arXiv:2403.13409v1 [physics.chem-ph] 20 Mar 2024

Influence of concentration-dependent material properties on the fracture and debonding of electrode particles with core-shell structure

Yang Tu^a, Billy Wu^{b,c}, Weilong Ai^d, Emilio Martínez-Pañeda^{e,a,∗}

aDepartment of Civil and Environmental Engineering, Imperial College London, London SW7 2AZ, UK bDyson School of Design Engineering, Imperial College London, London SW7 2AZ, UK cThe Faraday Institution, Quad One, Becquerel Avenue, Harwell Campus, Didcot, OX11 0RA, UK dJiangsu Key Laboratory of Engineering Mechanics Analysis, School of Civil Engineering, Southeast University, Nanjing, 211189, China eDepartment of Engineering Science, University of Oxford, Oxford OX1 3PJ, UK

Abstract Core-shell electrode particle designs offer a route to improved lithium-ion battery performance. However, they are susceptible to mechanical damage such as fracture and debonding, which can significantly reduce their lifetime. Using a coupled finite element model, we explore the impacts of diffusion-induced stresses on the failure mechanisms of an exemplar system with an NMC811 core and an NMC111 shell. In particular, we systematically compare the implications of assuming constant material properties against using Li concentration-dependent diffusion coefficient and partial molar volume. With constant material properties, our results show that smaller cores with thinner shells avoid debonding and fracture regimes. When factoring in a concentration-dependent partial molar volume, the maximum values of tensile hoop stress in the shell are found to be significantly lower than those predicted with constant properties, reducing the likelihood of fracture. Furthermore, with a concentration-dependent diffusion coefficient, significant barriers to full electrode utilisation are observed due to reduced lithium mobility at high states of lithiation. This provides a possible explanation for the reduced accessible capacity observed in experiments. Shell thickness is found to be the dominant factor in precluding structural integrity once the concentration dependency is accounted for. These findings shed new light on the performance and effective design of core-shell electrode particles.

Keywords:

Lithium-ion batteries, surface coating, core-shell particles, NMC, fracture, multi-physics

∗Corresponding author.

Email address: emilio.martinez-paneda@eng.ox.ac.uk (Emilio Martínez-Pañeda)

Preprint submitted to Journal of Power Sources March 21, 2024

modeling

1. Introduction

In recent years, lithium-ion batteries have become a key component in powering an everincreasing number of portable electronics, electric vehicles, and renewable energy storage systems [1]. As the demand for these technologies continues to grow, there is an increasing need to enhance battery performance, extend their lifetime, ensure safety, and reduce costs. One promising approach, which can improve the capacity retention, rate capability, and thermal stability of a lithium-ion battery, is the use of electrode particles with core-shell structures. Electrode particles with surface coatings, as shown in the scanning electron microscopy (SEM) cross-sectional image and schema of Figs. 1(a)(b), have demonstrated promising electrochemical performance. For example, 18650 cells with LiNi_{0.82}Co_{0.12}Mn_{0.06}O_2 cathode particles coated with LiFePO_4 exhibited outstanding cycling stability, with capacity retention of 91.65% after 500 cycles at 1 C, much higher than that obtained without a surface coating (70.65%) [2]. The shell can act as a protection barrier that hinders the side reactions between electrode materials and electrolytes [3]. Additionally, with the right choice of materials, the shell can enhance conductivity [4], perform surface modification [5], and mitigate transition metal dissolution [6] of the active materials. However, as shown in Fig. 1(c), the shell is prone to fracture and debonding [7, 8], leading to battery degradation. Shell fracture and core-shell debonding are the result of diffusion-induced stresses that arise as a consequence of the lithium intercalation and deintercalation processes, as illustrated in Fig. 2.

The use of coupled, multi-physics modelling has been proven to be an effective approach to better understand the interplay between mechanical and electrochemical effects [10–14]. Diffusion-induced stress (DIS) models have been extensively used for predicting the mechanical response of lithium-ion battery electrodes [15–17]. In recent years, DIS models have been extended to gain insight into the coupled mechanical and electrochemical behaviours of particles with core-shell structure. For instance, Hao and Fang [18] extended the DIS model to spherical core-shell particles, while Zhao et al. [10] proposed a dimensional analysis to calculate the energy release rates of shell fracture and debonding based on mechanical stress magnitudes. Building upon these previous works, Wu and Lu [19] applied a more physically rigorous interface condi-

Figure 1: Core-shell design: (a) SEM cross-sectional image of LiMn_{0.85}Fe_{0.15}PO_4 particle coated with LiFePO_4 adapted from [9]; (b) Schema of an ideal spherical particle with core-shell structure; (c) High-resolution FIB image depicting a cross-section of an NMC core-shell particle after a single charge, revealing shell fracture and core-shell debonding [8].

tion that assumes a continuous chemical potential across the core-shell interface. Based on the DIS model, two failure modes of the core-shell structure can be predicted: shell fracture and debonding, which are depicted in Fig. 2.

Figure 2: Two failure modes of the core-shell structure: (a) fracture of the shell caused by large hoop stress during lithiation; (b) debonding at the core-shell interface induced by large radial stress during delithiation.

Modelling efforts typically assume constant (time- and space-independent) material properties, but recent studies have shown that the diffusion coefficient of Nickel Manganese Cobalt oxide (NMC), one of the most popular cathode materials, can vary by three orders of magnitude during charging [20]. Experiments also revealed that the volume change of the NMC materials is not linear with the amount of lithium inserted [21]. During the charging process, Ni-rich NMC materials undergo a phase transition, shifting from the pristine hexagonal H1 phase to two subsequent hexagonal phases, H2 and H3 [22, 23]. As lithium gradually departs from the lattice, it causes changes in lattice parameters and chemical bonding between the lithium and transition metals (TM) [24]. These changes affect macroscopic properties such as diffusion coefficient and partial molar volume [25]. The evolution of the diffusion coefficient during charging or discharging can be captured by experimental measurements including galvanostatic or potentiostatic intermittent titration techniques (GITT or PITT, respectively) and depolarization. Changes in diffusivity can also be predicted by ab initio calculations [26]. The diffusion coefficient primarily affects the concentration gradient, thereby affecting diffusion-induced stresses. Meanwhile, the partial molar volume directly influences volume changes and, consequently, diffusion-induced stresses. The concentration-dependent partial molar volume can be determined by measuring lattice parameters through in situ X-ray diffraction [21], and can also be estimated through ab initio methods, such as density function theory (DFT) calculations [27]. The high sensitivity of diffusivity and partial molar volume to Li-ion concentration is consistently observed in experiments across various relevant electrode materials. In Table 1, we gather a list of experimental and first principles studies measuring changes in diffusion coefficient and partial molar volume for a wide range of materials and techniques. Hence, there is a need to incorporate this concentration-dependency into modelling efforts, and to quantify its impact on design rules and failure predictions. This is the objective of this work.

