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ZUSAMMENFASSUNG 

Der wachsende Einsatz mobiler elektronischer Geräte und der weltweite Übergang hin zur 

Elektromobilität hat die Nachfrage nach Energiespeichern wie Lithium-Ionen-Batterien und 

Superkondensatoren stark erhöht. In diesem Zusammenhang besteht ein besonders großer Bedarf an 

Technologien, welche die Leistungsmerkmale heutiger Speichermodule in Bezug auf Energie und 

Leistung deutlich übertreffen können. Ein vielversprechendes Beispiel sind Hybrid-

Superkondensatoren (HSC), welche Eigenschaften von Lithium-Ionen-Batterien und 

Superkondensatoren synergetisch kombinieren. 

Der Fokus dieser Promotionsarbeit liegt auf dem Nano-Design von Hybridmaterialien aus Metalloxiden 

und Kohlenstoff für eine verbesserte elektrochemische Leistung in hybriden Lithium- oder Natrium-

ionen-Energiespeichern. Die Hybridisierung von Metalloxid- und Kohlenstoffsubstrat kann durch eine 

angepasste Sol-Gel-Synthese erreicht werden, was zu einer homogenen und nanoskaligen Verteilung 

des Metalloxids im resultierenden Hybridmaterial führt. Elektroden, welche solche Hybridmaterialien 

einsetzen, können besser Leistungsmerkmale erreichen, als vergleichbare Komposit-Materialien, 

welche durch rein physikalisches Mischen zweier Phasen erreicht werden. Dieser Umstand lässt sich 

allerdings nicht pauschal für alle Arten von (Nano)kompositen anwenden. Neben dem 

Elektrodenmaterial beeinflusst auch die Wahl des Elektrolyten die Leistungsmerkmale von 

elektrochemischen Energiespeichern. Der Einsatz alternativer organischer Lösungsmittel oder Li- bzw. 

Na-haltiger ionischer Flüssigkeiten ermöglicht die betriebssichere Verwendung von Li- und Na-HSC 

Systemen selbst bei erhöhten Temperaturen bzw. erhöhter Zellspannung. 
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ABSTRACT 

The growing use of portable devices and a global transition to electric vehicles has tremendously 

increased the demand for energy storage devices such as lithium-ion batteries and supercapacitors. 

Especially the interest is established for better devices exceeding the energy and power performance 

of current technology. The hybrid supercapacitor (HSC) concept addresses the limits of each device 

and utilizes the distinct electrochemical features of lithium-ion batteries and supercapacitors. The 

focus of this Ph.D. thesis is the nano-design of hybrid materials of metal oxides and carbon for better 

electrochemical performance in lithium- and sodium-ion hybrid energy storage devices. The 

hybridization of metal oxide and carbon substrate can be achieved by tailored sol-gel synthesis, 

yielding a homogeneous distribution of nanosized metal oxide domain in the hybrid material. The 

performance of the hybrids was superior to the composite concept electrodes, but this is not a 

statement that can be generalized for all sorts of (nano)composites. In addition to the electrode 

material, also the electrolyte choice has a strong impact on the device operation and safety. The use 

of alternative solvents and Li- or Na-containing ionic liquids allows to increase the upper temperature 

and cell voltage at which Li- and Na-based systems can be safely operated at. 
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1. Introduction to Electrochemical Energy Storage 

The world has stepped into the 4th industrial revolution era, and the growing demand of electricity 

seems critical and indispensable. The global action to substitute the high greenhouse gas emission 

towards the renewable energies such as wind power, solar energy, or geothermal energy has been 

growing, that the net renewable energy production increased doubled from 2010 to 2018, and reached 

26% of the world electricity production in 2018.[1] In the first three months of 2020, 52% of the 

produced electricity in Germany was generated by the use of renewable sources.[2]. Moreover, 

Germany had recorded 77% of the entire electricity from renewable energy in 6 hours a day in 2019, 

which was enough to cover the demand of the entire country.[3] However, the source of renewable 

energies is not constantly available; for example, solar and wind power generation fluctuates as a 

function of weather patterns and geographic constrains. These issues are contrary to the requirement 

of plannable power generation to match energy demand and to ensure grid stability. Therefore, for a 

steady and continuous distribution of renewable energy production, the energy storage system is 

invincible for the grid.[4, 5] 

Concerning reducing the emission, the expansion of vehicles is accelerating every year in the 

automotive industry, which also increases the demand for stable energy supply. The types and the 

possible application site of energy storage vary depending on the technique or mechanism of storing 

electrical energy. The energy can be stored directly as an electrical charge or can be converted to 

potential, kinetic, or chemical energy. For example, the pumped hydro storage or compressed air 

energy storage (CAES) store energy by converting electrical energy via potential energy. The flywheel 

is one example of the conversion of electrical energy to kinetic energy.[6] Electrochemical energy 

storage (EES) stores energy by converting electricity to chemical energy, for example, by cycling 

batteries through different states-of-charge (SOC).[6] 

Among alternative storage technologies, EES may be the most promising candidate for fulfilling the 

demand for portable devices, e-mobility, and stationary applications for the green grid. Typical EES 

comprises two electrodes separated by a separator (microporous membrane) to avoid mechanical 

contact and connected by an ion-conducting electrolyte phase and current collectors. The difference 

in the electrochemical mechanism and the charge storage mechanism determines the type of the EES 

devices and its application range. The performance of the EES is determined by the rate or amount of 

energy stored.[4] For comparison among different systems, the values are normalized to their volume 

or mass. The amount of stored energy in a system is specific energy with a unit of Wh/kg, and the rate 

or speed of energy stored or released is specific power with a unit of W/kg. In Figure 1, the specific 

energy and specific power of different EES devices are shown, so-called a Ragone plot. The high specific 

power application, such as capacitors, establishes short charge and discharge time, which is suitable 

for applications with high input fluctuations. 
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The energy storage mechanism of capacitors or EDLC (electrical double-layer capacitor) is utilizing the 

reversible electrosorption of ions at the electrode/electrolyte interface. However, the stored energy is 

relatively low compared to the batteries. Contrarily the high energy applications are responsible for a 

larger amount of energy storage over a longer period, such as lithium-ion batteries (LIBs) or 

pseudocapacitors that possibly promote the Faradaic reactions but have low power than 

supercapacitors. 

 

 
Figure 1. Ragone plot of energy storage devices and fuel cells representing specific power against 

specific energy based on the total cell mass. 
 

For the practical application, the increased daily use of portable applications that require energy 

storage ranging from smartphones to passenger cars has drawn attention for better and smaller EES 

world-wide. Especially the electric vehicles require high power performance of EES due to peak power 

at a short range of time. The users of those devices with EES applications expect a better performance, 

which is longer using time, shorter charging time, and a longer lifetime with low-performance decay 

of the EES. This requires both high specific energy and high specific power, which is still not yet 

achieved from the individual devices due to its drawbacks; that batteries achieve less power density, 

and supercapacitors exhibit lower energy density. An alternative was presented by Ragone, namely a 

combination of two different EES, such as batteries and supercapacitors, to form a hybrid device that 

achieves better performance than individual devices utilizes the high energy or high power of each 

system.[7] To understand the feasibility of hybridization, the distinctive features and mechanisms of 

supercapacitors and batteries will be presented in the next chapters. 
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1.1. Supercapacitors 
1.1.1. Electrical double-layer capacitors 
Electrical double-layer capacitors (EDLC) store energy via electrosorption of the charged species at the 

interface of the electrolyte and polarized electrodes. Conventional EDLC devices consist of two 

symmetric porous carbon electrodes, which has a high surface area, separated by insulating separators 

soaked with charge containing electrolytes. When a potential difference is applied to the EDLC, the 

system is being charged (Figure 2). Ideally, the negatively polarized electrode has three possibilities to 

achieve charge neutrality, meaning the equal number of species at each interface, by (1) ejecting the 

negatively charged species (co-ion expulsion), (2) electro-adsorption of the positively charged species 

(counter-ion adsorption), and (3) exchanging the oppositely charged species (ion exchange).[8] There 

are several models to describe the electrical double layer formation and their dependency on ion 

species concentration such as Helmholtz, Gouy-Chapman, or Stern model. [8] During the discharge 

process, the electrons migrate opposite to Figure 2, from the negative to the positive electrode, which 

leads to the release and diffusion of charged species back into the electrolyte. 

 

 
Figure 2. A schematic representation of EDLC during the charging process 
 
The EDLC stores charge in analogy to a series of two parallel plate capacitors. Therefore, for each 

electrode, an electrical double-layer is formed. The capacitance of the EDL can be obtained from the 

following equation (Helmholtz equation; Equation 1): 

𝐶 ൌ  𝑄
௎

ൌ  ఌబఌೝ
𝑑

𝐴 (Equation 1) 

where Q is the charge, U is the applied potential, 𝜀0 is the permittivity of vacuum, 𝜀௥  is the dielectric 

constant of the electrolyte, d is the distance of the charge separation, and A is the interface area of 

the electrode surface with the electrolyte. The capacitance increases as the area of the increases and 

the distance between the charge separation decreases. From the calculated capacitance of a single 

EDL, the capacitance of the EDLC device level can be obtained via Equation 2 since two parallel EDLs 

connected in series build asymmetric EDLC devices. 
1

𝐶೎೐೗೗
ൌ  1

𝐶೛೚ೞ
൅  1

𝐶೙೐೒
 (Equation 2) 
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where Cpos and Cneg are the capacitance of the positive and negative electrode, respectively. For better 

comparison of the capacitance in various devices, the capacitance can be normalized to the active mass 

of an electrode, in the case of symmetric EDLC, where the specific capacitance of both electrodes is 

the same. 

The energy of the EDLC device follows Equation 3: 

𝐸 ൌ  1
ଶ

𝐶𝑉௠𝑎௫
ଶ (Equation 3) 

where V is the applied voltage to the cell. The energy can be normalized by either mass (specific energy) 

or the volume (energy density) of the cell. 

The power of an EDLC is respected to the energy and time of the EDLC device. The maximum power of 

the EDLC device can be extracted  

𝑃௠𝑎௫ ൌ  𝑉೘ೌೣ
మ

ସ ோ
  (Equation 4) 

where the R is the equivalent resistance (ESR) of the EDLC. Like the energy metrics, the power is often 

normalized by mass or volume. 

During continued operation, the initial capacitance cannot be maintained indefinitely. The loss of 

energy and capacitance is unavoidable due to factors such as the resistance of the components or self-

discharging.[9, 10] Especially the resistance of interfaces at each terminal, electrode, separators, and 

electrolytes in the EDLC contribute to the ESR. The charging or discharging process could be the point 

of energy loss. Compared with the batteries, the rate of self-discharge in supercapacitors is higher, 

which leads to the loss of energy and charge.[11] Self-discharge of EDLC occurs independently of the 

charging or discharging process, but depending on the external factors, such as operating temperature, 

cell voltage, or the previous charging aspect, which cannot be easily monitored.[10] Cell voltage decay 

may be related to short-circuiting or due to irregular charge distribution.[12] The first type, self-

discharge from short-circuiting of electrodes, which is referred to as an ohmic leakage, can be 

addressed by careful assembly of cells.[11] The inhomogeneous charge distribution, which frequently 

occurs with the double-layer formed in porous carbon, induces the charge redistribution that causes 

the potential drop in the cell. For materials such as porous carbon, charging speed is different at the 

outer electrode and the bulk, therefore, has different potential throughout the electrode. When the 

charging stops, the charges migrate through the materials to balance the inequality in the potential.[10] 

The charge redistribution is dependent, among other factors, on the state-of-charge, amount of 

electrolytes, voltage holding time, temperature, and the electrode material; therefore, it is difficult to 

distinguish the accurate contribution to the voltage decay.[12] 

The most commonly used electrode material for EDLC is porous carbon because of the high natural 

abundance and suitable electronic conductivity. For the enhancement of the contact area of 

electrolyte and the electrode, highly porous activated carbon is employed as electrode material in the 

conventional EDLC. Activated carbons provide a highly porous structure with a high specific surface 
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area (SSA, typically 1500-3000 m2/g) and promising capacitance to the EDLC device.[8] To enhance the 

performance of the EDLC, advanced carbons can be used with a higher surface area (increased charge 

storage) or optimized porosity (to speed up ion transport).[13, 14] Typically, modification of the carbon 

pore structure involves activation, either involving physical activation in a gas (like CO2) or wet chemical 

activation (e.g., etching with KOH).[15] 

Commonly, pores are differentiated by size, resulting in micropores (pore size <2 nm), mesopores (2-

5 nm), and macropores (pore size > 50 nm), as defined by the International Union of Pure and Applied 

Chemistry (IUPAC).[16] Macropores, including the ones formed by space in-between the particles, 

mainly contribute towards ion exchange, while the charge storage capacity of micropores is the 

largest.[17] 

Larger pores facilitate fast ion transport and cation/anion exchange processes. However, large pores 

fail to provide a large surface area and, therefore, limit the achievable charge storage capacity. Vice 

versa, small pores may kinetically limit ion transport but will contribute the most to the charge storage 

capacity.[18] It has been reported both theoretically and experimentally that the pore size of carbon 

influences the capacitance.[19-21] The ion species are transported in the electrolyte and within meso- 

and macropores with a solvation shell and have a larger size compared to bare ions. Several studies 

showed that higher capacities are achieved when the pore size larger than the bare ion but smaller 

than the solvated ion.[20, 21] Partial loss of the solvation shell and preferred positioning of the ions in 

places of high confinement within carbon nanopores benefit the capacity enhancement.[22] This 

motivates the need for optimized pore size for carbon used and the appropriate selection of salt and 

solvents for EDLCs. EDLCs can use a variety of electrolytes, including electrolytes based on aqueous 

and organic solvents or ionic liquids. The selection of appropriate electrolytes for EDLC has influenced 

the electrochemical performance. The electrolyte has the electrochemical stability limits, which 

determine the safe operation potential range of EDLC and the specific energy/power of the device.[8] 

Also, the ionic conductivity of electrolyte influences power performance (Equation 4) since the ionic 

conductivity is inversely proportional to the resistance.[8] 

An aqueous electrolyte has been reported advantageous due to in cost, and high conductivity 

