with the addition of LATP,
the contact area between the SST and the electrolyte decreases,
resulting in a reduced surface area exposed to degradation.
When PEO is replaced by PVDF-HFP with contents of the latter
of 0%, 25%, 50%, and 100% in the CgPEO electrolyte the
current observed at 4.5 V decreases from 7.0 μAcm� 2 to
4.6 μAcm� 2, 3.7 μAcm� 2, and 1.1 μAcm� 2, respectively, see Fig-
ure 4b. The exchange of PEO by PVDF-HFP (ESWupper �4.88 V)
increases the oxidative stability because the latter is more
stable.[7]

To qualify the overall stability of an electrolyte containing
both PVDF-HFP-TSPE and LATP, CgLATP50 is further analyzed by
staircase CV with a 0.1 V increase per cycle from 4.1 V to 5.5 V,
see Figure 4c. The staircase approach allows a better distinction
between the different stages of degradation. No current
�1.0 μAcm� 2 is observed at <4.6 V. From there, the current
gradually increases to 5.0 V (11.7 μAcm� 2), most likely a result
of PVDF-HFP and/or TFSI� degradation. At �5.4 V, a sharp
increase in current is observed, presumably due to decom-
position of Pyr14TFSI.

[45–47] In summary, the LSV and staircase CV
results suggest an overall electrolyte stability of �4.5 V, which
makes the electrolyte suitable for LFP and NMC622 cathode
materials.

While PVDF-HFP and LATP are both suitable for increasing
the oxidative stability of the cathode-facing electrolyte, they
have contrasting properties to face further electrolyte chal-
lenges such as cathode contact or bulk ionic conductivity.
Therefore, the ratio of PVDF-HFP-TSPE to LATP is varied to find
the best compromise for practical application. First, the surface
morphology of the cathode side of the electrolytes is analyzed
by LSM to evaluate the surface roughness and thus the ability
to contact the cathode interface. Four HSEs (CgPVDF, CgLATP50,
CgLATP100, CgLATP200) are compared, see Figure 5. For CgPVDF
a homogeneous and flat surface is observed, see Figure 5a. For

Figure 4. Influence of the composition of the cathode side of the multi-layer HSE on the ESWupper. (a) Impact of LATP addition to CgPEO measured by LSV
measurements (0.5 mVs� 1, OCV to 5.7 V, at 60 °C) in SSTjjLi metal cells; (b) Impact of PVDF-HFP substitution measured by LSV measurements (0.5 mVs� 1, OCV
to 5.7 V, at 60 °C) in SSTjjLi metal cells; (c) stability CgLATP50 measured by staircase CV (0.5 mVs� 1, from 3 V to upper cut-off voltages from 4.1 V to 5.5 V in
0.1 V steps, at 60 °C) in SSTjjLi metal cells.
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CgLATP50, a second LATP phase is visible at the interface by
smaller grains of <1 μm as well as some larger agglomerates of
>5 μm, see Figure 5b. As the LATP content is further increased,
the interface becomes increasingly dominated by LATP agglom-
erates, see Figure 5c and d. The surface roughness increases
with LATP addition from <0.1 μm (CgPVDF), 0.55�0.09 μm
(CgLATP50), 2.28�0.41 μm (CgLATP100) to 2.62�0.13 μm
(CgLATP200), see Figure 5e to h. Comparing the 3D profile of
CgLATP50 to CgLATP200, the interface of CgLATP50 is predom-
inantly TSPE with the LATP particles covered and connected by
TSPE, while for CgLATP200 the interface is predominantly LATP
with large pits and some particles not fully connected by TSPE,
see Figure 5i and j.