Material property Measurement/ Material calculation technique GITT NMC [20, 28–31], LFP [32, 33], LCO [34, 35], NCA [36], Si [37], graphite [38, 39] Diffusion PITT NMC [40], LFP [32], LCO [41] coefficient D EIS NMC [42], LCO [38, 41], NCA [36], Si [37] Depolarization NMC [43] Ab initio NMC [44], Si [45], graphite [46] Partial molar In situ X-ray NMC [21] volume Ω Ab initio NMC [27]

Table 1: Compilation of experimental and ab initio studies characterising the concentration-dependent nature of the diffusion coefficient and the partial molar volume. The data is classified as a function of the material, spanning the most common electrode materials, the material property under consideration (D, Ω), and the measurement technique.

In this work, we conduct coupled deformation-diffusion finite element analyses of core-shell particles incorporating the role of concentration-dependent diffusion coefficient and partial molar volume. In addition, we examine the failure of core-shell structures (shell fracture and core-shell debonding), and build failure maps to guide design and structural integrity assessment. We particularise our analysis to a representative system - a spherical secondary particle with a LiNi_{0.8}Mn_{0.1}Co_{0.1}O_2 (NMC811) core and LiNi_{0.33}Mn_{0.33}Co_{0.33}O_2 (NMC111) shell, as illustrated in Fig. 1(b). We find that the consideration of concentration-dependent properties has a very significant impact on the results. A concentration-dependent partial molar volume brings dramatic differences in the stress distribution. Accounting for the sensitivity of diffusivity to Li content reveals a localisation phenomenon whereby a large concentration gradient is observed near the interface, which provides new insight into electrode underutilisation due to kinetic limitations. The failure maps show that previous models considering constant material properties may have been overly cautious in core radius design to avoid fracture.

2. Methods

In the following, we proceed to describe a fully coupled deformation-diffusion model, which accounts for both chemical strains and the effects of stress on diffusivity. The boundary conditions are discussed, and a physically rigorous model that assumes a continuous chemical potential across the core-shell interface, instead of concentration continuity, is presented. The parameters used in the model are listed, including constant parameters and concentration-dependent diffusion coefficient and partial molar volume. The theoretical model is numerically implemented by means of the finite element method using COMSOL Multiphysics.

2.1. The coupled diffusion and stress model

The lithium concentration in the particle, c, is governed by the conservation of species balance ∂c ∂t + ∇ · J = 0, (1)

where t denotes time and J is the concentration flux. The chemical potential μ can be expressed as [47] μ = μ_0 + RT ln(c) − Ωσ_h, (2) where μ_0 is the reference chemical potential, R is the gas constant, T is the temperature, Ω is the partial molar volume of lithium in the host material, and σ_h = tr(σ)/3 is the hydrostatic stress, with σ being the Cauchy stress tensor. Based on the kinetics theory, the diffusion flux is proportional to the gradient of chemical potential [16] J = −Mc∇μ, (3) where M = D/RT is the mobility of lithium-ion in the host material and D is the diffusion coefficient. Combining Eqs. (2) and (3), the species flux can be expressed as J = −D∇c + cDΩ RT ∇σ_h and J · n = J at ∂V, (4) where J is the flux magnitude at the boundary, and V is the volume of the particle. The driving force of lithium transport is the chemical potential which depends on the hydrostatic stress and lithium-ion concentration. The stress equilibrium requires that

∇ · σ = 0, (5)

The constitutive relation between the Cauchy stress tensor σ and the strain tensor ε is given by σ = λtr(ε − ε_{Li})I + 2G(ε − ε_{Li}), (6) where λ and G are the Lamé constants, and I is the identity matrix. In Eq. (6), ε_{Li} is the chemical strain caused by lithium insertion which can be expressed as ε_{Li} = 1 3 Ω (c − c_0) I, (7)

where c_0 represents the initial lithium concentration in a stress-free state.

2.2. Boundary conditions

Our numerical experiments employ a constant current constant voltage (CCCV) profile for the discharge (lithiation) process, and a constant current (CC) profile for the charge (delithiation) process of the cathode. A detailed definition and input parameters are given in Appendix A. In the literature, a continuous concentration at the core-shell interface is typically assumed [18]. However, this assumption cannot often be satisfied since the core and shell have different maximum concentrations. In this work, we use an arguably more physically rigorous model that assumes a continuous chemical potential [19], leading to the following relationship between the concentration of the two phases at the core-shell interface (see Appendix B for additional details);

J_1(r = a) = J_2(r = a), (8) μ_1(r = a) = μ_2(r = a), (9) r = a : c_1 = U^{−1}_{ref,1} [ Ω_2σ_{h,2} − Ω_1σ_{h,1} F + U_{ref,2} (c_2) ] , (10) Here, r is the radial position within a spherical particle. Also, in Eqs. (8)-(10) and hereafter, we use the numbers 1 and 2 to respectively represent the core and shell domains. In addition,

U_{ref,2} is the open circuit potential of the shell (see Appendix B). The other boundary and initial conditions are described as r = 0 : ∂c_1 ∂r = 0, (11) r = b : J_2(r = b) = J_0, (12) t = 0 : c_1 = c_{1,0} and c_2 = c_{2,0}, (13) The stoichiometry x and state of lithiation (SOL) are respectively defined as: x = c c_{max} , (14)

SOL = ∫ V c dV ∫ V c_{max} dV , (15) where c_{max} is the maximum concentration of lithium in the host material. The stoichiometry is defined locally in the material while the SOL is defined globally at the particle or electrode level. SOL = 0% and 100% respectively denote the electrode at full delithiation and full lithiation states. Based on the equations above, the concentration distribution and stresses inside the coreshell particle can be solved numerically using the finite element method. In addition, Zhao et al. [10] used dimensional analysis to determine the energy release rates of shell fracture G_f and debonding G_d as follows: G_f = Z ⟨σ̄_{θθ}⟩^2 E_2

(b − a) (16)

G_d = π ⟨σ^{cs}_{rr}⟩^2 E_e (b − a) (17) where ⟨x⟩ = (x + |x|) /2 are Macaulay brackets, (b − a) represents the shell thickness, σ̄_{θθ} = ( 2 ∫_b a σ_{θθ}r dr ) / (b^2 − a^2) is the average hoop stress in the shell, σ^{cs}_{rr} denotes the radial stress at the core-shell interface, E_1 and E_2 respectively denote Young’s modulus of the core and shell, E_e is the effective Young’s modulus determined by 1/E_e = (1/E_1 + 1/E_2)/2, and Z represents a dimensionless parameter which equals 2 for a channel crack in a thin shell [10]. Eqs. (16) and (17) are derived upon the assumption of pre-existing defects of a length comparable to the thickness of the shell (b − a), as expected from processes like calendering [48].

2.3. Constant and concentration-dependent parameters used in the model

The particle is lithiated and delithiated between around SOL = 20% and 85% (see Appendix A for details on the initial and final states). The magnitude of the constant current density employed is 100 A/m^2; equivalent to 2.7 C or to a constant flux of J = 6.28 × 10^{−5} mol/(m^2 · s).