(~1 S/cm), for instance, using acid and alkali-based chemistry.[23] The power performance is high, but 

there is a limited electrochemical stability window of 1.2 V; therefore, restricted energy performance 

is resulted in using the voltage range of 1 V.[8, 24] The possibility of enlarging the operation voltage 

range is dependent on a combination of electrode material and the electrolyte.[24, 25] Bu et al. has 

reported the ‘water-in-salt’ concept as an electrolyte for better rate performing EDLC cell at a wide 

operating voltage.[26] Also, Demarconnay et al. [27] and Gao et al. [28] investigated EDLC cells 

employing an aqueous electrolyte with neutral pH value, which resulted in enhanced cycling 

performance. 
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The most commonly used organic electrolyte used in EDLC comprises salt and organic solvents, such 

as propylene carbonate (PC) and acetonitrile (ACN).[8] PC is selected as a solvent for electrolyte due 

to its wide electrochemical stability window and lower vapor pressure.[29] However, the conductivity 

of PC-based electrolyte (~15 mS/cm at 25 °C) is rather low ascribed to the high viscosity of PC. ACN has 

low viscosity, consequently has higher ionic conductivity when utilized as a solvent for electrolyte 

(~35 mS/cm at 25 °C) therefore, allowing the power of the EDLC device to be higher, but the volatility 

is a problem to operation at elevated temperature, with a safety risk.[8, 30] The selection of the salt 

requires careful attention considering the possibility of hindrance/enhancement to the ionic 

conductivity of the electrolyte.[31] Quaternary ammonium salts are commonly utilized in combination 

with organic electrolytes, such as tetraethylammonium tetrafluoroborate (TEA-BF4).[31, 32] The 

electrolyte concentration of 1-2 M is used to maximize the conductivity and, thereby, to enable high 

power applications.[33] 

McEwen et al. [34] have addressed the possibility of employing ionic liquids (ILs), especially 

imidazolium-based cations, ϭͲethylͲϯͲmethylimidazolium ;EMIMͿ, and various anions ;BF4
-), as an 

electrolyte for the EDLCs, since the ionic liquid has a greater operational temperature and high 

electrochemical stability window.[35] Some ILs can be used directly as electrolytes, such as N-butyl-N-

methylpyrrolidinium bis(trifluoromethanesulfonyl)imide (PYRN-TFSI) and still can achieve a promising 

result without compromising the benefits of ILs.[36, 37] The volatility of ionic liquids is negligible, 

mitigating the safety risk, and the nature of IL that is highly ionized and higher electrochemical stability 

window comparted to the aqueous and organic electrolytes. The ionic conductivity of the IL is rater 

low compared to the organic electrolyte (~5 mS/cm at 25 °C). The appropriate combination of 

electrode material and the electrolyte is critical since the size of the ionic species in ILs is much larger 

than in the organic electrolyte. Jäckel et al. [38] have the enhanced electrode expansion of ionic liquid 

supercapacitors (up to 2%), which possibly compromise the stability of EDLC. Yet, the reversible 

volume change can also be used for actuation, as demonstrated by the group of Alvo Aabloo.[39] 

 

1.1.2. Pseudocapacitors 

Among the energy storage process at the electrodes in EES other than EDLC, most of the processes 

follow Faraday’s law. A surface redox reaction, intercalation of ions into interstitial sites, alloying, or 

conversion reaction may follow Faraday’s law, which involves charge transfer across the fluid/solid 

interface. The energy storage mechanism of pseudocapacitive materials follows surface redox reaction 

or intercalation; however, the kinetic response of the electrochemistry shows capacitor-like 

electrosorption.[40] Since the behavior of the material show characteristics of both capacitor-like or 

battery-like, it is expected to achieve higher energy density than EDLC and enhanced kinetic than LIBs. 

Augustyn et al. [41] distinguished three major types of pseudocapacitance, which are underpotential 
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deposition (adsorption pseudocapacitance), redox pseudocapacitance, and intercalation 

pseudocapacitance. The underpotential deposition typically happens with a difference in redox 

potential that the one metal ion forms a layer at another metal’s surface. Lead deposition on the gold 

surface is an example of pseudocapacitive behavior of underpotential deposition.[40] The 

electrochemical response of such materials sometimes does not show a pronounced surface Faradaic 

reaction.[40] The redox pseudocapacitance develops as the charge migrates and adsorbs on the 

material surface, followed by subsequent Faradaic reaction at the material surface.[40, 41]. A typical 

example of the redox pseudocapacitance is shown from the electrochemistry of the RuO2 thin film 

electrode in acidic electrolyte.[42]. Lastly, the intercalation pseudocapacitance results from the 

insertion of lithium or sodium ions in a redox-active insertion host material, using a Faradaic reaction. 

The change in crystallographic phase from the ion-insertion is not observed, for example, the insertion 

of lithium-ion in Nb2O5.[43, 44] 

 
1.2. Batteries 
1.2.1. Concept & mechanism 
A battery stores electrical energy by converting it to chemical energy using the electrochemical redox 

process.[45] An electrochemical cell, a basic concept of battery, consisting of negative and positive 

electrodes connected to an electric circuit, separated by a charge containing electrolyte, mostly 

consisting of an organic solvent with a dissolved inorganic salt. The electrodes are separated by a 

microporous membrane to avoid mechanical contact and, therefore, a short circuit between the 

electrodes. The separator often consists of cellulose fibers, glass fibers, or polymers and is permeable 

for electrolyte and ions. Since the electrodes are employed based on the difference of chemical 

potential, the active material at the anode and the cathode are different. 

The negative electrode is often called the anode, and it releases electrons, and the electrode is 

simultaneously oxidized to the electrical circuit; the released electron is transferred to a positive 

electrode. The positive electrode is called the cathode, and it receives the electron released by the 

anode, and reduction takes place at the cathode during the reaction.[45] Conventionally the name 

anode is the electrode where discharge occurs, and the cathode is where charge occurs; the anode 

and cathode terms are swapped from the direction of an electron moving during a charge or discharge 

of a cell. Therefore, to avoid confusion, anode refers to the negative electrode, which stores lithium 

when the battery is charged. Since the electrodes are employed based on the difference of chemical 

potential, the active material at the anode and the cathode are different. 

Batteries are distinguished mainly in two types (primary and secondary battery) based on the 

possibility of recharging. A primary battery is designed for a single-use, and the system is not designed 

to allow (safe) recharging of the device once it has been discharged. Such devices can be optimized for 

high energy storage applications or more compact form factors (e.g., for hearing aids). Contrarily a 
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secondary battery, the so-called rechargeable battery, is capable of multiple-use, by a reverse of the 

electrochemical reaction occurred during discharge with external electricity. Therefore, with applied 

electricity, the oxidation of a positive electrode, and the reduction of negative electrode takes place. 

The Gibb’s free energy of the cell is determined from the theoretical voltage of a battery, E0, the 

number of electrons participating in the electrode redox reaction, n, and the Faraday constant, F = e 

NA = 96 485,309 C/mol (Equation 5). The theoretical voltage of a battery (cell) can be calculated from 

Equation 6, the sum of the standard reduction potential of a cathode, and the standard oxidation 

potential (the inverse of reduction potential) of the anode. 

∆𝐺 
0 ൌ  െ𝑛𝐹𝐸0 (Equation 5) 

𝐸௖𝑒௟௟ ൌ  𝐸𝐶𝑎௧௛௢𝑑𝑒 െ  𝐸𝑎௡௢𝑑𝑒  (Equation 6) 

From the electrode materials in the battery, the theoretical capacity of a cell can be calculated. The 

theoretical capacity articulates the charge, which is the maximum quantity of electricity that the cell 

can provide from the electrochemical reactions, with the unit of Ah, as presented in Equation 7. 

𝑄 ൌ  𝑛𝐹 (Equation 7) 

From the obtained cell voltage and the capacity of the cell, the theoretical energy of the cell can be 

determined, and the unit is Wh, as expressed in Equation 8. 

𝐸𝑛𝑒𝑟𝑔𝑦 ൌ  𝐸௖𝑒௟௟Q (Equation 8) 

For better comparison, the term specific energy is used, that the calculated energy normalized to the 

volume or mass of the prepared battery cell, Wh/L, or Wh/kg, respectively. 

 

1.2.2. Li-ion batteries (LIB) 

Chilton Jr. and Cook first reported the concept of the lithium battery in 1962 for satellite 

applications.[46] In the early 1970s, the introduction of lithium metal-based battery employing 

nonaqueous electrolytes from Matsushita Battery (lithium/carbon monofluoride) and Sanyo (lithium / 

Manganese dioxide).[47] Since these were primary batteries, many research activities were conducted 

to evolve to lithium secondary batteries. In 1974, Whittingham et al. [48, 49] introduced LixTiS2 as a 

lithium intercalation material. The initial rechargeable batteries with lithium metal were found to have 

issues with lithium dendrite formation during the recharge process. Due to the remaining safety 

concerns, lithium intercalation materials have drawn attention to be the replacement of lithium metal 

anode. Goodenough [50], Armand[51], Yoshino [52], and many others have continued the research on 

improving the concept and performance, and finally, Sony presented the first commercially available 

lithium-ion battery (LIB) in 1991. In 2019, Goodenough, Whittingham, and Yoshino were awarded the 

Nobel Prize for the development of LIB.  
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A conventional LIB cell consists of two electrodes, a separator, and a lithium-containing electrolyte, 

as shown in Figure 3. 

 
Figure 3. Schematic representation of a typical Li-ion battery during the charging process. 

 
State-of-the-art LIBs use graphite as anode and transition metal oxide that contains lithium as a 

cathode, such as LiMn2O4 (LMO) or LiFePO4 (LFP).[47] During charging and discharging, the amount of 

lithium in the anode and cathode varies. The anode coated on copper foil and cathode coated on 

aluminum foil are separated in an organic electrolyte, which has about 1 M lithium-containing 

inorganic salt dissolved in a mixture of carbonate-based solvent.[53] The reason for the selection of 

the current collector is that copper starts to dissolve from 3.2 V vs. Li/Li+, which would not be suitable 

for coating cathode material. Also, the aluminum reacts with lithium-ion at a potential lower than 0.6 V 

vs. Li/Li+, which is not suitable as a current collector for anode material.[54] Commercially available 

cylindrical 18650 LIB cell can exhibit specific energy of 250 Wh/kg at a cell nominal voltage of around 

3.7 V, employing graphite as anode, and LiNi1-x-yMnxCoyO2 (NMC)or LiNi0.8Co0.15Al0.05O2 (NCA) as the 

cathode.[55] 

The equations below demonstrate the principle electrode materials and reactions of a typical LIB 

where MO2 is a transition metal oxide (e.g., Co, Ni, Mn, and Al) cathode, and C6 is a graphite anode. 

𝐿𝑖𝑀𝑂ଶ ↔ 𝐿𝑖1−௡𝑀𝑂ଶ ൅ 𝑛𝐿𝑖+ ൅ 𝑛𝑒−  (Equation 9) 

𝑛𝐿𝑖+ ൅  𝑛𝑒− ൅ 𝑛𝐶଺  ↔  𝑛𝐿𝑖𝐶଺  (Equation 10) 

𝑛𝐶଺ ൅ 𝐿𝑖𝑀𝑂ଶ ↔  𝐿𝑖1−௡𝑀𝑂ଶ ൅ 𝑛𝐿𝑖𝐶଺  (Equation 11) 

During the charging process of a LIB, external energy is applied to the cell leading to current flow 

between two electrodes. The current flows as long as the cathode material is being oxidized, resulting 

in the extraction of lithium ions from the cathode into the electrolyte. The electrons are transferred 

via the external circuit from the cathode to anode, proceeding the anode to be reduced and the 

intercalation of Li+ ion from the electrolyte into the graphite interlayers, theoretically yielding up to 

375 mAh/g with fully charged Li6C.[56] During the discharge process of a LIB, the cell undergoes the 

reverse of the charging process. 
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Graphite is an appealing candidate for anode material for LIB due to its low cost, high availability, high 

reversibility, and good electrochemical performance.[57] The intercalation of lithium-ion into graphite 

occurs at the very low potential between 50 mV and 300 mV vs. Li/Li+, which is below the lower stability 

limit of the carbonate-based organic electrolytes. Also, the mechanical volume change of about 10% 

during the intercalation enlarge the safety concern of the LIB.[58, 59] 

 
Figure 4. Schematic representation of electrochemical energy of anode, carbonate-based 

electrolyte and cathode, and their relative energy positions. Modified from Ref. [60]. 
 
According to the energy state, the higher electrochemical potential of graphite than the lowest 

unoccupied molecular orbital (LUMO) of electrolyte would result in a reduction of electrolyte 

(Figure 4A). However, the reduction of electrolyte at the initial stage allows the formation of solid 

electrolyte interphase (SEI) at the anode-electrolyte interface (Figure 4B).[60] The as-formed SEI layer 

serves as a passivation layer, which allows the lithium diffusion but prevents the further reduction of 

the electrolyte triggered by the energy gap, enhancing the longevity of the cell.[60] The formation of 

the SEI layer occurs depending on the selection of electrode, solvent, and lithium salt. For example, 

when 1 M LiClO4 in PC is employed as the electrolyte with a graphite anode, the continuous 

decomposition of the electrolyte is observed.[61] It has been reported that some electrolyte additives 

enable better cycling stability of the graphite-based LIBs.[62] An ideal SEI layer behaves electronically 

insulating but lithium conductive and is evenly coated thoroughly in between the interface. The SEI 

formation is an irreversible process that partially depletes the material composition of the cell, 

consumes the lithium from the electrolyte, and it also increases the possibility of lithium deposition on 

the surface are the reported drawbacks.[60, 63] 
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Beyond graphite, intercalation materials that do neither exhibit SEI formation nor a significant volume 

expansion have drawn significant attention. A very attractive candidate is lithium titanite (Li4Ti5O12, 

LTO) because of its high lithium intercalation/de-intercalation potential at around 1.55 V vs. Li/Li+.[64] 

This operational voltage for an anode lays within the stability limit of the conventionally used LIB 

electrolytes (around 0.8 V vs. Li/Li+), which eliminates the SEI formation and electrolyte 

decomposition.[65] Owing to the negligible volume change during the intercalation, LTO is reported to 

achieve high cycling stability and high Coulombic efficiency.[56, 66] 

The intercalation of three lithium-ions utilizes the theoretical capacity of 175 mAh/g, according to 

Equation 12. LTO has been reported to have a low electrical conductivity of 10-13 S/cm, and a low 

lithium-ion diffusion, which has a significant impact on the rate capability.[64, 67-69] Various 

approaches to enhance the intrinsic conductivity of LTO were investigated to strengthen the 

electrochemical performance, such as generating deficiency or vacant state of oxygen in the LTO 

structure.[70, 71] The process is mainly conducted by adjusting the condition of thermal treatment 

using different gas atmosphere or vacuum [70] leading to higher preference in the implementation of 

conductive source by the mechanical or chemical approach.[72] 

𝐿𝑖ସ𝑇𝑖5𝑂1ଶ ൅ 3𝐿𝑖+ ൅ 3𝑒− ↔ 𝐿𝑖଻𝑇𝑖5𝑂1ଶ (Equation 12) 

Implementing conductive additives may be accomplished with composites or hybridization of the 

electrochemically active phase with carbon. Initially, the physical admixing of the conductive carbon 

dominated the research activities (i.e., composites).[47] Researchers investigated numerous routes of 

preparing nanocomposite LTO electrodes, using, for example, carbon black,[73, 74] carbon 

nanotubes,[75], or graphene [76, 77]. Hybridization of LTO, for example, can be accomplished by 

surface coating with a carbon source during the synthesis. Since the synthesis of LTO is performed at 

the range of 700-1000 °C, the carbonization of sucrose,[78] glucose,[79] organic solvents,[80, 81] 

acids,[82] or the deposition of gaseous species[83] on the surface of LTO can be used. Either via 

composite design or hybridization: the goal of both approaches is to have an intimate interface 

between the electrically conductive and the Faradaic phase within the electrodes. 