The addition of LATP and the change of morphology
directly affect the electrochemical performance of the electro-
lyte in a battery. Two main regions of interest have been
distinguished: the bulk ionic conductivity, which represents the
Li ion transport through the electrolyte, and the electrolyte j
NMC622 interface and interphase (I&I), which allows the
transition to and intercalation into the cathode material. Both
regions must provide adequate ion transport to NMC622 for a
battery application. To quantify the bulk performance, the ionic
conductivity of the electrolytes is measured by impedance
spectroscopy, see Figure 6a and b. To minimize the effects of
poor contact on the conductivity due to a rough electrolyte
interface, the electrolytes are sandwiched between two soft Li
metal electrodes, providing a high surface area at both Li
metal jelectrolyte I&Is. The ionic conductivity increases with the
addition of LATP from (0.170�0.001) mScm� 1 for CgPVDF to

(0.370�0.002) mScm� 1 for CgLATP50 and reaches its maximum
at (0.712�0.008) mScm� 1 for CgLATP100. As the fraction of
highly conductive LATP increases, the overall bulk ionic
conductivity enhances. For CgLATP200, however, the ionic
conductivity decreases again to (0.167�0.002) mScm� 1. This is
explained by the percolation theory. When the LATP content
exceeds a certain volume fraction, the highly conductive SIE
domains are no longer properly connected, resulting in poor
ion transport through the electrolyte. The temperature-depend-
ent ionic conductivity of the electrolytes follows the Vogel-
Fulcher-Tamman (VFT) behavior, which is typical for polymer-
based electrolytes, see Equation 1.[18] The temperature-depend-
ent ionic conductivity depends on the pre-exponential factor σ0,
the activation energy for ionic conduction EA, the Boltzmann
constant kB and the ideal glass transition temperature T0, also
known as the Vogel temperature (about 50 K below TG).

(1)

To quantify the performance of the electrolyte jNMC622 I&I,
staircase voltammetry coupled with impedance spectroscopy is
applied to NMC622jjLi metal cells. The upper cut-off voltage is
increased in 0.025 V steps from 3.8 V to 4.50 V. To minimize the
effect of overvoltage on the capacity utilization of the cathode
material a low current of 0.05 mAcm� 2 is applied. The specific
capacity of the cycle with a cut-off voltage of 4.25 V is shown in

Figure 5. Influence of the LATP-loading in the cathode layer of multi-layer electrolytes on the surface properties. (a) Combined optical and laser image of (a)
CgPVDF, (b) CgLATP50, (c) CgLATP100, (d) CgLATP200; surface topography of (e) CgPVDF, (f) CgLATP50, (g) CgLATP100, (h) CgLATP200 from 0 μm (purple) to 15 μm
(dark red); (i) 3D visualization of f; (j) 3D visualization of h.
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Figure 6c. The highest specific capacities are achieved for
CgPVDF of (147�13) mAhg� 1 and for CgLATP50 of (152�
11) mAhg� 1, which agrees with the morphological analysis
showing a predominantly TSPE interface well suited for the
NMC622 cathode contact. With increasing LATP content, the
specific capacity decreases for CgLATP100 to (101�2) mAhg� 1

and for CgLATP200 to (23�6) mAhg� 1. As the rough LATP
interface dominates in these samples, the contact area to
NMC622 decreases, resulting in a reduced capacity utilization,
see Figure 6d. An increasing specific capacity is noticeable for
CgPVDF and CgLATP50, reaching a value of about 171 mAhg� 1

at a cut-off voltage of 4.5 V. For CgLATP100, a drop of the specific
capacity occurs from 4.35 V, possibly due to a loss of contact
during cycling by the volume changes of the cathode active
material. A contact area smaller than the projected surface area
of the electrolyte jNMC622 I&I also results in a higher over-
voltage as the Li+ flux is concentrated on small regions, see
Figure 6e. The overvoltage increases from CgLATP50 to
CgLATP100 and is the highest for CgLATP200.