The constant parameters used in the finite element model are listed in Table 2. In this regard, it is worth emphasising that the effective partial molar volume Ω̄ and effective diffusion coefficient D̄ are the average values of the concentration-dependent data obtained from experiments. Fig. 3(a) depicts the concentration-dependent diffusion coefficient D_{c,1} and D_{c,2} of the core (NMC811) and shell (NMC111), measured using GITT by Gao et al. [29] and Wu et al. [30] respectively. The GITT method is chosen here due to its accuracy and prevalence in the literature [49–51]. As shown in experiments [29, 30], a small hysteresis exists between discharge and charge processes. For the sake of simplicity, we base our analysis on the discharge data, which corresponds to the lithiation of the cathode. As shown in Fig. 3(a), both of the diffusion coefficient curves drop dramatically when the stoichiometry increases. In particular, the diffusion coefficient of NMC811 D_{c,1} decreases by 3 orders of magnitude from 10^{−13} to 10^{−16} m^2/s. In terms of partial molar volume, De Biasi et al. [21] measured the volume change of NMC811 and NMC111 during charging using in situ X-ray diffraction. The concentration-dependent partial molar volume Ω_c is derived from the volume change (see Appendix C) and shown in Fig. 3(b). The partial molar volume of NMC811 (Ω_{c,1}) continues to decrease as the stoichiometry x increases, while Ω_{c,2} of NMC111 decreases until x reaches around 0.5 and then increases. A linear interpolation method is used with the data points provided in the literature. If the stoichiometry x exceeds the limits shown in Fig. 3, the value of the relevant magnitude is assumed to remain constant thereafter.

Figure 3: Concentration-dependent material properties: (a) diffusion coefficient D_{c,1} (NMC811) and D_{c,2} (NMC111), measured using GITT method [29, 30]. (b) molar volume Ω_{c,1} (NMC811) and Ω_{c,2} (NMC111) derived from in situ X-ray diffraction data [21]. The constant effective values are shown using dotted lines.

Parameter Symbol Core (NMC811) Shell (NMC111) Core radius a 4 μm - Shell thickness b − a - 1 μm Maximum lithium concentration c_{max} 51765 mol/m^3 [20] 49000 mol/m^3 [52] Effective partial molar volume of lithium Ω̄ 7.88 × 10^{−7} m^3/mol 4.22 × 10^{−7} m^3/mol Effective diffusion coefficient D̄ 3.26 × 10^{−14} m^2/s 1.55 × 10^{−14} m^2/s Young’s modulus E 184 GPa [27] 199 GPa [53] Poisson’s ratio ν 0.26 [27] 0.25 [53] Flux at the outer surface J 6.28 × 10^{−5} mol/(m^2 · s)

Table 2: Parameters used in the finite element model including the geometry of the core-shell structure, material properties (for the concentration-independent scenario), and magnitude of the constant flux.

Three models are considered to separately investigate the effects of two concentration-dependent parameters: (1) the reference model, with constant diffusion coefficient D̄ and partial molar volume Ω̄; (2) a model considering a concentration-dependent diffusion coefficient D_c and constant partial molar volume Ω̄; and (3) a model considering a constant diffusion coefficient, D̄, and a concentration-dependent partial molar volume Ω_c.

3. Results and discussion

The aforementioned coupled finite element model is used to gain insight into the behaviour of core-shell electrode particle configurations. We start, in Section 3.1, by characterising the concentration and stress distributions along the core-shell structure, comparing the outputs obtained with the models incorporating concentration-dependent diffusion coefficient (D_c) or partial molar volume (Ω_c) to those of the reference model (D̄, Ω̄). In particular, the notable and interesting effects of Ω_c on the stress distribution are thoroughly discussed and rationalised. Next, in Section 3.2, we devote our efforts to understand a phenomenon revealed when considering a concentration-dependent diffusion coefficient: a significant underutilisation of cathode capacity at high SOL. Finally, in Section 3.3 safe design maps are computed to design against fracture and debonding, considering both constant and concentration-dependent parameters.

3.1. Stress and Li concentration distributions in core-shell structures

Fig. 4 depicts the radial distribution of lithium concentration and mechanical stress within the particle at different SOL levels during delithiation. The corresponding results during lithiation are displayed in Fig. 5. At the core-shell interface, located at r/b = 0.8, concentration jumps are observed, as required to maintain a continuous chemical potential, see Figs. 4(a)-(c) and Figs. 5(a)-(c). The concentration profiles obtained with D_c show slightly larger gradients at higher SOL; see Figs. 4(b) and 5(b), and compare to the results with D̄ in Figs. 4(a) and 5(a). The larger gradient is a result of the drop in diffusivity at high lithium content, as demonstrated in Fig. 3(a). On the other hand, the concentration profiles are not visibly influenced by Ω_c, as shown in Fig. 4(c) and Fig. 5(c). Although the partial molar volume amplifies the influence of hydrostatic stress on the diffusion flux, see Eq. (4), the concentration distribution at a certain SOL is dominated by the diffusion coefficient.

Figure 4: Delithiation results along the radial direction: dimensionless concentration for (a) D̄, Ω̄, (b) D_c, Ω̄, (c) D̄, Ω_c; hoop stress for (d) D̄, Ω̄, (e) D_c, Ω̄, (f) D̄, Ω_c; and radial stress for (g) D̄, Ω̄, (h) D_c, Ω̄, (i) D̄, Ω_c. An overline denotes constant (averaged) properties while a c subscript denotes concentration-dependent properties. The radial position r is normalised by the outer radius b of the core-shell system.

Figure 5: Lithiation results along the radial direction: dimensionless concentration for (a) D̄, Ω̄, (b) D_c, Ω̄, (c) D̄, Ω_c; hoop stress for (d) D̄, Ω̄, (e) D_c, Ω̄, (f) D̄, Ω_c; and radial stress for (g) D̄, Ω̄, (h) D_c, Ω̄, (i) D̄, Ω_c. An overline denotes constant (averaged) properties while the subscript c denotes concentration-dependent properties.

Figs. 4(d) and 4(g) and Figs. 5(d) and 5(g) show the evolution of DIS assuming constant material properties during delithiation and lithiation, respectively. These results can be rationalised as follows. When the partial molar volume is constant, the core and shell materials expand linearly with the amount of lithium inserted during intercalation (assuming a negligible difference in concentration gradient). The core expands more than the shell due to its higher partial molar volume, resulting in a compressive radial stress at the core-shell interface. The hoop stress in the core is also compressive because the shell limits the expansion of the core. In contrast, the shell experiences tensile hoop stress. As more lithium is inserted, the absolute values of DIS increase. A similar process occurs during delithiation, as illustrated in Fig. 2, but the tensile and compressive stresses are reversed. D_c and D̄ generate similar stresses at the same SOL due to their comparable concentration profiles and same constant partial molar volumes, as illustrated in Figs. 4(e)(h) and Figs. 5(e)(h), compared to the results with D̄.