The importance of the sub-micrometer length scale homogeneity of carbon / LTO distribution was 

investigated, for example, by Widmaier et al. [84]. Widmaier et al. reported that the stability of the 

electrode, which has enough conductive phase content, degrade redundantly, mainly ascribed to the 

hindered charge percolation and local degradation from the non-homogeneous distribution of the 

conductive phase.[84] The relative narrow operational voltage of LTO, and its low specific capacity and 

specific energy compared to graphite remain challenges when combined with a cathode to a LIB cell. 
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Similar to the characteristics of LTO, titanium- and niobium-based oxides have drawn attention due to 

their relatively high operation potential above 1.0 V vs. Li/Li+ and a reported capacity of around 170-

250 mAh/g.[85-87]. Colin et al. (Ti2Nb2O9) and Goodenough et al. (TiNb2O7) reported for the first time 

in 2011 that the titanium niobium oxide is electrochemically active and feasible for lithium 

intercalation (Figure 5).[88, 89] 

 
Figure 5. (A) A crystal structure of Monoclinic TNO (Ti2Nb10O29), and (B) the electrochemical lithium 

storage profile from the galvanostatic charge-discharge cycle of TNO, adapted from Ref. 
[90]. 

 
TiO2 and Nb2O5 have been separately explored. The mixed metal oxide phase TiNb2O7 has a theoretical 

capacity of 388 mAh/g utilizing the redox couple of Ti4+/Ti3+, Nb5+/Nb4+, and Nb4+/Nb3+ and up to 5 

lithium-ion intercalations into its monoclinic structure.[88] Ti2Nb10O29 has a similar theoretical capacity 

of 396 mAh/g.[91] The overlap of Ti and Nb redox couples occurs at the potential between 1.3-1.6 V 

vs. Li/Li+, which is outside of the SEI formation potential of electrolyte, resulting in a stable rate 

capability performance.[43, 91-95] Recently, the Toshiba Corporation utilized the TNO as a new anode 

and achieved LIB (SCiB), yielding high volumetric capacity and a long lifetime[96]. 

Currently, alternative anode materials for LIB are under investigation extensively. The, but such as Si 

anode,[97] Li metal,[98] alloying,[99] or conversion materials,[100] which promise higher capacities 

than graphite anode.[101] Si anode has a high theoretical capacity over 4000 mAh/g; however, the 

high volume expansion (~400%) during lithiation leads to cracks, which hinders the practical use of it 

as an anode for LIBs.[97] Lithium metal is still under investigation to avoid dendrite formation. Alloying 

and conversion materials also have been reported with similar issues of irreversible capacities which 

leads to low cycling performance.[99, 100] 
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Typical cathode materials employed for LIBs are layered transition metal oxides such as LiCoO2 (LCO, 

theoretical capacity: 274 mAh/g ), NCA (279 mAh/g), NMC (280 mAh/g), olivine-type materials such as 

LFP (170 mAh/g), and spinel-type materials such as LMO (285 mAh/g).[102] There remains a strong 

demand for new cathode active materials, which give a significantly higher specific energy and energy 

density as this may reduce the number of batteries needed for a battery pack and thus weight/volume 

and the total cost.[103] The higher specific energy/energy density can be achieved by either increasing 

the capacity of the cathode material or by increasing its working potential. The main challenge for high 

voltage cathode materials, such as the spinel LiNi0.5Mn0.5O4, is to find a suitable electrolyte which is 

stable at these high potentials.  

The conventionally used electrolyte of LIBs is around 1 M lithium salt, mainly LiPF6, dissolved in a 

mixture of linear or cyclic carbonate solvents, such as dimethyl carbonate (DMC) or ethylene carbonate 

(EC). Most frequently, carbonates, such as open-chain carbonates as ethyl-methyl carbonate C4H8O3 

(EMC), diethyl carbonate C5H10O3 (DEC), and dimethyl carbonate C3H6O3 (DMC), or cyclic carbonates 

like ethylene carbonate C3H4O3 (EC) and propylene carbonate C4H6O3 (PC), are used.[53] Commercially 

available electrolytes have short names based on the types of salt and solvents. For instance, LP stands 

for LiPF6 salt, and LC stands for LiClO4 salt, and the following numbers indicate the type of solvent or 

solvent mixtures. LP30 is an electrolyte of 1 M LiPF6 in EC:DMC (1:1 by mass), LC30 is an electrolyte of 

1 M LiClO4 in the same solvent mixture, and LP57 is an electrolyte of 1 M LiPF6 in EC:PC:DMC (1:1:3 by 

mass). 

Requisites for an electrolyte include a high level of electrochemical and chemical stability, chemical 

inertness, low flammability, high operating temperature range, as well as cost efficiency and 

environmentally friendly properties. The reason for employing a mixture of solvents is to combine 

beneficial properties, such as ion mobility and electrochemical stability.[53] It is known that the open-

chain carbonates have low viscosity and moderate dipole moments. In contrast, cyclic carbonates have 

higher viscosity and high dipole moments. In order to achieve the best properties, cyclic carbonates 

are often combined with open-chain carbonates in electrolytes.[45, 65] Therefore, EC is employed for 

its high permittivity and high melting point, and open-chain carbonates (DMC, DEC) or carboxyl esters 

are employed for the low viscosity, consequently providing high conductivity. The ionic conductivity of 

commercially available electrolytes achieves 10 mS/cm.[65] The lithium-containing salts traditionally 

used in LIB are lithium hexafluorophosphate (LiPF6), lithium perchlorate (LiClO4), lithium 

tetrafluoroborate (LiBF4), or lithium hexafluoroarsenate (LiAsF6).[104] 
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The electrolyte combinations above-mentioned are all liquid electrolytes that are flammable and 

prone to lithium dendrite formation. As a promising alternative, solid electrolytes have emerged, such 

as Li-ion conductor (LiSICON), lithium argyrodites, perovskites, and glass materials.[105] However, 

there remain some challenges needed to overcome, including low ionic conductivity, poor 

electrode/electrolytes.[106] 

 

1.2.3. Na-ion batteries (NIB) 

LIB is delivering promising energy and power in commercial EVs. However, lithium is not the most 

abundant material on Earth. An especially large portion (~30%) of the cost of the LIB is the cathode 

material cost.[107, 108] As a result of the increasing demand for batteries, scarcity of fossil resources 

of lithium, and the resulting rise in price, further alternatives are sought. The alternative to LiB, NIB 

has drawn attention since sodium is very abundant in the Earth and promises a more environmentally 

friendly and simple production of electrode materials. Excluding lithium, sodium is the lightest and 

smallest (1.02 Å) alkali metal.[109-111] In the 1970s and 1980s, when LIB was extensively studied, NIBs 

were also investigated alongside; however, the LIB research was developing more rapidly than 

NIB.[112] One of the commercially available sodium-based batteries is a sodium-sulfur battery that 

utilizes molten sodium metal, which has an operating temperature of about 300 °C. [113] The charge 

storage mechanism of rechargeable NIB is very similar to LIB as in Figure 3, that all the lithium-ion are 

replaced by the sodium ions, consists of hard carbon anode and layered oxide cathode.[114] Since the 

standard reduction potential of Na/Na+ (-2.71 V) is close to Li/Li+ (-3.04 V), various lithium storage 

systems were explored as sodium ion hosting material, and the results were promising.[115-118] 

The electrolytes from LIBs were also explored by replacing the lithium-ion to sodium-ion in the lithium-

containing salts, for example, NaPF6, NaClO4, or NaTFSI, in combination with the linear and cyclic 

carbonate solvent mixtures.[110, 119] It has been expected that the SEI layer formation is more 

challenging since the solubility of the decomposed species in Na-based electrolytes are higher, so 

careful approach on the selection of electrolyte is invincible.[118] Also, the role of additives in the 

electrolyte and the binders are extensively studied that the selection of polyvinylidene fluoride (PVdF) 

binder in the electrode material does not deliver stable electrochemical performance. However, the 

addition of fluoroethylene carbonate (FEC) enhances cyclic stability effectively[120, 121]. Replacing 

the PVdF binder with an environmentally friendly water-based carboxymethyl cellulose (CMC) binder 

enhanced the reversibility of the NIB cell even without the addition of FEC additive.[122] 
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It has been demonstrated that the FEC additive could increase the SEI stability on the sodium metal 

electrode.[119] Also, it prevents the decomposition from EC and DMC to the well-known by-product 

ethylene glycol bis-(methyl carbonate) because FEC has higher oxidation potential than those of EC 

and DMC.[119] This leads to the result that FEC will be reduced primarily at a potential of about 0.7 V 

and forms a beneficial SEI on the electrode.[121] These can finally enhance stability. By reduction of 

FEC, a polymer is formed, but the nature of the precise compound is still under debate.[119, 121, 123] 

Graphite has been used widely for commercial LIBs; however, the insertion of the Na-ion into graphite 

interlayers requires a combination of physical and electrochemical approaches yielding very low 

inserted Na-ion with NaC64.[118] Hard- or soft-carbons with a lower degree of crystallinity have been 

explored, resulting in better Na-ion hosting environments.[124] Benefiting the relatively lower 

carbonization temperature of the soft carbon around 700 °C, the reversibility of the Na-ion 

intercalation is enhanced than using graphite, yielding higher capacity than graphite-based LIB.[118] 

Contributing the structural advantage of hard carbon, consist of both graphene-like layer structure and 

micropores, the study by Stevens and Dann reported the reversible Na-insertion/extraction into hard 

carbon at room temperature with a reversible capacity of around 300 mAh/g.[118, 125] 

Not only carbon materials, but also the titanium-based metal oxides, such as TiO2 [126]or LTO [127], 

or Na alloying material, such as SnSb,[128] red phosphorus/carbon composites,[129] Sb/C 

composites,[130] or layered SnS2Ͳreduced graphene oxide composites,[131] and conversion type 

materials, like Molybdenum Phosphide and Sb2O3,[132] are explored for possible anode for NIBs. 

Since most of the studies for the NIB focus only on the anode material, there is a great challenge to 

investigate the performance of NIB at a full-cell level. The cathode materials investigated for NIB used 

in 1988 was P2 type NaxCoO2.[133] Widely investigated cathode materials for NIBs are two- or three- 

dimensional layered oxides such as Na1-xMO2, where M is transition metals (e.g., Mn, Ni, Ti, V, Cr, and 

Co) and metal fluorides. Also, NASICON type materials or polyanion materials such as phosphate-based 

or pyrophosphate-based materials, for example, NaVPO4F, Na3V2(PO4)2F3, and Na4Co3(PO4)2P2O7, have 

been intensively studied for NIBs in the specific capacity range of 120-200 mAh/g.[134] 

 
1.3. Hybrid EES 
As seen from Figure 6 below, the electrochemical profiles of EDLC and a LIB demonstrates a big 

difference. The specific power and energy performance of each device has distinctive features, as the 

Ragone plot in Figure 1 displays. The hybridization of the devices or materials possesses the capability 

of introducing enhanced specific power, specific energy, or cycling stability on a device level (Figure 6C), 

or on a material level (electrodes), as seen from Figure 6D. 
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Figure 6. Schematic concept of electrode components of (A) an EDLC, (B) a lithium-ion battery, and 

(C) a hybrid supercapacitor device that utilizes LiB anode and EDLC cathode. Concept of 
the material level design of (D) composite material, and (E) hybrid material. Adapted from 
Ref. [30]. 

 
A few of the following aspects require consideration for a beneficial architecture of hybrid electrodes. 

First, the conductivity of the hybrid electrode is required to be high for better electrochemical 

performance.[130] Moreover, an adequate method needs to be selected for a nanoscopic scale of 

hybridization, which positively influences the process parameters of the hybrids, for example, for the 

homogeneous distribution of carbon substrates and Faradaic materials, or the good adjustment in the 

ratio of carbon to Faradaic material.[67] A large interface to electrolyte or large reactive sites is favored 

for high power performance, which possibly achievable via adjustment of the thickness of deposition 

or coating.[130] The adequate adjustment of ratio between the Faradaic material and carbon substrate 

is crucial to meet the agreement in the power and energy performance.[130] 

 
1.3.1. Device-level hybridization 
A hybrid supercapacitor (HSC) concept was introduced to improve the limiting aspects of each device 

and to benefit and to enhance the distinct advantageous electrochemical features. Amatucci et al.[7] 

introduced the concept of a device, which is composed of Faradaic materials as the negative electrode 

(anode), such as LTO, and highly porous carbon as the positive electrode (cathode), and a Li-containing 

electrolyte. During the charging process, the Li-ion is inserted into the interstitial sites of LTO, which is 

the charge storage mechanism of LIB. At the same time, the EDL is formed at the positively polarized 

AC-electrolyte interface, and electrosorption of anions occurs.[72, 135-137] The concept is often called 

asymmetric hybrid supercapacitors (AHSC) or just HSC, where one electrode employs electrosorption 

as an energy storage mechanism, and the other electrode employs lithium-ion intercalation. 