Finally, impedance spectroscopy was used to further under-
stand the contact region of the electrolyte jNMC622 I&I. The
Nyquist plots measured after the first cycle are shown in
Figure 6f. A Rel + (Rint/CPEint)+ (CPEdl/Rct +ZW) circuit is used to fit
the data, see lower inset in Figure 6f. The elements resistor (R),

constant phase element (CPE), and a transport (Warburg)
element (ZW) are used. Three sections connected in series are
applied to represent the full cell. The bulk electrolyte resistance
in the high frequency region is represented by Rel. The electro-
de jelectrolyte I&I is represented by the I&I resistance (Rint) and
the capacitor-like behaviour of the ionic double layer (CPEint).
The slow electrochemical processes in the low frequency
region, such as charge transfer to and within the NMC622
particles and the ion transport in the electrolyte, are repre-
sented by a CPEdl/Rct +ZW element. These processes are
represented by the charge transfer resistance at the electrolyte j
NMC622 I&I (Rct), the capacitor-like behavior of the ionic double
layer at the electrolyte jNMC622 I&I (CPEdl), and a Warburg
transport element for ion diffusion (ZW). Rct depends on the
resistance for charge transfer and the contact area at the
electrolyte jNMC622 I&I. Additionally, Rct is influenced by the
state of charge (SOC) of the cathode, so the impedances after
the first discharge are observed for all cells.[48,49] A high Rct

indicates a poor contact resulting in low capacity utilization of
the cathode material. The fitted Rct values agree with the
specific capacities and the morphological data as low values are
achieved for CgPVDF (398 Ωcm2) and CgLATP50 (360 Ωcm2),
and high values, and therefore a low contact area, are present
in CgLATP100 (784 Ωcm2) and CgLATP200 (13,511 Ωcm2).

Figure 6. Impact of LATP content on bulk and interfacial properties. (a) Ionic conductivity taken from b measured at 60 °C in LijjLi cells by impedance
spectroscopy; (b) ionic conductivity versus temperature from 0 °C to 60 °C in LijjLi cells by impedance spectroscopy, inset shows the Nyquist plots at 60 °C; (c)
specific capacity taken from d with 0.05 mAcm� 2 and cut-off voltages of 3.00 V – 4.25 V in NMC622jjLi cells; (d) specific capacity versus applied cut-off voltage
of a staircase voltammetry in NMC622jjLi cells with an applied lower cut-off voltage of 3.00 V and an ever increasing upper cut-off voltage from 3.80 V to
4.50 V in 0.025 V steps and a current of 0.05 mAcm� 2; (e) voltage profiles of a charge/discharge profile of d with an cut-off voltage of 3.00 V to 4.25 V;
impedance spectroscopy measurement after the first cycle of d, inset shows the applied equivalent circuit used to fit the data and the high frequency region.
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In summary, CgLATP50 is the best compromise to balance
bulk ionic conductivity and interfacial properties, as the highest
specific capacity is achieved with CgLATP50 in NMC622jjLi cells
and also the bulk ionic conductivity is improved by the LATP
addition.

Impact of the ionic liquid on phase behavior

The advantage of the IL is that it interconnects the phases of
the multi-layer electrolyte, resulting in high ionic conductivity
through the electrolyte. Therefore, in this section, the compat-
ibility of the IL with the other electrolyte materials and the
phase behavior of the mixture are elaborated. To achieve high
performance, the ions in the electrolyte should be highly
mobile. However, when a Li salt is added to Pyr14TFSI, the Li ion
mobility is reduced by the formation of [Li(TFSI)n]