Incorporating the concentration-dependent partial molar volume has a significant impact on diffusion-induced stresses. During lithiation as shown in Fig. 5(i), the radial stress at the core-shell interface σ_{rr} is no longer compressive but tensile once we reach SOL levels of 70%. Fig. 3(b) shows that the partial molar volume of the core Ω_{c,1} decreases when the stoichiometry (x) increases, while the partial molar volume of the shell Ω_{c,2} decreases when x increases up to around 0.5, and then increases. When considering Ω_c during lithiation, the shell expands more than with Ω̄ at higher SOL, while the core expands less than with Ω̄. When considering these effects, the radial stress at the core-shell interface becomes tensile for SOL higher than 60%, as depicted in Fig. 5(i). Accordingly, the hoop stress in the shell becomes compressive as shown in Fig. 5(f). The results with a constant partial molar volume (Ω̄) show that the maximum tensile hoop stress in the shell, which may lead to shell fracture, occurs at SOL = 85%. However, Fig. 5(i) with Ω_c shows a much smaller maximum tensile hoop stress in the shell, which occurs at SOL = 50% during lithiation. The maximum average hoop stress in the shell with Ω_c is around 3 times smaller than the result with Ω̄. A detailed quantitative analysis of the effects of Ω_c on DIS is included in Appendix C. The results show that considering the concentration-dependent partial molar volume, which captures the non-linear volume changes of the active materials, has a critical impact on DIS. In the NMC811@NMC111 core-shell structure, the tensile stresses that lead to shell failure could be overestimated by approximately three times if using a constant partial molar volume.

3.2. Underutilisation of the electrode particle at a high state of lithiation

Figure 6: The results obtained with D_c indicate that the particle is not fully utilised during discharge: (a) State of lithiation of the electrode particle as of function of time during lithiation. The red and blue curves represent the results obtained with D̄ and D_c, respectively. The dots indicate the transition between CC (constant current) and CV (constant voltage) stages of the discharging process; (b) Radial distribution of dimensionless concentration at different times during lithiation with D_c. A significant concentration gradient is observed at the periphery of the core, caused by a low diffusion coefficient at high SOL.

In the context of characterizing concentration fields during lithiation, an intriguing observation emerges: the SOL’s growth rate significantly decelerates over time when considering a concentration-dependent diffusion coefficient (D_c), relative to a constant one (D̄), once SOL surpasses 80%. This is primarily because D_c experiences a dramatic reduction at high lithium content. To further investigate the intricacies of high SOL behavior, we extend our study by discharging the cathode particle until complete lithiation. The temporal evolution of SOL with D̄ and D_c is illustrated in Fig. 6(a). When assuming D̄, the particle achieves complete lithiation rapidly during the CV (constant voltage) stage. However, when using D_c, the SOL remains at approximately 90% for an extended duration of over 100 min during the CV stage, indicating significant barriers to full electrode utilisation due to reduced lithium mobility at high SOL. Fig. 6(b) shows the concentration distribution at various times near SOL = 90%. Large concentration gradients can be observed in the core due to low diffusivity D_c. The diffusion coefficient of the NMC811 core drops by two orders of magnitude when the stoichiometry x exceeds 0.75, as shown in Fig. 3(a). When the periphery of the core reaches a high lithium content, the diffusion coefficient reduces dramatically, hindering the diffusion within the core and generating a large concentration gradient. From the time t = 40 min to t = 120 min, the concentration level in the core grows very slowly, making it difficult for the particle to be fully lithiated. These findings demonstrate that the underutilisation of the cathode capacity can be attributed to kinetic limitations arising from low diffusion coefficient at high lithium concentration. This phenomenon has been witnessed in experiments of single particles. Xu et al. [54] observed that the centre of the NMC particle remained lithium deficient when SOL > 80% during lithiation. A sharp lithium concentration gradient was found in the periphery of the particle. An additional CV step was applied for 2 hours, driving the the particle towards near-full lithiation state. These experimental results provide evidence of the inhomogenous concentration and capacity underutilisation in cathode particles, and are well aligned with our simulation results when considering a concentration-dependent diffusion coefficient, D_c. We emphasise that this phenomenon can not be captured if assuming a constant diffusion coefficient. Thus, our results highlight the importance of considering concentration-dependent diffusivity to investigate capacity loss due to kinetic limitations, especially in fast charging/discharging scenarios [55].

3.3. Design maps to avoid fracture and debonding

The energy release rates of shell fracture and debonding can be obtained based on the DIS and then used to guide the safe design of the core-shell structure. Higher energy release rates indicate a greater risk of fracture or debonding. To explore the safe design region, a parametric sweep is conducted to investigate the effect of core radius a (ranging from 1 μm to 5 μm) and relative shell thickness (b − a)/b (ranging from 0.05 to 0.3) under the lithiation/delithiation conditions described previously. These ranges of core radius and shell thickness are in agreement with typically reported values [56–58]. More details can be found in Appendix A. Figs. 7(a)-(c) display the maximum energy release rate of debonding G_d during delithiation up to SOL = 20%. The simulations are carried out for a = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 μm, (b − a)/a = 0.05, 0.1, 0.15, 0.2, 0.25, 0.3 and cubic interpolation is used to provide contour maps. The results with two different models, (D̄, Ω̄) and (D_c, Ω̄), exhibit similar trends. The results indicate that thicker shells have a greater tendency for debonding. The results with (D̄, Ω̄) in Fig. 7(a) show that the most vulnerable region for debonding is thick shells with medium-sized cores with a between 3 μm to 4 μm. On the other hand, for the (D_c, Ω̄) case study shown in Fig. 7(b), the most dangerous region is observed to be between 3.5 μm to 5 μm. These slight differences are caused by variations in concentration distribution in different geometries. As for DIS, the partial molar volume has significant effects on the debonding strength. The results with (D̄, Ω_c) in Fig. 7(c) show similar contour values as the other two cases but different shapes, with the most dangerous area being for thick shells and small cores at around a = 2 μm of size.

The maximum energy release rate of fracture G_f during lithiation up to SOL = 85% is depicted in Figs. 7(d)-(f). For (D̄, Ω̄) and (D_c, Ω̄), G_f reaches the maximum value at the end the lithiation. In general, larger particles with medium-sized shells are more prone to fracture. The maximum of G_f for (D̄, Ω_c) occurs between SOL = 49% to 56%, depending on the geometry. The maximum hoop stress in the shell happens in the middle of lithiation if we consider the non-linear expansion of the core and shell materials, as discussed in Section 3.1, indicating that this is the most risky moment for shell to fracture. Furthermore, G_f with Ω_c is approximately 10 times smaller than with a constant Ω̄, predicting a significantly lower risk of fracture.

Shell debonding or fracture is predicted to occur if the maximum energy release rate of debonding or fracture exceeds the corresponding critical values. We choose the latter to be G^c_f = 1 J/m^2, which similar to that reported for NMC secondary particles [59], and the debonding fracture energy is taken to be one order of magnitude smaller, G^c_d = 0.1 J/m^2, to account for the relatively weaker bonding between the core and shell. Therefore, the region prone to fracture or debonding is illustrated in Figs. 7(g)-(i) with the green area indicating the safe design region. When assuming constant material properties, the safe region is limited by both the fracture and debonding, as illustrated in Fig. 7(g). Smaller cores with thinner shells are considered safe with a limited to under 4.3 μm and (b − a)/a under 0.16. When considering the concentrationdependent diffusion coefficient D_c, the safe region is dominated by debonding showing that thin shells are safe, as depicted in Fig. 7(h). The results with Ω_c in Fig. 7(i) indicate a smaller safe area of thin shells determined by debonding only. The relative shell thickness is limited to 0.11 at a = 1 μm and 0.065 at a = 5 μm. The results demonstrate that accounting for concentrationdependent material properties has a significant impact on fracture and debonding predictions. The safe design region determined with constant material properties is conservative in terms of core size.