One of the commercially available AHSC is the so-called lithium-ion capacitors (LIC), which consists of 

a graphite anode, activated carbon cathode, and organic electrolyte like LIB.[138, 139] Since both 
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anode and cathode cannot serve as the lithium source in this LIC, the lithium in the electrolyte will be 

consumed, which induces the decrease in lithium concentration, consequently a decrease in 

conductivity. To avoid this issue, the graphite anode needs to undergo a pre-lithiation step.[8, 138] 

The anions from the lithium-containing salt (PF6
-, ClO4

- or TFSI-) in the electrolyte serves as a charge 

carrier in the electrosorption process at the EDL.[138] The possible combinations of the asymmetric 

HSCs are broad in the selection of electrolyte, lithium-ion intercalation material, and porous EDL 

material, such as MnO2/activated carbon employing aqueous electrolyte device has been explored.[25] 

To achieve the optimized performance of a hybrid cell, the properties of each anode and cathode need 

to be considered to hybridize into one device synergistically. When building a hybrid device using LTO 

anode and LMO-AC electrode, the capacity at 100% SOC LTO anode should be equal to the 100% SOC 

at LMO-AC cathode at the maximum cell voltage, since the same amount of charge is applied to each 

electrode. Since the theoretical capacity of LTO anode (Faradaic material) is higher than the LMO-AC 

cathode (a mixture of Faradaic and capacitive), an adequate mass balancing between the two 

electrodes is necessary.[8, 140] The inequality in the capacities of two electrodes in a cell can procure 

lower cell voltage and possible degradation of an electrode due to exceeding the stability limit.[140] 

Possible outcomes of the combination of hybrid devices are as following: 

LIB anode//capacitive cathode, LIB anode //hybrid cathode, hybrid anode//capacitive cathode, 

hybrid anode//hybrid cathode, or hybrid anode//LIB cathode. 

 

1.3.2. Electrode material level hybridization 
The concept of hybrids includes the combination of a Faradaic charge storage material and a 

conductive carbon substrate to fabricate an active material for electrochemistry. There are two main 

concepts: composite materials and hybrid materials. Often the Faradaic charge storage materials are 

intrinsic insulators. Therefore, introducing a conductive additive during the electrode preparation 

process is a common approach from both research and industry; this approach is mainly used for the 

preparation of battery electrodes by physical admixing of a lithium-ion intercalating Faradaic material 

and carbon black. The prepared electrode is identified as composite electrodes, and so far, many 

researchers have reported such material combinations.[72, 137]  
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The other variations investigate a combination of a Faradaic charge storage material and nanoporous 

carbon on a nanoscopic level during the synthesis procedure, which produces hybrid materials.[72, 

137] The nanoscopic implementation of a Faradaic material into carbon nanotubes,[141, 142] carbon 

nanofibers,[43, 143] carbon onions,[87, 90, 144] graphene,[145-147] or activated carbon [148] are 

possible examples of hybridization. 

The carbon substrates which are used are classified as exohedral or endohedral carbons.[149] 

Endohedral carbons exhibit high specific surface area gained from the excessive pores located 

predominantly inside the carbon particles, such as activated carbon or templated carbon. Contrarily, 

exohedral carbons have limited or no pores, which results in a low specific surface area, which is mainly 

derived from the outer surface of the carbon. Carbon nanotubes, carbon onions, or graphene.[149] 

For the preparation of such hybrid materials, various synthesis methods were explored like atomic 

layer deposition (ALD) of carbon surfaces with metal oxides,[150, 151] hierarchically ordered metal 

oxide and carbon structure,[44, 152, 153] nanoscale deposition via a sol-gel method,[87, 90] or metal 

oxide/carbon core/shell architectures.[79, 154-157] Fleischmann et al. have reported that the hybrid 

material concept enables the modification in the charge storage mechanism, which leads to the change 

in electrochemical performance.[72] A cautious approach is required for the selection of carbon 

substrates to avoid pore blocking (i.e., creation of dead mass) but to capitalize on a large surface area 

(to enable a high mass loading with the Faradaic species).[72, 158] 

An in-situ synthesis approach is widely used for the synthesis of hybrid materials.[159] During the in-

situ synthesis, each structural component is either deposited or composed from precursor and 

transformed into the final hybrid material. For a deposition method, a precursor of the desired 

Faradaic material is directly deposited on various carbon substrate in the form of crystalline or 

amorphous, which can lead to advantageous thin layer formation at the surface of the carbon.[72, 159] 

One of the main advantages of the deposition method allows a short diffusion distance within the 

synthesized hybrid material.[72, 158] Via wet-chemical methods and vapor deposition, Faradic 

materials, for example, transition metal oxides, can be incorporated onto the accessible surface of 

carbon substrates.[151, 160] A downside of this methodology is the high prospect of blocked pores 

due to the coated metal oxides, which induces limited access to ions and charges, as Zeiger et al. [158] 

have reported. ALD has drawn attention because it can precisely control the thickness of the deposition 

layer on an atomic scale compared to the other methods, which has a direct influence on the 

electrochemical performances.[72] 
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Another common approach is via the sol-gel method, which has the advantage of controlling the size 

of the desired products.[87, 90] The parameter variables during the sol-gel method, such as 

temperature, pressure, pH condition, or solvent, dramatically influence the structure of the product, 

especially acid or base.[86] Also, the precursors, usually metal alkoxides, provides different reaction 

rates to a sol-gel reaction based on the different size of alkyl groups.[159, 161] The as-prepared 

materials after the gelation usually require further thermal treatment to achieve the appreciated 

crystalline metal oxide. Annealing at adequate temperature can yield a simple core-shell material, 

generating carbon coating on the outer surface of metal oxide particles, which is originated from the 

remaining metal alkoxide precursors.[86, 155] Lim et al. [86, 157] introduced a reversed micelle 

concept to the sol-gel process, and with a subsequent annealing step, also achieve a nanoscale core-

shell/carbon-coated material. In my thesis, Chapters 4.1, 4.2, and 4.3. present the synthesis process of 

a hybrid material utilizing the sol-gel chemistry that the introduction of carbon substrates to 

impregnate with the metal oxide sols before the gelation occurs yields a homogeneous mixture of 

nanosized metal oxide and carbon substrates.[87, 90] 

 

2. Electrochemical measurement techniques 

The main target application of EES materials is the reversible storage of energy with an appropriate 

cell voltage. Beyond simple simulation of duty cycles for a specific application, it is important to 

rigorously benchmark and test EES materials for their electrochemical behavior using established 

electrochemical methods.[162] The challenges related to this task begin with the appropriate 

preparation of an electrode and testing thereof the electrochemical performance in an 

electrochemical cell. Our group has designed a cell made out of a polyether ether ketone (PEEK) body 

with four side holes, titanium pistons for the contact to electrodes, and a brass screw lid (Figure 7).[163] 

A titanium screw is used for the reference electrode (RE) mount, allowing the RE material can be 

located near the other electrodes. The spring between the piston and the brass ensures the contact 

between all the components with 10 N. One of the main advantages of this cell configuration is that 

the modification of component material is possible; for example, the titanium piston can be replaced 

with copper or graphite piston. The modifiable cell material and cell design allowed to employ various 

electrode materials such as alkali metals and electrolytes, ranging from aqueous, organic electrolytes, 

and ionic liquid. Another advantage is facile electrolyte filling. The firm contact between the electrodes 

and separator materials approve minimal space for the liquid electrolytes to be filled. Also, the tight 

sealings among the cell body to pistons and screws allow us to fill electrolytes via the vacuum-back 

filling method, which ensures the cell contains only the appropriate amount of electrolyte filled. This 

can save the expensive electrolyte, compared to the coin cells, where the excessive electrolyte is 

required to fill the dead volume of the cell. 
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Figure 7. Design of custom-built cell and its possible components. 
 
 
2.1. Cyclic voltammetry / Galvanostatic cycling with the potential limitation  

The commonly used procedure of the first experiment for an EES involves checking is the 

electrochemical charging and discharging behavior of the electrodes. During loading and unloading of 

charges, the distinctive characteristic of the material is revealed. Cyclic voltammetry (CV) cycles 

between the potentials Ui and Uf linearly with a fixed scan rate. During the forward scan from the initial 

potential Ui to Uf, the electrode is reduced, and simultaneously a cathodic peak is observed. In the 

backward scan from vertex potential Uf to Ui, the oxidation of reduced material back occurs. The scan 

rate of the CV acquires attention depending on the material on the investigation.[164] Depending on 

the scan rate, the reduction or oxidation response of a material may not be completed. For example, 

the scan rate of 100 mV/s may be too high to complete the lithiation/delithiation process in an LTO 

electrode, while it may be adequate for an EDLC system. Furthermore, the field of supercapacitors 

utilizes CV as a determining technique for the stability of a cell.[36] 

From the cathodic and anodic peak measured during CV scan at different scan rates, the contribution 

of kinetics on a charge storage process can be characterized. 

𝐼 ൌ 𝑎𝑣௕ (Equation 13) 

where a and b are variables, I is the specific current at the cathodic peak, and v is the scan rate of the 

CV scan. According to the obtained b value from fitting, the contribution of diffusion-controlled (b=0.5) 

and surface-controlled (b=1) processes can be estimated.[165, 166] For quantifying the contribution 

between the diffusion-controlled and surface-controlled process, Equation 13 can be modified to 

Equation 14. 

𝐼 ൌ 𝑘1𝑣 ൅ 𝑘ଶ𝑣0.5 (Equation 14) 

k1 and k2 are the parameters obtained from fitting, which allows the calculation of diffusion-controlled 

and surface-controlled charges from the stored charge. [166] 
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As pointed out by Opitz et al. [166], it is important to select an appropriate range of scan rates of CV 

scans. The CV of higher scan rates, such as 100 mV/s, deliver distorted results due to the strong 

influence of Ohmic polarization than at the lower scan rates (e.g., 0.1 mV/s).[166] Another dynamic 

method is galvanostatic charge-discharge cycling with potential limitation (GCPL). From the open 

circuit potential of an EES cell, a constant current is applied until the potential of the cell is reached the 

desired set potential Uf. After the potential has reached the Uf, the inverse of the applied current 

during the first cycle is applied, and the potential of Ui is reached. A set of different currents is used to 

demonstrates the operation charge and discharge of the EES device/cell at rates. 

𝐶௖𝑎௣𝑎௖𝑖௧௬ ൌ  ∫ 𝐼௧
௧0 𝑑𝑡 (Equation 15) 

I is the applied current, and t denotes the duration of the applied current. Lastly, the capacity is 

calculated from the stored charge and the time consumed to reach the termination potential. For 

effective comparison between the material or the cell, gravimetric or volumetric normalization of 

obtained values is necessary. The capacity results obtained from GCPL can be plotted against cycles to 

determine the rate capability of the tested electrode material. It is essential to examine the power 

performance of the material, especially when a high charge/discharge current is applied. Furthermore, 

the longevity performance of a cell or a material can be also be established via GCPL at a fixed applied 

current for numerous repetitions, for example, 1000 cycles. When utilizing the reference electrode 

possibility of the cell configuration presented in Section 2, the potential development and decay during 

the GCPL can be observed. 

 

2.2. Galvanostatic intermittent titration technique (GITT) 

For intercalation electrodes, the chemical diffusion coefficient, D, of the intercalating ion (Li+ or Na+) 

traveling through the host material lattice is a very useful characteristic to measure.[162, 167] One 

technique to identify D is the galvanostatic intermittent titration technique (GITT).[168-170] GITT 

allows evaluating the equilibrium potential curve and partial conductivity, which can be extracted from 

one experiment.[162, 168] 

In a GITT experiment, a constant current is applied to the working electrode for a set period, followed 

by a given resting period without any applied current. These apply-rest cycles are repeated until the 

working electrode is fully discharged, or certain equilibrium is reached. The term of each resting pulse 

can be varied upon the desire of pulse. 
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Figure 8. Experimental illustration of GITT (current applied on the solid line and current off/on 

the dotted line) to determine ΔEs, ΔEτ, QOCV, and OCV ;adapted from Ref. [87]). 
 
Figure 8 shows an example of voltage profiles of GITT is tested on a cell, where the voltage of the cell 

changes as the current is applied for the same period. The voltage at the end of the constant current 

application is called closed-circuit voltage (CCV). As soon as the applied current is stopped, the increase 

in voltage is observed during the relaxation period, and this increase is continued to reach quasi-open-

circuit voltage (QOCV). 

The combination of Fick’s law and the Nernst equation can be used to analyze GITT data (Equation 16) 

since the current pulse and relaxation create a concentration change of species. The difference in the 

QOCV between each current pulse and relaxation term is observed and stated as ΔEs, and the 

difference between OQCV and CCV in the same relaxation term is stated as ΔEt. Using the Ohmic law, 

the internal resistance of the cell at each QOCV-CCV voltage transit can be obtained, and the resistance 

difference between the insertion of ion and extraction of the ion is quantified. 

𝐷 ൌ  ସ
ఛగ

ቀ௠ಳ𝑉೘
𝑀ಳ𝐴

ቁ
ଶ

ቀ∆𝐸ೞ
∆𝐸ഓ

ቁ
ଶ

  (Equation 16) 

where MB and mB are the molar mass and the active mass of the electrode material, respectively, Vm 

is the molar volume of the electrode, and A is the geometric electrode area. From the derived D, at 

each CCV-QOCV transition, the visualization of change in the diffusion coefficient is possible. The ΔE is 

dependent on the imposed relaxation time, which requires careful attention when comparing the D 

value obtained from different experiment conditions. 

 

2.3. Electrochemical stability testing 

No electrochemical energy storage devices enable fully reversible charge/discharge cycling. Instead, 

every cell will undergo, sooner/later and faster/slower, degradation. The degradation strongly 

depends on the way the cell is operated. Critical parameters include charge/discharge rate, initial/final 

state-of-charge, and operational temperature. For any given application, ultimately, the operational 

conditions unique to the application must be considered when evaluating the performance stability of 

electrode material, which eventually affects device longevity. 
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This applies in particular to intermittent operation. However, in the field of developing new electrode 

materials, it is not practical to test a myriad of application-specific profiles; instead, two types of 

performance stability testing are applied: either an extensive number of cycling (where a constant rate 

(either galvanostatic or voltammetry) is applied between a set range of potential)[171, 172] or voltage 

holding[173, 174]. Both approaches will yield different insights and differently address electrochemical 

stability. Continued charge and discharge cycling stress the electrode material, for example, to probe 

the structural electrode material stability during reversible lithiation/delithiation. Voltage holding 

accelerates any possible electrochemical instability near the edge of the stable electrochemical 

potential window. The latter most often relates to the stability of the electrolyte, but also, the 

electrode material(s) may degrade at certain potentials. Thereby, a voltage floating is of specific 

relevance for electrical double-layer capacitors where the stability window is mostly defined by the 

stability of the electrolyte (and this also includes side-reactions at the interface between nanoporous 

carbon and the electrolyte). In the following sections, the operation techniques will be discussed. 