(n� 1)�

complexes.[50–53] As shown by Raman measurements, the
formation of such ion clusters depends most importantly on the
ratio of Pyr14TFSI to LiTFSI, see Figure 7a. The signal of free TFSI�

at ~740 cm� 1 increases with Pyr14TFSI content in relation to that
of coordinated TFSI� at ~748 cm� 1. Therefore, a valid strategy to
increase Li ion mobility is to raise the Pyr14TFSI content
(CgLATP50!CgLATP50+). The effects on performance are further
elaborated by measuring the exchange current density (jex) and

the limiting current density (jlim) as described by Wetjen et al.,
see SI Table 1.[54] Furthermore, the polymers and SIEs will also
affect the ion dissociation, see Figure 7b. For CgLATP50, the
PEO-TSPE anode phase and the LATP50 cathode phase are
analyzed by Raman spectroscopy. In both phases only free TFSI�

is detected, indicating a strong interaction of the ions with the
solid matrices. According to the literature, the nature of this
interaction varies for PEO, PVDF-HFP, and LATP. PEO is known
to be able to dissolve LiTFSI by coordination of the oxygen
atoms of the ethylene oxide groups to the Li ions.[18,55]

Fluorinated polymers such as PVDF (8.3) have a higher relative
permittivity than PEO (5), but the solubility of LiTFSI is still
limited because there are no oxygen coordinating groups in the
structure.[18,56] Therefore, the interaction between a Li salt and
PVDF-HFP is highly dependent on the anion of the salt. Cznotka
et al. used the term of fluorophilicity of the anion to evaluate
the interaction with PVDF-HFP.[57] The higher the fluorine
content in the anion, the stronger the interaction with the
polymer matrix. For LATP, the surface groups of the particles
contribute to ion dissociation by Lewis acid-base interactions
with the Li salt and IL.[14,58]

The compatibility of the liquid Pyr14TFSI phase with the solid
PEO, LATP and PVDF-HFP phases is further evaluated by contact
angle (θ) measurements. The basis for this is the placement of a
liquid Pyr14TFSI drop on the solid films, which are cast and dried

Figure 7. Impact of Pyr14TFSI on the phase behavior of the electrolyte. (a) Raman measurements of Pyr14TFSI:LiTFSI mixtures with different mole ratios of 1 :1,
2 : 1, 4 : 1, and 8 :1; (b) solid-state Raman measurement of the cathode and anode phase of CgLATP50; (c) contact angle measurement of Pyr14TFSI on a ~50 μm
thick cast and dried PVDF-HFP:LATP film of a 1 :1 mass ratio; (d) contact angle measurement of Pyr14TFSI on a ~50 μm thick casted and dried PEO film; (e) DSC
measurement of LiTFSI, LATP, Cg, PVDF-HFP, PEO, and Pyr14TFSI from � 100 °C to 200 °C at a heating rate of 10 Kmin� 1; (f) DSC measurement of CgLATP50 from
� 100 °C to 200 °C at a heating rate of 10 Kmin� 1 ; (g) TGA measurement of CgLATP50 30 °C to 600 °C at a heating rate of 10 Kmin� 1.
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PEO and PVDF-HFP & LATP (50 :50) films, see Figure 7c and d. A
θ<90° indicates a strong affinity/compatibility of the liquid and
solid phases to each other, while a θ>90° indicates a poor
wetting behavior because of different phase polarities. In both
cases, a θ!90° is measured, demonstrating a high compat-
ibility of the materials due to strong interaction. A high affinity
of the Pyr14TFSI to the solids is necessary to avoid phase
separation and to maintain the solid character of the electrolyte
by IL uptake. The θ value is described by Young's equation,
where the Young's contact angle (θY) is determined by the three
interfacial energies (γsg, γsl, γlg) between the three phases solid
(s), liquid (l) and gas (g), see Equation 2.[59] Young's equation
describes the system in thermodynamic equilibrium. This is not
the case for the presented system shown in Figure 7c and d as
the θ does not remain stable but shows a continuous wetting
over time, compare SI Figure 5. Nevertheless, the advance of
θ!90 ° indicates a clear tendency of compatibility of the two
phases.