Figure 7: Design maps are developed to investigate the effects of core radius a and relative shell thickness (b−a)/a on debonding and fracture: the energy release rate of debonding G_d for (a) D̄, Ω̄, (b) D_c, Ω̄, (c) D̄, Ω_c; the energy release rate of fracture G_f (d) D̄, Ω̄, (e) D_c, Ω̄, (f) D̄, Ω_c; and the safe maps, represented by green region, indicate the parameter combinations to prevent fracture and debonding assuming G^c_d = 0.1 J/m^2 and G^c_f = 1 J/m^2 for (g) D̄, Ω̄, (h) D_c, Ω̄, (i) D̄, Ω_c.

4. Conclusions

In this study, we investigated the diffusion-induced stress (DIS) inside a spherical particle with an NMC811@NMC111 core-shell structure during lithiation and delithiation. We obtained safe design maps to prevent shell debonding and fracture, with a discussion on the concentrationdependent diffusion coefficient and partial molar volume. The main findings are

• The concentration-dependent partial molar volume had minimal impact on the concentration distribution at the same SOL level but significantly affected the DIS. The tensile stresses that lead to shell failure could be overestimated by approximately three times if using constant partial molar volume;

• Underutilisation of the electrode capacity is predicted when considering concentrationdependent diffusion coefficient, due to reduced lithium mobility at high state of lithiation. This finding can provide an explanation for reduced accessible capacity of electrode, as observed in experiments;

• In terms of safe design maps, the results with constant material properties suggest smaller (a ≲ 4.3 μm) particles to avoid shell fracture and thinner coatings ((b − a)/a ≲ 0.165) to avoid shell debonding. However, when considering concentration-dependent diffusion coefficient or partial molar volume, the core size is no longer the determining factor within the range of a ≤ 5 μm. This indicates that previous models that consider constant material properties might have been conservative in designing the core radius to avoid fracture.

These results demonstrate the importance of considering concentration-dependent material properties in modelling electrode core-shell particles of lithium-ion batteries. More research efforts are needed to characterize the concentration-dependent transport, thermodynamic, and mechanical properties of different active materials. Similar studies are also needed to investigate the effects of temperature on the material properties. In addition, the present analysis could be extended to the electrode level (to capture spatial changes in mechanical and electrochemical behaviour [13, 60]) and to accommodate realistic particle morphologies [12, 61].

Acknowledgements

E. Martínez-Pañeda acknowledges financial support from UKRI’s Future Leaders Fellowship programme [grant MR/V024124/1]. W. Ai acknowledges the financial support from the Natural Science Foundation of Jiangsu Province, China (grant number BK20220795).

Appendix A. Charging/discharging conditions

Table A.3 provides charging (delithiation) and discharging (lithiation) conditions for the cathode particle. The initial and final states are specified, with lithiation following a constant current constant voltage (CCCV) profile and delithiation following a constant current (CC) profile.

Lithiation Delithiation c_2 = 0.2c_{max,2}, c_2 = 0.85c_{max,2}, Initial state c_1 determined by the interface condition. c_1 determined by the interface condition. SOL = 23% SOL = 82% CC CC A constant flux is applied until c_2 A constant flux is applied until c_2 Stage 1 reaches c_{max,2} at the outer surface. reduces to 0 at the outer surface. The magnitude of the current density is The magnitude of the current density is i = 100 A/m^2, equivalent to 2.7 C. i = 100 A/m^2, equivalent to 2.7 C.

Stage 2 CV none c_2 = c_{max,2} at the outer surface Final state SOL = 85% SOL = 20%

Table A.3: CCCV lithiation and CC delithiation conditions.

The constant flux at the outer surface reads, J = i F a_sL (A.1)

Here, L refers to the thickness of the electrode and a_s denotes the active surface area of the electrode materials per unit volume. For spherical particles, the active surface area can be expressed as a_s = 2ε_s/b [19], where ε_s represents the volume fraction of active materials. In our numerical simulations, we consider L = 50 μm and ε_s = 0.55, which yields J = 6.28 × 10^{−5} mol/(m^2 · s) for a current density of i = 100 A/m^2.

Appendix B. Continuous chemical potential

Here, we establish the relationship between c_1 and c_2 at the core-shell interface, assuming a continuous chemical potential. This follows closely the approach outlined in Ref. [19]. We start by defining the chemical potential of lithium in active particles as μ

μ = μ_{Li−Θ} − μ_Θ, (B.1)

where μ_{Li−Θ} is the chemical potential of lithium in the lattice, and μ_Θ is the chemical potential of vacancy in the lattice. The chemical potentials are determined as follows:

μ_{Li−Θ} = μ^0_{Li−Θ} + RT ln a_{Li−Θ} − Ω_{Li−Θ}σ_h, (B.2)

μ_Θ = μ^0_Θ + RT ln a_Θ − Ω_Θσ_h, (B.3) Here, we have a_j denoting the activity of phase j, μ^0_j signifying the standard state chemical potential of phase j, Ω_j indicating the partial molar volume of phase j, and σ_h representing the hydrostatic stress in the lattice. Thus, μ = μ^0_{Li−Θ} − μ^0_Θ + RT ln ( a_{Li−Θ} a_Θ ) − Ωσ_h, (B.4) where Ω = Ω_{Li−Θ} − Ω_Θ is the partial molar volume of lithium in the solid, μ^0_Θ and μ^0_{Li−Θ} are both constants. The measured open circuit potential U_{ref} is determined by the Nernst equation as follows U_{ref} = U^0_{ref} + RT F ln ( a_Θ a_{Li−Θ} ) , (B.5) where U^0_{ref} = ( μ^0_{Li} + μ^0_Θ − μ^0_{L−Θ} ) /F , F is the Faraday constant, μ^0_{Li} is the chemical potential of lithium. Thus, Eq. (B.4) becomes

μ = −F U_{ref} + μ^0_{Li} − Ωσ_h, (B.6)

The continuity of chemical potential μ_1 = μ_2 is transformed to

−F U_{ref,1} (c_1) − Ω_1σ_{h,1} = −F U_{ref,2} (c_2) − Ω_2σ_{h,2}, (B.7)

Thus, the lithium concentration of the core at the interface can be expressed as

c_1 = U^{−1}_{ref,1} [ Ω_2σ_{h,2} − Ω_1σ_{h,1} F + U_{ref,2} (c_2) ] , (B.8)

where U^{−1}_{ref,1} is the inverse function of the open circuit potential of the shell. The measured open circuit potential profiles of the core and shell materials [19, 30] are shown in Fig. B.8.

Figure B.8: OCP profile of the NMC811 core and NMC111 shell materials. [19, 30]

Appendix C. Effects of Ω_c on DIS

First, we explain how Ω_c is derived from unit volume change obtained using X-ray experiments. Then, we quantify the effects of Ω_c on DIS, compared to results with constant partial molar volume, through theoretical analysis. The partial molar volume is the volume change per mole of lithium when an additional mole of lithium is added to the active material: Ω = 3ε Δc = 3 Δc (( 1 + ΔV V_0

) 1_3 − 1 ) = 3 C_{max}Δx (( 1 + ΔV V_0

) 1_3 − 1 ) , (C.1)

where Δc is the variation of lithium concentration, C_{max} is the maximum concentration, Δx is the variation of stoichiometry, ΔV is the volume change, and V_0 is the initial volume. Thus, as shown in Fig. 3(b), the concentration-dependent partial molar volume can be obtained from the unit volume change [21].