 

2.3.1. Voltage floating 

To illustrate the aging of the electrolyte-containing electrochemical system, Ruch et al. and Cericola et 

al. presented the method by holding the electrochemical device at the nominal cell voltage for a given 

amount of time and discover the performance of the device.[173, 174] Especially for the EDLCs, which 

does not have the issue of the charge transfer reaction below the nominal cell voltage, the voltage 

holding method allows us to determine a more profitable stability limit.[172] By applying a constant 

load on the cell at the stability, limit allows the cell to perform a more representative aging process 

compared to charge/discharge cycling. During the charge/discharge cycling, the applied current is fixed 

and usually corresponds to the timescale of seconds, which makes the exposure to the voltage range 

at the stability limit rather short. Therefore, the contribution of reaching stability limits and 

phenomena of aging is difficult to infer just from the capacity change from charge/discharge cycling. 

In contrast, during the voltage floating, the current decreases as the voltage being fixed at a charged 

state, which represents the leakage current of the device. 
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Figure 9A demonstrates the concept of voltage floating with the voltage profiles of a cell. The cell is 

charged and discharged several times, then the cell is charged to the nominal voltage, then the 

chronoamperometry is started for a given amount of time. After the holding period is finished, the cell 

is discharged to the lower cut-off voltage, and then the entire process is repeated for the designated 

number of loops. The discharge capacities of the tested cell after each voltage floating loop are 

collected and presented against the time (Figure 9B). The severe changes of the capacity can be 

observed as the voltage floating loops continue over time depending on test conditions (e.g., 

temperature, held voltage, or holding time) or different cell designs. The work of Weingarth et al. 

compared the capacity performance via voltage floating using two different cell voltages and showed 

the possibility to determine the stable cell voltage based on the voltage holding results.[172] 

 

 
Figure 9. (A) Illustration of the voltage profile of a cell during the voltage holding test (B) An 

example of the stability testing by using 10 h voltage holding at charged state. The 
normalized capacity values are calculated from the third charge/discharge cycle after 
each 10 h voltage holding at three different temperatures(C) Voltage profiles of a 
full-cell tested after the 1st and the 50th voltage holding cycle. The potential at anode 
and cathode was monitored with carbon as a quasi-reference electrode (adapted 
from Ref. [30]). 

 
An example of voltage profile changes after the voltage holding test is plotted in Figure 9C. The 

comparison of the change in voltage profiles over the voltage floating tests allocates the determination 

of the fading electrode during the voltage floating test. The voltage profiles at each electrode 

throughout the voltage floating possibly present, for example, different iR drop, overpotential of 

insertion/extraction of ions, or complete distorted profile compared to the initial profile. The possible 

degradation factors comprise electrode active material (temperature combination, current collector), 

lithium salt combination, or electrode active material/electrolyte combination and more. Fic et al.[175] 

recently reported the gas evolution during the 2 h-voltage floating test at different voltages in an 

aqueous electrolyte. This voltage floating method has the potential to help determine the aging 

mechanism of the device and is further discussed in Chapter 4.4 [172-174]. 
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2.3.2. S-value testing 
The stability windows define the maximum electrode potential in which the cell can safely operate 

without degradation. This is of particular importance for EDLC systems, which are limited by electrolyte 

degradation. The latter can be identified via the onset of a Faradaic current. Degradation, in general, 

may relate to the degradation of the electrolyte, the electrode material, or the fluid/solid interface 

(e.g., redox reactions of surface groups). The electrochemical stability is very important for EES devices 

because the operation potential range influences the performance, including cycle life, specific energy, 

and specific power.[176] 

Xu et al. have introduced a reliable test method to identify the electrochemical potential window for 

carbon electrode using cycling voltammetry. [177] It was originally suggested as R-value (͞R͟ standing 

for reversibility) by Xu et al., but Weingarth et al. proposed to designate it as ͞S͟ value, since it 

quantifies the ͞stability͟ of the system.[178] 

𝑆 ൌ  𝑄೎೓ೌೝ೒೐

𝑄೏೔ೞ೎೓ೌೝ೒೐
െ 1  (Equation 17) 

The cyclic voltammetry is continued using the same scan rate throughout the investigation by widening 

the vertex potential of the cell. From the cyclic voltammetry cycles, the charge Q of charge and 

discharge are calculated, respectively, for both anodic and cathodic scans. After obtaining the S-values 

for each window opening cycle at different vertex potentials, the vertex potential where the S-value is 

higher than a certain value can be defined as the end of the electrochemical stability window. Typically, 

a value of 0.1 portrays the potential range exceeding the degradation limit. [176] The value 0.1 

represents an irreversible contribution of 10%.[178] 

 
Figure 10. (A) Cyclic voltammetric window opening experiment (red dash-dot line: possible 

maximum stable potential). (B) Presentation of two different criteria to determine 
the stable potential limit using calculated S-value obtained from a window opening 
experiment (adapted from Ref. [178]). 
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Figure 10A displays an example of a window opening experiment performed using CV. Using individual 

cells, anodic and cathodic potentials were increased to 0.5 V, 0.8 V, and 1.0 V and steps of 0.1 V until 

the vertex potential of 2.5 V was reached. The red dotted-dash line in Figure 10A demonstrates the 

possible maximum potential limit. When the voltammogram was demonstrating a very irregular shape, 

the cell was stopped in a safety concern. Figure 10B depicts examples of calculated S-values from a 

window opening CV experiment. The dotted line at S = 0.1 is the stability criterion suggested by Xu et 

al. [176]. According to Xu’s criterion, the stable anodic and cathodic limit of the electrolyte in 

Figure 10B is -2.3 V and +1.9 V, respectively. 

Weingarth et al. and Moosbauer et al. proposed that the S=0.1 criterion introduced by Xu et al. is not 

sufficiently sensitive to identify the actual stability range of electrolytes.[178, 179] Especially the 

window opening results from the test conducted at different temperatures by Weingarth et al. 

indicates the need for flexible criterion instead of a constant value criterion.[178] Therefore Weingarth 

et al. proposed to compare the changes of S-values obtained at two adjacent vertex potentials, that 

the second derivative of the S-value should be smaller than 0.05 (Figure 10B).[178] 

𝑑𝑆మ

𝑑మ𝑉
൏ 0.05  (Equation 18) 

This criterion explains that when the Faradaic contribution via dS2/d2V exceeds 5%, the region is 

indicated unstable. Also, the advantage of using this criterion is that the unwanted current 

contribution is possibly eliminated.[178] 

Another important aspect is the cause of electrochemical irreversibility. When using an 

electrochemically inert electrolyte in an electrical double-layer capacitor, it is trivial to assume 

degradation of either the electrolyte itself or poisoning of the electrolyte by parasitic side-reactions 

occurring at the fluid/solid interface between electrolyte and electrode. Therefore, it is sometimes 

appropriate to translate any irreversibility to the emergence of charge-transfer processes. However, it 

is an often-made mistake to automatically assign any irreversibility to the distinction between Faradaic 

and non-Faradaic without further investigation of the degradation mechanism(s). Also, in the context 

of pseudocapacitors or batteries, where non-Faradaic processes are not important, we will have to 

discern between reversible and irreversible charge transfer processes. 
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3. Overview 

My thesis explores hybridization and composite technology for electrode materials by using metal 

oxides and carbon nanoparticles. The combination of these two types of materials is highly promising 

to exceed the performance metrics of state-of-the-art electrochemical energy storage devices, such as 

supercapacitors and lithium-ion batteries. 

The first part of my research is focused on the material level hybridization, utilizing the highly 

conductive carbon, such as carbon onions, with a nanoscale combination of a Faradaic material for 

electrochemical storage such as lithium-ion batteries, lithium-ion hybrid supercapacitors, or sodium-

ion batteries. The nano-scale synthesis of the metal oxide complements the better distribution of 

metal oxide and carbon substrate; however, not always is hybridization superior to the composite 

strategy, and the resulting performance metrics (including stability and rate handling) strongly depend 

on the architecture of the obtained electrodes. 

x The first study (Chapter 4.1) provides a comparison between hybridized nanoscale carbon and 

metal oxide electrodes and the physically admixed composite electrode. The data show the 

electrochemical difference of the hybrid materials with different types of metal oxides and 

two types of carbon with different pore sizes and surface area via thorough material and 

electrochemical characterization. The impact of an appropriate selection of carbon substrate 

and the crystal structure/lattice parameters are evaluated. 

x The second study (Chapter 4.2) demonstrates the importance of the nano-sizing of the 

intercalation material. With a thorough investigation of the lithium storage mechanism of the 

hybrid material, the quantitative comparison between hybrid and non-hybrid material is 

possible. As shown by the electrochemical performance data, a homogeneous distribution of 

the carbon substrate network enhances the rate handling ability of the cell. 

x The third study (Chapter 4.3) explores the hybridization of nanosized LTO with carbon onions 

produced at different conditions. This hybrid approach yielded enhanced rate performance 

and cycling performance at lithium-ion storage. The importance of the homogenous 

distribution of carbon within the hybrid material is addressed. The LTO-OLC hybrid further was 

investigated on sodium-ion energy storage performance. 
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The next part of my research is focused on the device level hybridization and the influence of 

electrolytes of hybrid supercapacitors. 

x Chapter 4.4 assesses the stability of six different combinations of lithium-containing salt and 

organic solvents plus ionic liquid for the hybrid supercapacitor consist of LTO anode and LMO-

activated carbon cathode. One of the solvents, tri-methoxypropionitrile, is explored for the 

first time in the context of a hybrid supercapacitor. The stability of the electrolyte and the 

lithium-containing electrolyte is confirmed by the electrochemical benchmarking of voltage 

floating test at room temperature, above and below ambient temperature. 

x Chapter 4.5 explores the electrochemical stability window of ionic liquid to promote a large 

operation voltage of LTO/activated carbon hybrid supercapacitors. The enhanced energy 

performance of the cell visualizes the importance of continuous investigation of lithium-

containing ionic liquids. 

x Chapter 4.6 explores the concept of hybridization on the device level with the new synthesis 

approach of proton exchange, and doping is investigated. After a comprehensive material 

characterization and electrochemical testing, the LMO/activated carbon cathode in 

combination with protonated titanium oxide (HTO) anodes were prepared, achieving high 

power performance. The promising power and energy performance can propose the potential 

for further investigation of protonated titanium-based materials. 
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Figure 11. Overview of the different chapters of this thesis. All segments refer to peer-

reviewed publications. 
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4. Results and discussion 

4.1. Nanosized titanium niobium oxide/carbon electrodes for lithium-ion energy storage 
applications 

4.2. Fast and stable lithium-ion storage kinetics of anatase titanium dioxide/carbon onion 
hybrid electrodes 

4.3. Hybrid anodes of lithium titanium oxide and carbon onions for lithium-ion and 
sodium-ion energy storage 

4.4. Comparison of organic electrolytes at various temperatures for 2.8 V–Li-ion hybrid 
supercapacitors 

4.5. High voltage asymmetric hybrid supercapacitors using lithium-and sodium-containing 
ionic liquids 

4.6. Understanding interlayer deprotonation of hydrogen titanium oxide for high-power 
electrochemical energy storage 
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Nanosized titanium niobium oxide/carbon
electrodes for lithium-ion energy storage
applications†

Hwirim Shim, ab Eunho Lim, a Simon Fleischmann, a Antje Quade, c

Aura Tolosa a and Volker Presser *ab

High demand for safer and more stable lithium-ion batteries brings up the challenge for finding better

electrode materials. In this work, we study the functionalities of titanium niobium oxide (TNO)/carbon

hybrid materials using carbon onions (OLC) and carbon nanohorns (NS), which are synthesized by well-

controlled sol–gel chemistry, for anodes in lithium-ion batteries. We used two different molar ratios of

titanium to niobium (1 : 2 and 1 : 5), and we compared the TNO–OLC and TNO–NS hybrid materials to

conventional composite electrodes using physically admixed carbon. TNO–OLC-1:2 and TNO–OLC-1:5

nanohybrid materials displayed good electrochemical performance, with initial capacity values of

284 mA h g!1 and 290 mA h g!1, respectively, normalized to the metal oxide mass. Moreover, they

maintained 68% (TNO–OLC-1:2) and 69% (TNO–OLC-1:5) of the initial capacity at 1 A g!1,

outperforming the carbon nanohorn hybridized and composited electrode which maintained less than

50%. The long-term cycling stability of 800 cycles presents good capacity retention of 73% (TNO–OLC-

1:2) and 76% (TNO–OLC-1:5), while the TNO–NS-1:2 hybrid material yields better capacity retention of

90% despite its low capacity. Our study demonstrates that the combination of TNO with appropriate

carbon substrates enables good electrochemical performance but requires careful evaluation of the

interplay of crystal structure, phase content, and particle morphology.

1. Introduction
The development of lithium-ion battery (LIB) electrode mate-
rials with high charge storage capacity, high cycling stability,
and high rate capability remains an ongoing challenge.1–5

Commonly, LIB anodes employ abundantly available graphite
because the reversible lithium intercalation/de-intercalation
into graphite provides high theoretical capacity.6 However,
graphite-based LIB cells have safety issues, for example, in
regards to lithium dendrite formation because of its working
potential at lower than 0.2 V vs. Li/Li+.7 In addition, the rate
capability of the graphite is not remarkable. To replace
graphite, alternative materials have been explored, such as
TiO2, Nb2O5, or Li4Ti5O12 that show intercalation at a safe
working potential above 1.0 V vs. Li/Li+.8–11 In particular, anatase
TiO2 or Li4Ti5O12 have drawn attention due to their high

reversible redox potential at about 1.6 V vs. Li/Li+. However, the
practical capacity achieved by TiO2 or Li4Ti5O12 (170–
200 mA h g!1) is small compared to graphite (372 mA h g!1).12,13

Among transition metal oxides, titanium niobium oxides have
attracted attention as promising anodes because of their safe
operation potential at 1.0–2.0 V vs. Li/Li+. Both TiNb2O7 and
Ti2Nb10O29 (TNO) phases are favorable for lithium-ion insertion
since they offer high theoretical capacities of 388 mA h g!1 and
396 mA h g!1, respectively, due to electron charge transfer from
the Ti4+/3+, Nb5+/4+, and Nb4+/3+ redox couples with excellent rate
capability behavior.14–21

A practical approach for achieving fast charge storage and
recovery rates is the implementation of nanoscale electrode
materials.22–24 For example, Fei et al.25 and Lou et al.26 have used
a solvothermal method and a template to synthesize TNO
nanoparticles. Further, Aravindan et al.,27 Pham-Cong et al.,28

and Fu et al.29 employed electrospun TNO nanobers to
enhance the electrochemical performance. Yet, nanoscale metal
oxide particles still require an optimized (nanoscale) imple-
mentation of an electrically conductive phase, such as
carbon.30,31 For example, Li et al.,32 Wang et al.,33 and Deng
et al.34 have applied this concept to fabricate nanocomposite
TNO/C material using graphene and improved the electro-
chemical performance of TNO nanoparticles compared to the
performance of TNO without carbon with rate capability of
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180 mA h g!1 at 100C, 165 mA h g!1 at 0.5 A g!1, and
163 mA h g!1 at 60 "C. Furthermore, core–shell type carbon
implementation (ref. 35 and 36) and creating oxygen vacancy
during TNO synthesis (ref. 35 and 37) are explored to increase
the electrical conductivity of TNO.