(2)

The lower value measured for the PVDF-HFP & LATP film
(<5°) compared to PEO (<7�2°) is attributed to the high
surface roughness of the LATP particles in contrast to the flat
PEO film. As described by Wenzel's equation the measured
Wenzel's contact angle (θW) is <θY. Due to the roughness, the
actual solid-liquid surface area (Asl) is greater than the assumed
projected surface area (Aprojected), thereby reducing the θ.[59]

(3)

The interaction between the phases and the degree of
disorder is further evaluated by comparing the DSC measure-
ment of the pure educts with CgLATP50, compare Figure 7e and
f. In addition, the DSC measurements of the pure educts are
shown separately in SI Figure 3. For pure PEO, the melting point
(Tm) of the crystalline phase is at approximately 60 °C and the
glass transition (Tg) is at � 54 °C. In the electrolytes, the Tm is not
visible, indicating a fully amorphous state, which increases the
polymer chain mobility and favors fast ion transport through
the electrolyte. Instead, only a glass transition (Tg) for PEO is
visible in CgLATP50 at about � 62 °C. For LATP and LiTFSI no
phase transitions are visible in the set temperature range. For
Pyr14TFSI two main signals are visible from � 8 °C, a recrystalliza-
tion peak at � 48 °C and a Tg at ~� 81 °C, in agreement with
other literature results.[60] These signals are not present in
CgLATP50, indicating a strong interaction with the SE matrix. For
Cg, a Tm of 160 °C is observed for pure Cg and in the electrolyte,
indicating that the separator does not dissolve from the
components and remains solid at the operating temperature.
For pure PVDF-HFP, a Tm of 143 °C is observed, which is in the
same range as Tm(Cg). For CgLATP50, aside shoulder is observed

at the Tm(Cg) signal, indicating that PVDF-HFP may not be fully
plasticized by Pyr14TFSI. Overall, the DSC of CgLATP50 compared
to the pure educts shows a disappearence of severall Tms and a
shift in Tgs highlighting the strong plastification effect of the IL
on the components.

The TGA of CgLATP50 shows an overall high thermal stability
of �250 °C, see Figure 7g. Therefore, in contrast to gel polymer
electrolytes (GPEs) in which organic solvents with boiling points
commonly <100 °C are applied as plasticizers, the IL maintains
the high thermal stability of the SE due to its neglectable
vapour pressure. In summary, the IL has a good compatability
to the other components enabling a high degree of plastifica-
tion and disorder, which governs a high ion conduction. A high
thermal stability of the CgLATP50 is enabled, and the Pyr14TFSI
content can be increased to enhance performance of the
electrolyte.

Impact of the Cg on the bulk electrolyte properties

Cg is a microporous flexible polymer film, see Figure 8a. Its
typical MD (machine direction) tensile strength of 1170 kg cm� 2

(manufacturer's specification) stabilizes the thin CgLATP50+

films compared to elastic, mechanically weak HSE/TSPE
films.[41,61,62] This allows for an overall thin electrolyte film
(�50 μm) and for high gravimetric/volumetric densities without
sacrificing its applicability, see Figure 8b.[55] Furthermore, as Cg
is already commercially applied, its mechanical strength allows
CgLATP50+ more easily being processed with current Li ion
battery cell manufacturing technology, which requires the film
to be wound with high forces and easily stacked in the cell set-
up.[4] Further still, the mechanical strength inhibits dendrite
penetration through the electrolyte when operated against Li
metal at high areal capacities.[41]

Commonly used cathode materials require an areal capacity
of �5 mAhcm� 2, which is matched by the CgLATP50+ electro-
lyte with an areal capacity utilization of >20 mAhcm� 2, see
Figure 8c. The areal capacity utilization is determined by
sandwiching the electrolyte between two Li metal electrodes
and operating it with a galvanostatic single discharge measure-
ment (“short-circuit measurement”) at a specified current
density until the cell fails by short-circuiting. The areal capacities
of seven individual cells at different current densities from
0.1 mAcm� 2 to 0.4 mAcm� 2 are plotted against the areal
capacity until short-circuit, see Figure 8c. In general, higher
capacity utilization is achieved at lower current densities. High
currents can increase the likelihood of Li metal penetrating the
electrolyte, e.g. by dendrite formation.[63] In general, the areal
capacity utilization of CgLATP50+ is higher compared to pure
polymer-based SEs, such as TSPEs, which can suffer from short-
circuit due to their soft polymer-IL matrix.[41,62]