To better understand the shift in stress states during lithiation when accounting for Ω_c, from compressive to tensile for σ^{cs}_{rr} or from tensile to compressive for σ̄_{θθ} in the shell, we examine the analytical solutions of the stresses, which are in good agreement with the finite element results. Eq. (C.2) and Eq. (C.4) are the analytical expressions of σ^{cs}_{rr} and σ_{θθ} respectively. Similarly, Eq. (C.3) and Eq. (C.5) are the corresponding analytical expressions when accounting for Ω_c.

σ^{cs}_{rr} = 2E_1E_2 a^3

Φ_1 ∫_b a (c_2 − c_{0,2}) Ω̄_2 r^2 dr −

Φ_2 [( b a )_3 − 1 ] ∫_a 0 (c_1 − c_{0,1}) Ω̄_1 r^2 dr (_b a )_3

[E_1 (1 + ν_2) + 2E_2 (1 − 2ν_1)] + 2 [E_1 (1 − 2ν_2) − E_2 (1 − 2ν_1)]

, (C.2)

σ^{cs}_{rr} = 2E_1E_2 a^3

Φ_1 ∫_b a (c_2 − c_{0,2}) Ω_{c,2} r^2 dr −

Φ_2 [( b a )_3 − 1 ] ∫_a 0 (c_1 − c_{0,1}) Ω_{c,1} r^2 dr (_b a )_3

[E_1 (1 + ν_2) + 2E_2 (1 − 2ν_1)] + 2 [E_1 (1 − 2ν_2) − E_2 (1 − 2ν_1)]

, (C.3)

σ_{θθ} = Φ_3 − a^3 b^3 − a^3 [ 1 + 1 2 ( b r )_3] σ^{cs}_{rr} }

+ E_2 3 (1 − ν_2) [ 1 b^3 − a^3 ( 2 + (a r )_3) ∫ b a (c_2 − c_{0,2}) Ω̄_2r^2 dr + 1 r^3 ∫_r a (c_2 − c_{0,2}) Ω̄_2r^2 dr − (c_2 − c_{0,2}) Ω̄_2 ]

Φ_4

(C.4)

σ_{θθ} = Φ_3 − a^3 b^3 − a^3 [ 1 + 1 2 ( b r )_3] σ^{cs}_{rr} }

+ E_2 3 (1 − ν_2) [ 1 b^3 − a^3 ( 2 + (a r )_3) ∫ b a (c_2 − c_{0,2}) Ω_{c,2}r^2 dr ]

+ E_2 3 (1 − ν_2) [ 1 r^3 ∫_r a (c_2 − c_{0,2}) Ω_{c,2}r^2 dr − (c_2 − c_{0,2}) Ω_{c,2} ]

Φ_4

(C.5)

We can ignore Φ_4 in σ_{θθ} and consider that σ^{cs}_{rr} and σ_{θθ} have opposite signs cause numerically |Φ_4/Φ_3| ≪ 1. When Φ_1 is smaller than Φ_2, σ^{cs}_{rr} is compressive. When Φ_1 is larger than Φ_2, σ^{cs}_{rr} is tensile. Fig. C.9 shows the evolution of σ^{cs}_{rr}, σ̄_{θθ}, Φ_1, and Φ_2 in relation to SOL during lithiation, as obtained from finite element simulations. Figs. C.9(a)(c) represent the evolution considering constant Ω̄, while Figs. C.9(b)(d) show the evolution accounting for concentrationdependent Ω_c. With Ω̄, Φ_1 and Φ_2 exhibit almost linear growth with the SOL, while σ^{cs}_{rr} remains compressive during the lithiaiton process. However, it is worth noting that Φ_1 grows faster than Φ_2 when considering Ω_c. This is because Ω_{c,1} reduces when the stoichiometry x increases while Ω_{c,2} decreases until x reaches approximately 0.5 then increases. As a result, σ^{cs}_{rr} transforms from compressive to tensile during lithiation when considering Ω_c. Incorporating concentrationdependent partial molar volume has significant impacts on the DIS results.

Figure C.9: The evolution of radial stress at the core-shell interface σ^{cs}_{rr} and average hoop stress in the shell σ̄^s_{θθ} during lithiation for (a) Ω̄ and (b) Ω_c; The evolution of Φ_1 and Φ_2 during lithiaiton for (c) Ω̄ and (d) Ω_c.

References

[1] M. Li, J. Lu, Z. Chen, K. Amine, 30 years of lithium-ion batteries, Advanced Materials 30 (33) (2018) 1800561.

[2] Z. Zhong, L. Chen, C. Zhu, W. Ren, L. Kong, Y. Wan, Nano LiFePO_4 coated Ni rich composite as cathode for lithium ion batteries with high thermal ability and excellent cycling performance, Journal of Power Sources 464 (2020) 228235.

[3] L. Li, L. Fu, M. Li, C. Wang, Z. Zhao, S. Xie, H. Lin, X. Wu, H. Liu, L. Zhang, et al., B-doped and La_4NiLiO_8-coated Ni-rich cathode with enhanced structural and interfacial stability for lithium-ion batteries, Journal of Energy Chemistry 71 (2022) 588–594.

[4] C. Li, H. Zhang, L. Fu, H. Liu, Y. Wu, E. Rahm, R. Holze, H. Wu, Cathode materials modified by surface coating for lithium ion batteries, Electrochimica Acta 51 (19) (2006) 3872–3883.

[5] L. Fu, H. Liu, C. Li, Y. Wu, E. Rahm, R. Holze, H. Wu, Surface modifications of electrode materials for lithium ion batteries, Solid State Sciences 8 (2) (2006) 113–128.

[6] R. Zhao, J. Liang, J. Huang, R. Zeng, J. Zhang, H. Chen, G. Shi, Improving the Ni-rich LiNi_{0.5}Co_{0.2}Mn_{0.3}O_2 cathode properties at high operating voltage by double coating layer of Al_2O_3 and AlPO_4, Journal of Alloys and Compounds 724 (2017) 1109–1116.

[7] Z. Chen, Y. Qin, K. Amine, Y. K. Sun, Role of surface coating on cathode materials for lithium-ion batteries, Journal of Materials Chemistry 20 (2010) 7606–7612.

[8] L. R. Brandt, J.-J. Marie, T. Moxham, D. P. Förstermann, E. Salvati, C. Besnard, C. Papadaki, Z. Wang, P. G. Bruce, A. M. Korsunsky, Synchrotron x-ray quantitative evaluation of transient deformation and damage phenomena in a single nickel-rich cathode particle, Energy & Environmental Science 13 (10) (2020) 3556–3566.

[9] S.-M. Oh, S.-T. Myung, J. B. Park, B. Scrosati, K. Amine, Y.-K. Sun, Double-structured LiMn_{0.85}Fe_{0.15}PO_4 coordinated with LiFePO_4 for rechargeable lithium batteries, Angewandte Chemie International Edition 51 (8) (2012) 1853–1856.