Going beyond nanocomposites, achieving the hybridization
of metal oxides with nanoscale carbon particles with high
electrical conductivity is of great interest. For example, carbon
onions (onion-like carbon: OLC) have been explored as
a conductive carbon to hybridize with birnessite MnO2 or
Mn3O4 (ref. 38 and 39), NiO or Ni(OH)2 (ref. 40), TiO2 (ref. 41), or
VO2 (ref. 42). Carbon onions are conveniently derived by
thermal annealing of nanodiamonds and consist of several
layers of spherical graphitic carbon shells.43,44 Capitalizing on
their small size of 5–10 nm and abundant mesopore volume
between the individual carbon onion particles, a homogeneous
distribution of nanosized metal oxides during hybridization is
expected. Carbon nanohorns are nanoscale-textured materials,
which consist of conical single-walled sp2-hybridized graphitic
carbon sheets with a size of about 50 nm.45,46 There exist
a number of different synthesis methods for carbon nanohorns,
including thermal modication of fullerene or heating and
modication of graphite.47,48 Their high electrical conductivity
(#5 S cm!1) and high surface area (#300–1250 m2 g!1) make
carbon nanohorns attractive for the hybridization with metal
oxide nanoparticles.45,49

In this study, we use an optimized sol–gel reaction to prepare
nano-TNO–carbon hybrid materials using either carbon onions
or carbon nanohorns for hybridization and evaluate their elec-
trochemical performances. Nanoscale TNO domains alongside
nanocarbon substrates will be benecial for enhancing the rate
capability of the material, as diffusion pathlengths are limited
and adequate electron transport is ensured. TNO–OLC hybrids
display higher discharge capacity and rate capability than TNO–
NS hybrid materials. Our work also compares TNO–C hybrids
(i.e., a nanoscale intergrowth of the metal oxide and nano-
carbon) with TNO+C composites (i.e., the physical mixture of
metal oxide particles and nanocarbons) to demonstrate the
advantages of nanoscale chemical interaction between the TNO
and the conductive carbon phase.

2. Experimental description
2.1. Material preparation

Carbon onions (OLC) were synthesized by thermal annealing of
nanodiamond powder purchased from NaBond Technologies
(China) at 1700 "C for 1 h under Ar atmosphere.44 Graphitic
carbon nanohorns (Graphene NanoStars, NS) were purchased
from Graphene Laboratories and used without further modi-
cation. More data on the structure and properties of carbon
nanohorns can be found in ref. 50.

We used a tailored sol–gel reaction to synthesize nanometer-
sized TiNb2Ox and TiNb5Ox sols. Titanium(IV) isopropoxide
(TTIP, Sigma Aldrich) and niobium ethoxide (NbOEt, Sigma
Aldrich) were used as Ti and Nb sources, respectively. Using
tetrahydrofuran (THF, Sigma Aldrich) as the solvent, 1 : 2 or
1 : 5 molar ratio of TTIP (1 mmol) and NbOEt (2 mmol or 5

mmol) were added dropwise to the solvent and stirred vigor-
ously. 445 mL or 907 mL of concentrated HCl (37mass% in water)
were added dropwise to the stirred solution of 1 : 2 or 1 : 5
molar ratio, respectively. These precursor solutions were stirred
for 1 h and then added to different carbon substrates by wet
impregnation. The total content of the carbon substrate was
calculated to be 20 mass% of the hybrid material aer the
synthesis procedure. The mixture was dried at 40 "C under 20
mbar for 12 h, then dried at 80 "C for another 12 h. The as-
prepared TNO–C mixture was heat-treated at 900 "C for 2 h
(heating rate 1 "Cmin!1) under an Ar atmosphere. TiNb2O7 and
Ti2Nb10O29 without carbon addition were prepared identically
up to 1 h stirring, then the solution was transferred to a Petri
dish on a hotplate and dried for 12 h at 40 "C. The resulting
material was further dried at 80 "C for another 12 h. The as-
prepared TNO sols were calcinated at 900 "C for 2 h (heating
rate 1 "C min!1) under a synthetic air atmosphere (80 vol% N2

and 20 vol% O2).
Our work has adopted a uniform nomenclature to reect

both the synthesis conditions and composition. The resulting
materials were named aer the molar ratio of Ti : Nb (e.g., TNO-
1:2 or TNO-1:5). TNO hybridized on carbon nanohorns are
called TNO–NS-1:2 or TNO–NS-1:5, while TNO hybridized on
carbon onions are called TNO–OLC-1:2 or TNO–OLC-1:5. TNO
physically mixed with carbon onions are labeled TNO-1:2+OLC
or TNO-1:5+OLC and composites electrodes with carbon nano-
horns are called TNO-1:2+NS or TNO-1:5+NS. An overview of
sample names and synthesis conditions is also provided in the
ESI, Table S1.†

2.2. Material characterization

2.2.1. Porosity characterization. Gas sorption analysis
(GSA) was conducted to obtain specic surface area (SSA), and
pore volume of the samples. We carried out the measurements
with a Quantachrome Quadrasorb system using nitrogen gas at
!196 "C in a relative pressure range from 0.001 to 1.0 in 50
steps. Prior to the measurements, the powder samples were
degassed at 250 "C and 102 Pa for 12 h. The values for the total
pore volume were obtained at a relative pressure of P/P0 ¼ 0.95.
We used the quenched solid density functional theory (QSDFT)
and assumed slit-shaped pores for the calculation of the pore
size distribution.51

2.2.2. Structural and chemical characterization. X-ray
diffraction (XRD) was conducted in a D8 Discover diffractom-
eter (Bruker AXS) with a copper X-ray source (Cu Ka, 40 kV, 40
mA). We used a Göbel mirror in 0.5 mm point focus, and a two-
dimensional X-ray detector (Vantec-500). The samples were
placed on a sapphire single crystal for measurement and four
steps with a measuring time of 1000 s were used to measure
from 20" to 80" 2q. We used Rietveld-renement using TOPAS
(Bruker AXS) to quantify the average coherence length (domain
size) of the crystalline compounds.

We used a JEOL JSM-7500F for scanning electron microscopy
(SEM) at an acceleration voltage of 3 kV and an emission current
of 10 mA. Samples were dispersed in 5 mL of ethanol and
sonicated for 5 min. The dispersion was then drop cased
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multiple times on a carbon lm tape on a steel sample holder
and dried under vacuum for 30 min. Energy dispersive X-ray
spectroscopy (EDX) was performed with X-Max-150 (Oxford
Instruments) attached to the SEM system. The spectra were
obtained at an acceleration voltage of 10 kV and an emission
current of 10 mA. Before the spectral acquisition of each sample,
calibration was conducted with a silicon wafer. Transmission
electron microscopy (TEM) was conducted using a JEOL JEM-
2100F system at an operating voltage of 200 kV. The samples
were dispersed in 5 mL ethanol and tip-sonicated for 30 s. The
dispersion was then drop casted on a TEM copper grid with
a lacy carbon lm.

Thermogravimetric analysis (TGA) was performed with
a Netzsch TG-209-1 Libra system to determine the carbon
content in our hybrid materials. For each TGA measurement,
the samples were heated to 800 "C under synthetic air condition
with a ow rate of 20 sccm at a rate of 5 "C min!1.

Raman spectra were obtained by using a Renishaw inVia
system. An Nd-YAG laser with an excitation wavelength of
532 nm was used with a power of 0.5 mW at the focal point. The
acquisition time was 30 s, and 10 accumulations were used to
enhance the signal-to-noise ratio. Peak tting of the measured
spectra was accomplished assuming two Voigt peaks for the D-
and G-mode individually.

Elemental analysis (CHNS/O) was performed with a Vario
Micro Cube system from Elementar Analysensysteme. The
reduction temperature was 850 "C, and the device was cali-
brated with sulfanilamide. Quantitative analysis of elemental
oxygen was performed by using a rapid OXY cube oxygen
analyzer at 1450 "C (Elementar Analysensysteme).

X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy (XPS) was conducted with
an Axis Ultra DLD spectrometer (Kratos Analytical) using
monochromatic Al Ka as the photoelectron excitation source. At
an X-ray radiation power of 150 W (15 kV, 10 mA) with a spot
size of #250 mm, pass energy of 160 eV, 80 eV, and 10 eV were
used for the wide-scan, elemental scan, and high-resolution
scan of the samples.

2.2.3. Electrochemical characterization. For the prepara-
tion of the negative electrode, the active material was mixed
with N-methyl-2-pyrrolidone (NMP, Sigma Aldrich) solvent and
polyvinylidene uoride (PVDF, Alfa Aesar) binder and casted on
a copper foil using a 200 mm doctor blade. 9 : 1 mass ratio
between the active material (TNO and carbon substrate) and
PVDF binder was chosen for hybrid materials. For the
composites, 18 mass% conductive additives (i.e., either carbon
onions or carbon nanohorns) were used, which corresponds to
the carbon mass from TGA results for the hybrid mixtures of
TNO and carbon. The coated material was dried overnight in

Fig. 1 Schematic representation of TNO and TNO–C preparation. The insets show transmission electron micrographs of carbon onions (OLC)
and carbon nanohorns (NS) prior to their hybridization with the metal oxide.
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a fume hood, then carried to a vacuum oven and dried overnight
at 110 "C. The dried sheet was pressed in a hot-roll press
machine, and we nally punched discs in 14 mm diameter for
electrochemical characterization.

For the positive and quasi-reference electrode (QRE) prepa-
ration, coconut shell-derived activated carbon YP-80F, and YP-
50F (Kuraray Chemicals) was used, respectively. To obtain de-
functionalized activated carbon, YP-50F power was treated in
nitric acid for 5 h at 95 "C, and more details about the prepa-
ration process are found elsewhere.52 By admixing 10 mass% of
polytetrauoroethylene (PTFE, 60 mass% solution in water,
Sigma Aldrich) to the each activated carbon powders dispersed
in ethanol, electrodes were prepared with 525 % 12 mm thick-
ness by following the procedure from our previous work.53

For half-cell measurements, CR2032 coin cells paired the
TNO working electrodes with a lithium disc as both counter and
reference electrodes. We used a Whatman GF/F glass ber
separator and 1 M LiPF6 salt in a mixture of ethylene carbonate
and dimethyl carbonate (EC : DMC, 1 : 1 by volume, BASF
SelectiLyte) as the electrolyte.

Cyclic voltammetry (CV) carried out with a Biologic VMP300
potentiostat/galvanostat and performed in a potential window
from 1.0 V to 2.8 V vs. Li/Li+ at scan rates of 0.1–10 mV s!1.
Galvanostatic charge/discharge with potential limitation
(GCPL) measurement was carried out with an Arbin Battery
Cycler in a potential range 1.0 V to 2.8 V vs. Li/Li+ using specic
currents of 0.01–10 A g!1 to observe the rate capability and
specic currents of 1 A g!1 to quantify the cycling stability.

The specic capacity of the hybrid material is calculated by
integrating the applied delithiation current over the delithia-
tion time as in eqn (1):

Csp ¼

ðt

t0

Idt

m
(1)

where I is the applied current, t is the time, andm is the mass of
the metal oxide. The specic capacity was normalized to the
total mass of the metal oxide in the electrode without the
polymer binder and carbon used for electrode preparation,
either as a hybrid or composite.

For the full-cell measurement, we used custom-built poly-
ether ether ketone cells described in elsewhere.54 TNO–OLC-1:5
electrode was employed as a negative electrode, a YP-80F elec-
trode as a positive electrode and a YP-50F electrode as QRE. We
used a Whatman GF/F glass ber separator and 1 M LiClO4 in
acetonitrile (ACN, BASF SelectiLyte) as the electrolyte. The
prepared full-cell was pre-cycled at 1 A g!1 for 10 cycles followed
by GCPL measurement using specic currents of 0.025–25 A g!1

to obtain Ragone plots. The stability measurement was
continued aer GCPL measurements at 1 A g!1. The specic
energy of the full-cell is calculated by integrating the voltage
prole over discharge time as in eqn (2):

Esp ¼
I

ðt

t0

UðtÞdt

m
(2)

where I is the applied current, U is the time-dependent cell
voltage, t is the time, and m is the mass of both electrodes. The

Fig. 2 Nitrogen gas sorption analysis at !196 "C. (A, B) Calculated pore size distribution pattern using quenched solid density functional theory
and assuming slit-shaped pores. (C, D) Nitrogen gas sorption isotherms.
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specic power of the full-cell is calculated by dividing the
specic energy by discharging time. The specic capacity,
specic energy, and specic power values are presented with
respect to the entire mass of both electrodes.

3. Results and discussion
3.1. Synthesis, porosity, and chemical composition

Fig. 1 shows the synthesis procedure of the TNO–C nano-
particles. We prepared the nanoparticles using a controlled sol–

gel reaction using titanium isopropoxide (TTIP) and niobium
ethoxide (NbOEt) as Ti and Nb sources and highly concentrated
hydrochloric acid (HCl) as an acid catalyst to promote the
hydrolysis of metal alkoxides with inhibited inorganic
condensation.55,56 First, an appropriate amount of TTIP and
NbOEt corresponding to a 1 : 2 and a 1 : 5 stoichiometric ratio
of Ti : Nb was added to the THF, then HCl was added dropwise
to the solution mixture. The mixture was vigorously stirred for
1 h to induce the formation of nanometer-sized TNO sols; then
the sols were wet impregnated to carbon onions (OLC) and
carbon nanohorns (NS). The mixture was dried at 40 "C under
vacuum followed by 80 "C in an oven. For comparison, we also
prepared TNO sol without adding any carbon. Well-dried sols
were heat-treated 2 h at 900 "C under Ar for samples containing
carbon and calcined in synthetic air for the carbon-free
samples. A table with synthesis details used materials and
sample labels are provided in Table S1 in ESI.†

The large outer surface areas of carbon onions and carbon
nanohorns make these two materials of high interest for
hybridization studies. The broad pore size distribution patterns
of carbon onions and carbon nanohorns do not yield a mean-
ingful average pore size; instead, as shown in Fig. 2 the pore size
pattern and the measured nitrogen gas sorption isotherms.57 As
can be seen from Table 1, carbon onions have a specic surface
area of 442 m2 g!1 and provide a pore volume of 0.97 cm3 g!1;
for carbon nanohorns, we nd a specic surface area of 296 m2

g!1 and a total pore volume of 0.45 cm3 g!1. Both materials are
predominately mesoporous with 6% (carbon onions) and 15%
(carbon nanohorns) of the total pore volume being associated
with micropores. The measured specic surface area of TNO-1:2
and TNO-1:5 with values of 5–6m2 g!1 are consistent with nano-
scaled metal oxide particles; assuming a crystal density of
4.4 g cm!3 (derived from PDF 72-0159: two formula units per
1117.02 Å3) and spherical crystals, we would expect sub-
micrometer-sized metal oxide agglomerates. Hybrid materials
based on carbon onions or carbon nanohorns yielded specic
surface areas of about 50–110 m2 g!1 per the porosity contri-
bution of carbon nanomaterials.