Furthermore, the porous structure acts as a physical barrier
to keep the LATP on the cathode side. As seen from the FT-IR
spectra obtained from both sides of the CgLATP50+ electrolyte,
the broad LATP band from 1200 cm� 1 to 800 cm� 1 due to the
symmetric stretching of PO4

3� is present only at the cathode
side, see Figure 8d. Additionally, there is no evidence of mixing
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of the polymers, maintaining two phases. Note that the
symmetric CH2 stretching of PVDF-HFP (1406 cm� 1) is only
present on the cathode side, while for the anode side the CH2

scissoring signal (1461 cm� 1) is much higher than on the
cathode side, because not only Pyr14TFSI but also PEO
contributes to it.[64–66] In summary, the porous and mechanically
strong Cg layer benefits the application in current battery
manufacturing techniques, prevents short-circuits and separates
the two electrolyte phases.

Impact of the anode-facing electrolyte on Li metal
compatibility

For the anode side of the multi-layer HSE, the ESWlower and the
ability to contact Li metal during electro-deposition/-dissolution
determine the suitability of electrolyte materials. As will be
shown, PEO is a better alternative than PVDF-HFP and LATP. In
LATP, the Ti4+ is reduced by Li metal to Ti3+, resulting in the
formation of various degradation products such as oxides,
titanates, phosphides, phosphates and aluminum oxides.[67,68]

These are low in ionic conductivity and reduce the performance
of the electrolyte. Therefore, LATP is added only to the cathode
side of the electrolyte. As shown in a previous publication,
PVDF-HFP-based electrolytes (0.1 mScm� 1) have lower ionic
conductivity at 60 °C and jlim than PEO-based electrolytes
(0.4 mScm� 1).[42] Furthermore, PVDF-HFP is a stiffer polymer
compared to PEO and is less able to swell upon liquid uptake,
resulting in a much harder surface that is less able to maintain
contact with the Li metal. To demonstrate the difference in Li
metal contact ability, a CgPVDF electrolyte (one side PEO-TSPE,
other side PVDF-HFP-TSPE) is sandwiched between two Li metal
electrodes and a staircase galvanostatic polarization measure-
ment is performed. The current density is increased from
0.05 mAcm� 2 in 0.05 mAcm� 2 increments and the voltage
profile is monitored. Since the step time is kept constant, the
cycled capacity also increases with increasing current density. A
positive voltage corresponds to Li metal electro-dissolution
from the PEO side and a negative voltage corresponds to Li

metal electro-dissolution from the PVDF-HFP side. From
0.15 mAcm� 2, electro-dissolution from the PVDF-HFP side leads
in an increasing voltage profile, which may be related to
contact loss due to pitting or an insufficient Li ion transport in
the layer, while the voltage profile from the electro-dissolution
of the PEO side remains stable.[69] From 0.20 mAcm� 2, the
voltage profile of electro-dissolution Li metal from the PVDF-
HFP side runs into the cut-off voltage, showing PEO is the
better option for Li metal contact. It should also be noted that
PEO is stable to Li metal while PVDF-HFP degrades.[7] During
anodic decomposition, the highly electronegative fluorine
groups of PVDF-HFP react with the reductive Li metal to form
lithium fluorite (LiF).[70] However, since the LiF in the SEI is
considered to be stable and low in resistance, the contacting
ability of the two TSPEs discussed are more critical in this case
than the ESWlower.