[10] K. Zhao, M. Pharr, L. Hartle, J. J. Vlassak, Z. Suo, Fracture and debonding in lithium-ion batteries with electrodes of hollow core–shell nanostructures, Journal of Power Sources 218 (2012) 6–14.

[11] Z. S. Ma, Z. C. Xie, Y. Wang, P. P. Zhang, Y. Pan, Y. C. Zhou, C. Lu, Failure modes of hollow core-shell structural active materials during the lithiation-delithiation process, Journal of Power Sources 290 (2015) 114–122.

[12] W. Ai, B. Wu, E. Martínez-Pañeda, A coupled phase field formulation for modelling fatigue cracking in lithium-ion battery electrode particles, Journal of Power Sources 544 (10 2022).

[13] A. M. Boyce, E. Martínez-Pañeda, A. Wade, Y. S. Zhang, J. J. Bailey, T. M. Heenan, P. R.

Brett, Dan J. L., Shearing, Cracking predictions of lithium-ion battery electrodes by X-ray computed tomography and modelling, Journal of Power Sources 526 (2022) 231119.

[14] Y. Zhao, R. Wang, E. Martínez-Pañeda, A phase field electro-chemo-mechanical formulation for predicting void evolution at the Li-electrolyte interface in all-solid-state batteries, Journal of the Mechanics and Physics of Solids 167 (2022) 104999.

[15] J. Christensen, J. Newman, Stress generation and fracture in lithium insertion materials, Journal of Solid State Electrochemistry 10 (2006) 293–319.

[16] X. Zhang, W. Shyy, A. M. Sastry, Numerical simulation of intercalation-induced stress in Li-ion battery electrode particles, Journal of the Electrochemical Society 154 (10) (2007) A910.

[17] Y. Zhao, P. Stein, Y. Bai, M. Al-Siraj, Y. Yang, B. X. Xu, A review on modeling of electrochemo-mechanics in lithium-ion batteries, Journal of Power Sources 413 (2019) 259–283.

[18] F. Hao, D. Fang, Diffusion-induced stresses of spherical core-shell electrodes in lithium-ion batteries: The effects of the shell and surface/interface stress, Journal of The Electrochemical Society 160 (2013) A595–A600.

[19] B. Wu, W. Lu, Mechanical modeling of particles with active core-shell structures for lithiumion battery electrodes, Journal of Physical Chemistry C 121 (2017) 19022–19030.

[20] C.-H. Chen, F. B. Planella, K. O’Regan, D. Gastol, W. D. Widanage, E. Kendrick, Development of experimental techniques for parameterization of multi-scale lithium-ion battery models, Journal of The Electrochemical Society 167 (2020) 080534.

[21] L. D. Biasi, A. O. Kondrakov, H. Geßwein, T. Brezesinski, P. Hartmann, J. R. Janek, Between scylla and charybdis: balancing among structural stability and energy density of layered NCM cathode materials for advanced lithium-ion batteries, J. Phys. Chem. C 121 (2017) 54.

[22] W. Li, J. Reimers, J. Dahn, In situ X-ray diffraction and electrochemical studies of Li_{1−x}NiO_2, Solid State Ionics 67 (1-2) (1993) 123–130.

[23] S. Zheng, C. Hong, X. Guan, Y. Xiang, X. Liu, G. L. Xu, R. Liu, G. Zhong, F. Zheng, Y. Li, X. Zhang, Y. Ren, Z. Chen, K. Amine, Y. Yang, Correlation between long range and local structural changes in Ni-rich layered materials during charge and discharge process, Journal of Power Sources 412 (2019) 336–343.

[24] M. Dixit, B. Markovsky, F. Schipper, D. Aurbach, D. T. Major, Origin of structural degradation during cycling and low thermal stability of Ni-rich layered transition metal-based electrode materials, The journal of physical chemistry C 121 (41) (2017) 22628–22636.

[25] R. Koerver, W. Zhang, L. D. Biasi, S. Schweidler, A. O. Kondrakov, S. Kolling, T. Brezesinski, P. Hartmann, W. G. Zeier, J. Janek, Chemo-mechanical expansion of lithium electrode materials-on the route to mechanically optimized all-solid-state batteries, Energy and Environmental Science 11 (2018) 2142–2158.

[26] A. Wang, S. O’Kane, F. B. Planella, J. Le Houx, K. O’Regan, M. Zyskin, J. S. Edge, C. Monroe, S. Cooper, D. A. Howey, et al., Review of parameterisation and a novel database (LiionDB) for continuum Li-ion battery models, Progress in Energy (2022).

[27] M. Woodcox, R. Shepard, M. Smeu, First principles investigation into the interwoven nature of voltage and mechanical properties of the Li_xNMC-811 cathode, Journal of Power Sources 516 (2021) 378–7753.

[28] G. Liebig, G. Gupta, U. Kirstein, F. Schuldt, C. Agert, Parameterization and validation of an electrochemical thermal model of a lithium-ion battery, Batteries 5 (3) (2019) 62.

[29] Y. Gao, J. Park, X. Liang, Comprehensive study of Al-and Zr-modified LiNi_{0.8}Mn_{0.1}Co_{0.1}O_2 through synergy of coating and doping, ACS Applied Energy Materials 3 (9) (2020) 8978– 8987.

[30] S.-L. Wu, W. Zhang, X. Song, A. K. Shukla, G. Liu, V. Battaglia, V. Srinivasan, High rate capability of Li(Ni_{1/3}Mn_{1/3}Co_{1/3})O_2 electrode for Li-ion batteries, Journal of The Electrochemical Society 159 (2012) A438–A444.

[31] H.-K. Zhu, Z.-J. Yin, Y. Tang, Y. Ren, H. Zhu, D. Luo, S. Lan, L.-G. Yang, Q. Liu, Modulating precursor nanosheets for stabilized ni-rich cathode material for li-ion batteries, Rare Metals 41 (8) (2022) 2552–2559.

[32] B. Han, A. Van der Ven, D. Morgan, G. Ceder, Electrochemical modeling of intercalation processes with phase field models, Electrochimica Acta 49 (26) (2004) 4691–4699.

[33] X. Ren, J. Guo, R. Liu, H. Guo, G. Liang, Are Fe-Li antisite defects necessarily detrimental to the diffusion of Li+ in LiFePO_4/C?, Journal of The Electrochemical Society 169 (12) (2022) 120507.

[34] A. Hess, Q. Roode-Gutzmer, C. Heubner, M. Schneider, A. Michaelis, M. Bobeth, G. Cuniberti, Determination of state of charge-dependent asymmetric Butler–Volmer kinetics for Li_xCoO_2 electrode using GITT measurements, Journal of Power Sources 299 (2015) 156– 161.

[35] Y.-M. Choi, S.-I. Pyun, J.-S. Bae, S.-I. Moon, Effects of lithium content on the electrochemical lithium intercalation reaction into LiNiO_2 and LiCoO_2 electrodes, Journal of Power Sources 56 (1) (1995) 25–30.

[36] D. W. Dees, S. Kawauchi, D. P. Abraham, J. Prakash, Analysis of the Galvanostatic Intermittent Titration Technique (GITT) as applied to a lithium-ion porous electrode, Journal of Power Sources 189 (1) (2009) 263–268.