The content of carbon and chemical composition of the
hybrid materials TNO–OLC and TNO–NS were analyzed by

Table 1 Porosity data derived from nitrogen gas sorption experiments
at!196 "C. The data was obtained by using the quenched solid density
functional theory (QSDFT) and assuming slit-shaped pores

BET surface
area (m2 g!1)

QSDFT surface
area (m2 g!1)

Pore volume
at p/p0 ¼ 0.95
(cm3 g!1)

TNO-1:2 6 5 0.01
TNO-1:5 5 4 0.01
OLC 442 439 0.97
TNO–OLC-1:2 69 62 0.12
TNO–OLC-1:5 89 73 0.16
NS 296 271 0.45
TNO–NS-1:2 51 47 0.07
TNO–NS-1:5 113 98 0.20

Table 2 Chemical composition of the samples as determined by
chemical analysis and energy dispersive X-ray spectroscopy (EDX)

CHNS/O elemental analysis
Energy dispersive
X-ray spectroscopy

Carbon (mass%) Oxygen (mass%) Ti : Nb mass ratio

OLC 98.8 % 0.2 1.9 % 0.5 —
TNO–OLC-1:2 14.7 % 0.2 17.3 % 0.4 0.5
TNO–OLC-1:5 17.5 % 0.3 22.1 % 0.6 0.2
NS 95.0 % 2.3 4.0 % 1.7 —
TNO–NS-1:2 18.8 % 0.1 19.9 % 0.4 0.5
TNO–NS-1:5 20.4 % 0.1 22.6 % 0.2 0.2

Fig. 3 X-ray diffraction patterns of TNO-1:2, TNO-1:5, TNO–OLC-1:2, TNO–OLC-1:5, TNO–NS-1:2, and TNO–NS-1:5.
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means of thermogravimetric analysis (TGA) and CHNS/O
elemental analysis. The quantitative results are presented in
Table 2, and the corresponding thermograms are found in the
ESI, Fig. S1.† All TNO–OLC and TNO–NS hybrid materials
showed a metal oxide content of 80–83 mass%. These values are
consistent with 14.5–20.4 mass% of carbon measured by CHNS/
O analysis. Energy-dispersive X-ray spectroscopy (EDX) further
conrmed that the molar Ti : Nb ratio was 1 : 2 and 1 : 5 for the
two different stoichiometric ratios intended during synthesis
(Table 2).

3.2. Phase and structure analysis

X-ray diffraction was used to study the crystal structure of
prepared samples TNO, TNO–OLC, and TNO–NS (Fig. 3) and the
corresponding crystal structures are shown in the ESI, Fig. S2.†
Since TNO-1:2 and TNO-1:5 were only physically mixed with
carbon onions or carbon nanohorns to obtain composite elec-
trodes, our analysis only provided data for the initial metal oxide
phases. All diffractograms show with a varying amount the pres-
ence of monoclinic dititanium decaniobium oxide (Ti2Nb10O29,
PDF 72-0159) and tetragonal niobian rutile (Ti,Nb)O2 (PDF 72-

Table 3 Crystal phases, lattice constants, and domain sizes obtained from Rietveld-fitting based on the X-ray diffractograms seen in Fig. 3

Crystal phase, space group, and PDF number Fitted lattice parameters
Domain size
(nm)

Amount
(mass%)

TNO-1:2 Ti2Nb10O29 monoclinic A2/m (PDF 72-0159) a ¼ 1.559 nm, b ¼ 0.381 nm, c ¼ 2.055 nm, b ¼ 113.26" 38 90
(Ti,Nb)O2 tetragonal P42/mnm (structure based
on PDF 72-7371)

a ¼ 0.461 nm, c ¼ 0.300 nm >100 10

TNO-1:5 Ti2Nb10O29 monoclinic A2/m (PDF 72-0159) a ¼ 1.556 nm, b ¼ 0.382 nm, c ¼ 2.055 nm, b ¼ 113.16" 36 94
(Ti,Nb)O2 tetragonal P42/mnm (structure based
on PDF 72-7371)

a ¼ 0.461 nm, c ¼ 0.300 nm >100 6

TNO–OLC-1:2 Ti2Nb10O29 monoclinic A2/m (PDF 72-0159) a ¼ 1.560 nm, b ¼ 0.381 nm, c ¼ 2.058 nm, b ¼ 113.40" 27 87
(Ti,Nb)O2 tetragonal P42/mnm (structure based
on PDF 72-7371)

a ¼ 0.479 nm, c ¼ 0.296 nm >100 13

TNO–OLC-1:5 Ti2Nb10O29 monoclinic A2/m (PDF 72-0159) a ¼ 1.578 nm, b ¼ 0.382 nm, c ¼ 2.076 nm, b ¼ 114.18" 26 95
(Ti,Nb)O2 tetragonal P42/mnm (structure based
on PDF 72-7371)

a ¼ 0.474 nm, c ¼ 0.300 nm >100 5

TNO–NS-1:2 Ti2Nb10O29 monoclinic A2/m (PDF 72-0159) a ¼ 1.568 nm, b ¼ 0.381 nm, c ¼ 2.070 nm, b ¼ 113.43" 26 30
(Ti,Nb)O2 tetragonal P42/mnm (structure based
on PDF 72-7371)

a ¼ 0.472 nm, c ¼ 0.300 nm >100 70

TNO–NS-1:5 Ti2Nb10O29 monoclinic A2/m (PDF 72-0159) a ¼ 1.563 nm, b ¼ 0.382 nm, c ¼ 2.062 nm, b ¼ 113.33" 25 60
(Ti,Nb)O2 tetragonal P42/mnm (structure based
on PDF 72-7371)

a ¼ 0.475 nm, c ¼ 0.301 nm >100 40

Fig. 4 Scanning electron micrographs (A) TNO-1:2, (B) TNO-1:5, (C) TNO–OLC-1:2, (D) TNO–OLC-1:5, (E) TNO–NS-1:2, and (F) TNO–NS-1:5.
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7371). The signal intensity of either carbon onions or carbon
nanohorns is small compared to the metal oxide phase, and we
will later discuss the carbon structure based on Raman data.

Using Rietveld-tting, we quantied the phase amount and
lattice constants of Ti2Nb10O29, (Ti,Nb)O2. As seen from the data
provided in Table 3, all samples showed nanoscale Ti2Nb10O29

with domain sizes of about 25–40 nm. Slightly larger domain
sizes (36–38 nm) are found for TNO synthesized in the absence
of carbon, compared to TNO–C hybrids (25–27 nm). In contrast,

the characteristic peak broadening per nite domain size was
not present for (Ti,Nb)O2 which corresponds with a coherence
length of about 100 nm. TNO-1:2, TNO-1:5, TNO–OLC-1:2, and
TNO–OLC-1:5 predominately are composed of Ti2Nb10O29 (87–
95mass%). In contrast, TNO hybridized with carbon nanohorns
show a large amount of (Ti,Nb)O2, namely 70 mass% for TNO–
NS-1:2 and 40 mass% for TNO–NS-1:5. For all samples, we also
see an increased amount of the desired Ti2Nb10O29 phase for
the initial 1 : 5 stoichiometry, which aligns with the corre-
sponding Ti : Nb ratio.

We further characterized the nanoscale phases of TNO and
carbon with scanning electron (SEM) and transmission electron
micrography (TEM). Scanning electron micrographs of TNO
and TNO–C hybrid samples are presented in Fig. 4, and there
are metal oxide agglomerates with a particle size ranging from
ca. 10 nm to of about 100 nm for all materials. TNO-1:2 and
TNO-1:5 (Fig. 4A and B) show a seemingly coarser texture, with
the latter appearing slightly larger in agglomerate size

Fig. 5 Transmission electron micrographs of (A) TNO-1:2, (B) TNO-1:5, (C) TNO–OLC-1:2, (D) TNO–OLC-1:5, (E) TNO–NS-1:2, and (F) TNO–
NS-1:5. White contours are outlining selected carbon onions while colored contours outline individual metal oxide domains (matching the color
code used in other graphs).

Fig. 6 Background-corrected Raman spectra of TNO-1:2, TNO-1:5,
TNO–OLC-1:2, TNO–OLC-1:5, TNO–NS-1:2, and TNO–NS-1:5. All
data were normalized to the intensity of the carbon D-mode as 100%
and the intensity at 3500 cm!1 as 0%.

Table 4 Results of the carbon-related Raman peak analysis

D mode (cm!1) G mode (cm!1)

ID/IG ratioPosition FWHM Position FWHM

OLC 1343 57 1594 57 1.6
TNO–OLC-1:2 1342 56 1596 56 1.9
TNO–OLC-1:5 1344 59 1597 57 1.8
NS 1333 54 1591 48 1.5
TNO–NS-1:2 1336 50 1599 45 1.2
TNO–NS-1:5 1334 52 1600 44 1.3
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compared to the former. The TNO–OLC-1:2 and TNO–OLC-1:5
samples (Fig. 4C and D) show small agglomerates of carbon
onions with small metal oxide clusters. As shown in Fig. 4E and
F, carbon nanohorn agglomerates are distributed along with the
metal oxide particles, and we locally can nd metal oxide

particles larger than 100–200 nm. The formation of carbon
onion agglomerates leads to abundant inter-particle pores,
whereby the TNO growth was partially conned. Individual
carbon nanohorn particles are 5- to 10-times larger than carbon
onion which creates a signicantly larger interparticle space.

Fig. 7 (A, B) The 1st and 2nd cycles of cyclic voltammograms recorded at 0.1 mV s!1 of TNO–C and TNO+Cmaterials with amolar (A) Ti : Nb ratio
of 1 : 2 or (B) 1 : 5. The first-cycle data are presented by solid lines, the second-cycle data by dashed lines. (C, D) Galvanostatic charge/discharge
profiles of the 5th cycle at 0.01 A g!1 of samples with (C) Ti : Nb ratio of 1 : 2 and (D) 1 : 5 between 1.0 V and 2.8 V vs. Li/Li+. (E, F) The specific
capacity of TNO–C and TNO+C samples obtained from galvanostatic charge/discharge cycling at different specific current for rate capability
and their Coulombic efficiency at a Ti : Nb molar ratio of (E) 1 : 2 or (F) 1 : 5.
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Due to the dimensional difference, the metal oxide size and
morphology of materials differ. These ndings at higher reso-
lution are conrmed by scanning electron micrographs recor-
ded at lower magnication (ESI, Fig. S3†).

Transmission electron micrographs allow us to better char-
acterize the nanocrystals contained within larger agglomerates.
As seen in Fig. 5A and B, TNO-1:2 and TNO-1:5 show crystalline
lattice spacings of 0.94 nm and 0.99 nm indicating (002)- and
(10!2)-planes of Ti2Nb10O29. Similar values are found for all other
samples, too. The TEM images of TNO–OLC samples (Fig. 5C and
D) show carbon onion agglomerates and the TNO nanoparticles
located between single carbon onions. TNO–NS samples (Fig. 5E
and F) also show well-hybridized and distributed metal oxide
particles between the carbon nanohorn agglomerates.

Raman spectroscopy was performed for further phase anal-
ysis (Fig. 6). For TNO-1:2, TNO-1:5, TNO–OLC-1:2, and TNO–
OLC-1:5 samples, the peaks at 541 cm!1, 648 cm!1, 894 cm!1,
and 1000 cm!1 are consistent with edge-shared and corner-
shared TiO6- and NbO6-octahedra in alignment with previous
reports on Ti2Nb10O29.16,58–60 The very small Ti2Nb10O29 signal
intensity in hybrid samples based on carbon nanohorns results
from the lower relative amount of this specic phase and the
higher amount of weakly Raman-active (Ti,Nb)O2.61

The spectra of hybrid materials with either carbon onions or
carbon nanohorns show the distinct peaks of incompletely
graphitic carbon, namely the D-mode at 1335–1345 cm!1 and the
G-mode at 1597–1599 cm!1, and a pronounced range of over-
tones mode between 2300–3400 cm!1. The peak position and
FWHM of each D- and G-mode and the integral of the ID/IG ratio
are obtained by four Voigt peak tting and presented in Table 4.
The deconvolution results of the Raman spectra via Voigt peak
tting of carbon onion and nanohorns are presented in ESI,
Fig. S4.† The D-mode relates to the ring-breathing modes of sp2-
hybridized carbon atoms due to the presence of defects, and the
G-mode represents bond stretching of all pairs of sp2-hybridized
carbon.62,63 The obtained ID/IG ratios and peak width values
conrm that carbon onions and carbon nanohorns consist of
nanocrystalline graphitic carbon with little difference between
the two nanocarbon materials. Aer the hybridization of carbon
onions and carbon nanohorns with TNO metal oxides, the ID/IG
ratio, peak width, and peak position only slightly vary; this indi-
cates that the degree of carbon ordering does not signicantly
change aer the synthesis and hybridization.62

XPS was conducted to determine the chemical states of Ti
and Nb in our TNO–C hybrid and TNO+C composite electrodes.
The XPS results are depicted in Fig. S5 in ESI.† The resulting
peaks at 207.4 eV (Nb 3d5/2), 210.2 eV (Nb 3d3/2), 458.8 eV (Ti 2p3/
2), and 464.2 eV (Ti 2p1/2) show that the chemical state of Nb and
Ti in our TNO samples consists of Nb5+ and Ti4+ in alignment
with Ti2O10Nb29 and (Ti,Nb)O2.17,64 Other oxidation states of Nb
or Ti were not found despite the different synthesis conditions
of Air and Ar.