[70,71]

To demonstrate a reversible Li metal electro-deposition/-
dissolution, two CgLATP50+ electrolyte films are sandwiched in
an ABBA fashion. The two PEO sides are facing outwards and
the electrolyte sandwich is placed between two Li metal
electrodes. Galvanostatic polarization measurement is applied
at 0.1 mAcm� 2 for 0.5 mAhcm� 2. During the first 100 h, the
voltage curve decreases due to the electro-deposition of “fresh”
Li metal on the Li metal anode covered with the resistive
artificial SEI.[72,73] A small voltage increase of 0.011 V is observed
from 100 h to 1,000 h, reflecting a minimal effect of resistances
accumulated over the cycle duration, which could be attributed
to the formation of dead lithium. The Li metal electro-
deposition is analyzed in CujjLi cells. 2 mAhcm� 2 of Li metal is
deposited on the flat copper surface by applying a current of
0.05 mAcm� 2. As shown in Figure 9c, Li grains of about �20 μm
are deposited homogeneously in a mosaic-like fashion without
any empty spaces. The surface height profile of the Li deposit is
further elaborated in Figure 9d. The overall electro-deposition is
homogeneous since the maximal height difference is <2 μm
with a slight deepening at the grain boundaries. The homoge-
neity is maintained at different current densities and Li metal
grain sizes, compare SI Figure 6. The uniform Li metal distribu-
tion could be attributed to a synergistic effect of great contact

Figure 8. Impact of the Cg on processability, dendrite prevention and phase separation. (a) SEM image of the porous structure of Cg; (b) top view of a
stretched CgLATP50+ film; galvanostatic single discharge polarization of LijjLi cells at currents from 0.1 mAhcm� 2 to 0.4 mAhcm� 2 at 60 °C
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provided by the soft PEO-TSPE layer to the electrode interface
and an ion flow homogenizing effect of the highly tortuous and
mechanically rigid Cg layer. In summary, the PEO-TSPE layer of
the CgLATP50+ enables stable Li metal cycling and a homoge-
neous Li electro-deposition.

Cycling Performance

The long-term cycling performance of the CgLATP50+ electro-
lyte is determined in two systems of LFPjjLi metal cells and

NMC622jjLi metal cells, see Figure 10. LFP is a commonly used
cathode material in all solid-state batteries (SSBs) because it is
highly stable during cycling and requires less oxidative stability
from the SEs, being a 3 V cathode material. It also attracted
attention for its lower environmental impact compared to NMC-
based cathodes.[74] NMC622 is a cathode material of the 4 V
category and is less commonly used in SSBs, but promises a
higher energy density compared to LFP.

In the 1st cycle LFPjjLi metal cells show an increased
overvoltage compared to the following cycles due to the
aforementioned effects of the resistance from the artificial SEI

Figure 9. Impact of the anode-facing layer. (a) Staircase galvanostatic polarization measurement (from 0.05 mAcm� 2, 0.5 mAhcm� 2, increase by 0.05 mAcm� 2

every 3 cycles, 60 °C) with Li metaljjLi metal cells; (b) galvanostatic polarization measurement (0.1 mAcm� 2, 0.5 mAhcm� 2, 1,000 h, two electrolyte films in
ABBA arrangement) with Li metaljjLi metal cells; (c) LSM image of a copper surface after galvanostatic single charge electro-deposition (0.05 mAcm� 2,
2.0 mAhcm� 2, ) with CujjLi metal cells; (d) topography of image c.