[37] N. Ding, J. Xu, Y. Yao, G. Wegner, X. Fang, C. Chen, I. Lieberwirth, Determination of the diffusion coefficient of lithium ions in nano-Si, Solid State Ionics 180 (2-3) (2009) 222–225.

[38] S. Tang, Z. Wang, H. Guo, J. Wang, X. Li, G. Yan, Systematic parameter acquisition method for electrochemical model of 4.35 V LiCoO_2 batteries, Solid State Ionics 343 (2019) 115083.

[39] O. Chaouachi, J.-M. Réty, S. Génies, M. Chandesris, Y. Bultel, Experimental and theoretical investigation of Li-ion battery active materials properties: Application to a graphite/Ni_{0.6}Mn_{0.2}Co_{0.2}O_2 system, Electrochimica Acta 366 (2021) 137428.

[40] P.-C. Tsai, B. Wen, M. Wolfman, M.-J. Choe, M. S. Pan, L. Su, K. Thornton, J. Cabana, Y.-M. Chiang, Single-particle measurements of electrochemical kinetics in NMC and NCA cathodes for Li-ion batteries, Energy & Environmental Science 11 (4) (2018) 860–871.

[41] H. Xia, L. Lu, G. Ceder, Li diffusion in LiCoO_2 thin films prepared by pulsed laser deposition, Journal of Power Sources 159 (2) (2006) 1422–1427.

[42] V. Charbonneau, A. Lasia, G. Brisard, Impedance studies of Li+ diffusion in nickel manganese cobalt oxide (NMC) during charge/discharge cycles, Journal of Electroanalytical Chemistry 875 (2020) 113944.

[43] R. Amin, Y.-M. Chiang, Characterization of electronic and ionic transport in Li_{1−x}Ni_{0.33}Mn_{0.33}Co_{0.33}O_2 (NMC333) and Li_{1−x}Ni_{0.50}Mn_{0.20}Co_{0.30}O_2 (NMC523) as a function of Li content, Journal of The Electrochemical Society 163 (8) (2016) A1512.

[44] Y. Wei, J. Zheng, S. Cui, X. Song, Y. Su, W. Deng, Z. Wu, X. Wang, W. Wang, M. Rao, et al., Kinetics tuning of Li-ion diffusion in layered Li(Ni_xMn_yCo_z)O_2, Journal of the American Chemical Society 137 (26) (2015) 8364–8367.

[45] J. Moon, B. Lee, M. Cho, K. Cho, Ab initio and kinetic Monte Carlo study of lithium diffusion in LiSi, Li12Si7, Li13Si5 and Li15Si4, Journal of Power Sources 328 (2016) 558– 566.

[46] K. Zhong, Y. Yang, G. Xu, J.-M. Zhang, Z. Huang, An ab initio and kinetic monte carlo simulation study of lithium ion diffusion on graphene, Materials 10 (7) (2017) 761.

[47] W. Wang, S. Lee, J. Chen, Effect of chemical stress on diffusion in a hollow cylinder, Journal of applied physics 91 (12) (2002) 9584–9590.

[48] J. Xu, B. Paredes-Goyes, Z. Su, M. Scheel, T. Weitkamp, A. Demortière, A. A. Franco, Computational model for predicting particle fracture during electrode calendering, Batteries and Supercaps 6 (12 2023). doi:10.1002/batt.202300371.

[49] E. Markevich, M. Levi, D. Aurbach, Comparison between potentiostatic and galvanostatic intermittent titration techniques for determination of chemical diffusion coefficients in ioninsertion electrodes, Journal of Electroanalytical Chemistry 580 (2) (2005) 231–237.

[50] A. Barai, K. Uddin, M. Dubarry, L. Somerville, A. McGordon, P. Jennings, I. Bloom, A comparison of methodologies for the non-invasive characterisation of commercial Li-ion cells, Progress in Energy and Combustion Science 72 (2019) 1–31.

[51] C. Wang, L. Tan, H. Yi, Z. Zhao, X. Yi, Y. Zhou, J. Zheng, J. Wang, L. Li, Unveiling the impact of residual li conversion and cation ordering on electrochemical performance of co-free ni-rich cathodes, Nano Research 15 (10) (2022) 9038–9046.

[52] J. Y. Ko, M. Varini, M. Klett, H. Ekström, G. Lindbergh, Porous electrode model with particle stress effects for Li(Ni_{1/3}Co_{1/3}Mn_{1/3})O_2 electrode, Journal of The Electrochemical Society 166 (13) (2019) A2939.

[53] E. J. Cheng, K. Hong, N. J. Taylor, H. Choe, J. Wolfenstine, J. Sakamoto, Mechanical and physical properties of LiNi_{0.33}Mn_{0.33}Co_{0.33}O_2(NMC), Journal of the European Ceramic Society 37 (2017) 3213–3217.

[54] C. Xu, A. J. Merryweather, S. S. Pandurangi, Z. Lun, D. S. Hall, V. S. Deshpande, N. A.

Fleck, C. Schnedermann, A. Rao, C. P. Grey, Operando visualization of kinetically induced lithium heterogeneities in single-particle layered Ni-rich cathodes, Joule 6 (2022) 2535–2546.

[55] K. Zhao, M. Pharr, J. J. Vlassak, Z. Suo, Fracture of electrodes in lithium-ion batteries caused by fast charging, Journal of Applied Physics 108 (7) (2010).

[56] G.-W. Yoo, B.-C. Jang, J.-T. Son, Novel design of core shell structure by nca modification on ncm cathode material to enhance capacity and cycle life for lithium secondary battery, Ceramics International 41 (1) (2015) 1913–1916.

[57] P. Hou, H. Zhang, Z. Zi, L. Zhang, X. Xu, Core–shell and concentration-gradient cathodes prepared via co-precipitation reaction for advanced lithium-ion batteries, Journal of Materials Chemistry A 5 (9) (2017) 4254–4279.

[58] E. J. Park, T. B. T. Tran, J.-T. Son, Core-shell-structured Li [(Ni)_{0.5}(Ni_{0.7}Co_{0.3})_{0.5}]O_2 cathode material with high capacity and rate performance for high-energy Li-ion batteries, Journal of the Korean Physical Society 83 (10) (2023) 780–787.

[59] N. Sharma, D. Meng, X. Wu, L. S. de Vasconcelos, L. Li, K. Zhao, Nanoindentation measurements of anisotropic mechanical properties of single crystalline NMC cathodes for Li-ion batteries, Extreme Mechanics Letters 58 (2023) 101920.

[60] A. Boyce, E. Martínez-Pañeda, P. Shearing, The role of chemo-mechanical modelling in the development of battery technology – a perspective, Journal of Physics: Energy (in press) (2024).

[61] H. C. W. Parks, A. M. Boyce, A. Wade, T. M. M. Heenan, C. Tan, E. Martínez-Pañeda, P. R. Shearing, D. J. L. Brett, R. Jervis, Direct observations of electrochemically induced intergranular cracking in polycrystalline NMC811 particles, Journal of Materials Chemistry A 11 (2023) 21322–21332.