Figure 10. Long-term cycling of LFPjjLi metal cells with CgLATP50+ at 60 °C with 0.2 mAcm� 2 (1/3 C) and cut-off voltages from 2.50 V–4.00 V and long-term
cycling of NMC622jjLi metal cells with CgLATP50+ at 60 °C with 0.3 mAcm� 2 (1/2 C) and cut-off voltages from 3.00 V–4.25 V. (a) Voltage profile over specific
capacity of a LFPjjLi metal cell of the 1st, 100th, and 1,000th cycle with discharge curves shown as dashed lines and charge curves shown as solid lines; (b)
average specific discharge capacity and Coulombic efficiency over cycle number of LFPjjLi metal cells; (c) voltage profile over specific capacity of a NMC622jjLi
metal cell of the 1st, 100th, and 1,000th cycle with discharge curves shown as dashed lines and charge curves shown as solid lines; (d) average specific capacity
and Coulombic efficiency over cycle number of NMC622jjLi metal cells.
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and the deposition of “fresh” HSAL on the Li metal surface, see
Figure 10a. The Coulombic efficiency is 85.81% in the 1st cycle
and increases sharply in the following cycles to an average of
99.90% from the 100th to the 1,000th cycle. The capacity
retention is 51.67% after 1,000 cycles, when compared to the
maximum specific capacity of 120.97 mAhg� 1 at the 106th cycle.

The 1st cycle in NMC622jjLi metal cells shows an increased
overvoltage compared to the 100th cycle. The Coulombic
efficiency is 68.13% in the 1st cycle and increases sharply in the
following cycles to an average value of 99.86% from the 100th

to the 1,000th cycle. The capacity retention is 46.06% after 1,000
cycles, when compared to the maximum specific capacity of
105.31 mAhg� 1 at the 31st cycle. The lower capacity retention of
the NMC622jjLi metal cells compared to the LFPjjLi metal cells
can be explained by the steady charge and discharge voltage
profiles of NMC622 in contrast to the flat charge and discharge
voltage profiles of the LFP and therefore a lower capacity
utilization with increasing overvoltage over the number of
cycles, compare Figure 10a and c.

To put the results in a larger context, the capacity retention
of the NMC622jjLi and LFPjjLi cells is compared to other recent
electrolyte systems from the literature, see Figure 11 and SI
Table 2.[16,38,40,62,71,75–98] Due to the variety of materials used,
electrolytes are categorized as CPIEs, TSPEs, HSEs, and SPEs. To
allow for a comparison over a broad spectrum of cycle counts,
the capacity retention of this work is shown in 100 cycle
increments from the 100th to the 500th cycle. The capacity
retention of LFPjjLi metal cells with CgLATP50+ electrolyte is
98.88% (100th cycle), 97.42% (200th cycle), 86.85% (300th cycle),
77.75% (400th cycle), and 69.91% (500th cycle). The capacity
retentions are in the upper range compared to the electrolytes
shown in the literature. The capacity retention of NMC622jjLi
metal cells with CgLATP50+ electrolyte is 93.79% (100th cycle),
88.15% (200th cycle), 82.53% (300th cycle), 76.11% (400th cycle),

and 70.61% (500th cycle). The capacity retention is higher
compared to the shown electrolytes from literature. In
summary, the multi-layer approach of CgLATP50+ shows high
capacity retention over a long cycle life. Especially when applied
in NMC622jjLi metal cells, the advantage of specifically
designed layers shows a high impact compared to other
systems.

Conclusions

Here we report on a multi-layer HSE based on a commercially
available Cg separator. A practical fabrication approach for the
multi-layer HSE is presented by coating two different anode
and cathode pastes on both sides of the Cg. Due to the Cg
middle layer, the presented thin film (�50 μm) HSE shows high
mechanical strength, which meets the requirements for high
energy densities as well as applicability to manufacturing
processes requiring a stable film. A PEO-based anode side of
the electrolyte reversibly cycles Li metal and a LATP-based
cathode side provides a high oxidative stability (�4.5 V) to the
cathode. As shown, a high thermal stability of >250 °C and a
short-circuit free cycling enables a safe operation. Long term
cycling stability was achieved in in NMC622jjLi metal cells with
a capacity retention of 88.15% after 200 cycles and 46.06%
after 1,000 cycles with a Coulombic efficiency of 99.86%.
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