3.3. Electrochemical performance

We tested the electrochemical performance using a lithium
metal disc as the counter electrode and the reference electrode

and assembled CR2032 coin cells. As a rst step towards the
comprehensive electrochemical characterization, we have
carried out cyclic voltammetry. Fig. 7A and B show the rst and
second voltammetric cycle of hybrid and composite TNO
samples with Ti : Nb ratio of 1 : 2 and 1 : 5 at a scan rate of
0.1 mV s!1 between 1.0 V and 2.8 V vs. Li/Li+. The data of all
samples show a cathodic (lithiation) peak at 1.6 V vs. Li/Li+, and
an anodic (delithiation) peak at 1.7 V vs. Li/Li+ which are related
to the redox couple of Nb5+/Nb4+.65 The broad peaks between
1.0 V and 1.4 V vs. Li/Li+ are commonly attributed to the Nb4+/
Nb3+ redox couple, and the peaks at 1.75 V and 2.0 V vs. Li/Li+

can be attributed to Ti4+/Ti3+.65,66 Aer the rst cycle, TNO–OLC-
1:2 and TNO–NS-1:2 show distinctive change of the cathodic
peaks, which is presumably related to the irreversible insertion
of Li+ ions into the nanosized TNO crystal structure during the
rst lithiation–delithiation cycle.66 TNO–NS-1:2 also displays
low amplitude of redox peaks and larger anodic and cathodic
peaks separation which relates to the presence of the rutile-type
(Ti,Nb)O2 phase which has a lower charge storage capacity.67

To quantify the charge/discharge kinetics (Table 5), we tted
the data by assuming:

i ¼ avb (3)

where a and b are variables, i is the specic current (mA g!1),
and v is the scan rate (mV s!1). From the analysis of the variable
b, we can approximate the contribution of diffusion-controlled
(b ¼ 0.5) and surface-controlled (b ¼ 1) processes to the over-
all measured current.68,69 We used the cathodic peak currents
for scan rates of 0.1–2.0 mV s!1 to obtain b-values in the oper-
ating potential range of 1.0–2.8 V vs. Li/Li+ (ESI, Fig. S6†). When
testing the TNO+C composite electrodes, we obtained b-values
of 0.56 (TNO-1:2+OLC), 0.53 (TNO-1:2+NS), 0.56 (TNO-1:5+OLC),
and 0.47 (TNO-1:5+NS). The hybrid TNO samples showed b-
values of 0.68 (TNO–OLC-1:2), 0.71 (TNO–OLC-1:5), 0.81 (TNO–
NS-1:2), and 0.69 (TNO–NS-1:5). The higher b-values for hybrid
TNO–OLC samples and TNO–NS samples than composite elec-
trodes indicate less limitation of solid-state diffusion when
carbon onions and carbon nanohorns are hybridized during
synthesis.31 It means that abundant electron pathways to TNO
surface sites provided by carbon onions and carbon nanohorns

Table 5 Calculated b-values from cyclic voltammetry at different scan
rates and specific capacities from galvanostatic charge/discharge
cycling in the range of 1.0–2.8 V vs. Li/Li+

b-value

Capacity (mA h g!1)

0.01 A g!1 1 A g!1

TNO–OLC-1:2 0.68 286 198
TNO–OLC-1:5 0.71 290 197
TNO–NS-1:2 0.81 160 87
TNO–NS-1:5 0.69 187 40
TNO-1:2+OLC 0.56 259 123
TNO-1:2+NS 0.53 254 159
TNO-1:5+OLC 0.56 235 116
TNO-1:5+NS 0.47 243 102
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in the hybrid materials are highly benecial. This should
translate to a faster charge/discharge process and more favor-
able cycling kinetics, as we will explore via galvanostatic charge/
discharge cycling at different rates.

Before we further explore the galvanostatic rate handling, we
rst present data for the h galvanostatic charge/discharge
cycle at 0.01 A g!1 for all the TNO–C hybrid and TNO+C
composite in Fig. 7C and D. The lithiation prole of all hybrid
and composite samples shows rst lithiation regime from 2.0–
1.7 V vs. Li/Li+, followed by a plateau around 1.7 V vs. Li/Li+, then
linearly decreases aer the plateau from 1.6–1.0 V vs. Li/Li+.
These ndings agree with the results from cyclic voltammetry.
The delithiation prole of composite TNO-1:5+C samples
present more distinctive plateau separations at 1.7 V vs. Li/Li+

and the capacity increases between 1.7–2.0 V vs. Li/Li+ than
TNO-1:2 samples which can be ascribed to the existence of Ti4+/
Ti3+ peaks in TNO-1:5 samples at 1.7–2.0 V vs. Li/Li+ in the
corresponding cyclic voltammogram.

The galvanostatic rate capability was tested between
0.01 A g!1 and 10 A g!1 (Fig. 7E and F). The capacity values were
normalized to the metal oxide mass of electrode to provide an
easier comparison between TNO hybridized with carbon
nanohorns and carbon onions and their mere physical mixture
composites. As shown in ESI, Fig. S7,† the capacity obtained
during galvanostatic rate capability tests in the potential range
of 1.0–2.8 V vs. Li/Li+ for carbon onions and carbon nanohorns
are around 30–40 mA h g!1 at low rates. With a mass content of
about 15–20% in the hybrid and composite materials, the
charge storage contribution of the carbon species is minor. For
TNO materials obtained from a 1 : 2 molar ratio of Ti : Nb
(Fig. 7E), we recorded during galvanostatic cycling at a specic
current rate of 0.01 A g!1 in the potential range from 1.0–2.8 V
vs. Li/Li+ the lowest performance for TNO–NS-1:2, with an initial
capacity of about 163 mA h g!1. This sample also showed the
highest amount of the electrochemically less favorable niobian
rutile phase (Ti,Nb)O2 by XRD analysis. The importance of the
crystal phase is revealed when comparing the hybrid (TNO–NS-
1:2) and the composite (TNO-1:2+NS) electrode performance;
here the initial TNO-1:2 grains were mostly composed of
Ti2Nb10O29 as found by XRD; only the presence of carbon

nanohorns during the TNO particle synthesis shied the
outcome in favor of (Ti,Nb)O2. Therefore, we obtained a much
higher initial specic capacity for TNO-1:2+NS of 240 mA h g!1

since carbon nanohorns only served as a conductive additive for
Ti2Nb10O29 in this case. TNO–OLC-1:2 provided the highest
initial capacity of about 284 mA h g!1, which was higher than
the composite TNO-1:2+OLC (ca. 247 mA h g!1). This may result
from the overall small agglomerate size of TNO particles, as was
seen from scanning electron micrographs (Fig. 4). Yet, as the
specic current is increased, we see a much better rate handling
ability of hybrid TNO–OLC-1:2 (165 mA h g!1 at 2 A g!1; !42%)
compared to composite TNO-1:2+OLC (94 mA h g!1 at 2 A g!1;
!62%) because of the better charge transport of the former.
This aligns with the rather large capacity loss of about 20% with
the capacity measured when returning to a specic current of
0.01 A g!1 aer the rate handling testing. We also noticed
a more unstable performance for TNO–OLC-1:2 at the 65th cycle
when resuming low-rate operation.

For the set of samples obtained from a Ti : Nb ratio of 1 : 5
(Fig. 7F), we see again the poorest overall performance for TNO–
NS-1:5 per the large amount of (Ti,Nb)O2 with an initial capacity
of 186 mA h g!1. This is about 20 mA h g!1 higher than TNO–
NS-1:2 because of the higher relative amount of the electro-
chemically more favorable phase Ti2Nb10O29 (Table 3). Poorer
rate capability is observed for TNO–NS-1:5, possibly due to less
distribution of synthesized TNO phase within the hybrid
material as seen from Fig. 4. The best initial charge storage
capacity is found for TNO–OLC-1:5 (290 mA h g!1), which
presents almost the same rate handling as TNO–OLC-1:2, but
slightly higher absolute value than TNO–OLC-1:2 ascribed to
the less content of (Ti,Nb)O2 phase (Table 3). This aligns with
the very similar particle morphology (Fig. 4) of both materials.
TNO–OLC-1:5 hybrid material can also maintain a larger
percentage of the initial capacity at a higher rate (169 mA h g!1

at 2 A g!1; !42%) compared to composite TNO-1:5+OLC
(220 mA h g!1 at 0.01 A g!1; 96 mA h g!1 at 2 A g!1; !56%). In
alignment with the performance of TNO–OLC-1:2, we also see
for TNO–OLC-1:5 a less stable performance aer the resuming
low-rate operation at the 65th cycle. The cycling operation did

Fig. 8 Galvanostatic charge/discharge cycling performance stability at a specific current of 1 A g!1 for (A) TNO–C hybrid materials and (B)
TNO+C composite materials for 800 cycles. In each case, we carried out a set of 10 initial cycles at 0.05 A g!1 for conditioning.
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not affect the structure of the samples evidenced by SEM anal-
ysis aer cycling (ESI, Fig. S3†).

The comparison of TNO-1:2+OLC and TNO-1:2+NS (Fig. 7E)
allows us to directly compare carbon onions and nanohorns as
a conductive additive since the metal oxide phase structure is
identical in both cases. Our data show a very similar initial
performance at round 240 mA h g!1 for both composite elec-
trodes; yet, the rate handling and performance stability is
higher when using carbon nanohorns compared to carbon
onions. This may show the importance of local phase distri-
bution of the metal oxide and carbon phases throughout the
electrode which seems to be better for carbon nanohorns, at
least for our electrode preparation protocol.13 A contradictory
pattern is seen when comparing TNO-1:5+OLC and TNO-1:5+NS
(Fig. 7F): the initial capacity and the power performance of TNO-
1:5+OLC is consistently higher to that of TNO-1:5+NS. Possibly,
the slightly larger agglomerate size of TNO-1:5 compared to
TNO-1:2 may favor carbon onions over carbon nanohorns as
a better conductive additive.

As a nal test for the electrochemical performance, we show
in Fig. 8 the galvanostatic charge/discharge cycling stability. 800
cycles at a specic current of 1 A g!1 were carried out aer an
initial 10 cycles at 0.05 A g!1 for conditioning of the cells.
Among the hybrid samples (Fig. 8A), TNO–C electrodes based
on carbon nanohorns show the lowest absolute performance.
TNO–OLC-1:2, TNO–OLC-1:5, and TNO–NS-1:5 show a similar
decrease rate of about 80–100 mA h g!1 per cycle, reaching
156 mA h g!1 (!26%), 152 mA h g!1 (!24%), and 83 mA h g!1

(!39%), respectively, aer 800 cycles. The only exception is
TNO–NS-1:2, which was the sample dominated by (Ti,Nb)O2.
This sample showed a rather stable electrochemical perfor-
mance, reaching 100 mA h g!1 aer 800 cycles (!9%). The
composite samples (Fig. 8B) show all a very similar trend with

a decrease in specic capacity of about 30–35 mA h g!1 per cycle
between the 400th and 800th cycle. Among these samples, TNO-
1:2+OLC yielded the lowest capacity aer 800 cycles
(78 mA h g!1) while TNO-1:2+NS showed the highest capacity
retention (123 mA h g!1).

As can be seen in Table 6, other works of Ti2Nb10O29 in
combination with carbon have reported values for the specic
capacity from 248 mA h g!1 (solvothermal synthesis; ref. 26) to
307 mA h g!1 (electrospun; ref. 29). These data are consistent
with the best-measured performance of our sample TNO–OLC-
1:5 with an initial capacity of 290 mA h g!1 at 0.01 A g!1 (cor-
responding with a C-rate of about 0.03C). While difficult to
compare with other works per differences in setup and opera-
tion condition, we also align with other reports for the rate
handling. Previous works have shown a specic capacity of 93–
212 mA h g!1 at rates up to 20C compared to 169 mA h g!1 at
2 A g!1 (ca. 7C) for TNO–OLC-1:5. We also conrmed promising
cycling stability since both TNO–OLC-1:2 and TNO–OLC-1:5
maintained about 75% of the capacity aer 800 galvanostatic
charge/discharge cycles at 1 A g!1.

3.4. Electrochemical performance of full-cells

To further explore the performance of TNO-hybrid materials in
practical applications, we used a full-cell setup. The best per-
forming TNO–OLC-1:5 was then employed as a negative elec-
trode in full-cell and activated carbon (AC) electrode as
a positive electrode. For the full-cell assembly, we chose a 1 : 3
ratio of the active mass when comparing the negative and
positive electrode, considering the specic capacity and the rate
capability of each electrode. The full-cell was then pre-cycled at
1 A g!1 for 10 cycles then prior to the galvanostatic charge/
discharge cycles at different specic currents from 0.025 A g!1

Table 6 Comparison of electrochemical performance of previously reported TNOmaterials with various synthesis methods. We added only the
highest performance data from our current work to the comparison table (TNO–OLC-1:5)

Material Synthesis
Potential
range Specic capacity Rate capability Cycling stability Ref.

Ti2Nb10O29/reduced
graphene oxide

Solid-state reaction, ball
milling

2.5–1.0 V 256 mA h g!1 at
30 mA g!1

165 mA h g!1 at
500 mA g!1

70% aer 50 cycles Ref. 33

Ti2Nb10O29/C Solid-state reaction 2.5–1.0 V 296 mA h g!1 at 1C 204 mA h g!1 at 30C 95% aer 100 cycles Ref. 70
Ti2Nb10O29

nanobers
Electro-spinning 3.0–1.0 V 304 mA h g!1 at

50 mA g!1
93 mA h g!1 at
15 A g!1

50% aer 2000 cycles Ref. 28

Ti2Nb10O29 porous
nanospheres

Solvothermal synthesis 3.0–1.0 V 248 mA h g!1 at 0.1C 95 mA h g!1 at 20C 83% aer 500 cycles Ref. 26

Ti2Nb10O29 porous
nanospheres

Solvothermal synthesis 3.0–1.0 V 282 mA h g!1 at 0.1C 215 mA h g!1 at 10C 90% aer 500 cycles Ref. 71

TiNb2O7 nanobers Electro-spinning 3.0–1.0 V 268 mA h g!1 at
100 mA g!1

150 mA h g!1 at
1 A g!1

91% aer 250 cycles Ref. 27

TiCr0.5Nb10.5O29/
carbon nanotube
nanocomposite

Direct hydrolysis 3.0–0.8 V 297 mA h g!1 at 0.1C 206 mA h g!1 at 20C 95% aer 100 cycles Ref. 72

Ti2Nb10O29 hollow
nanobers

Electro-spinning 3.0–0.8 V 307 mA h g!1 at 0.1C 136 mA h g!1 at 20C 70% aer 500 cycles Ref. 29

TiNb2O7 nanorods Sol–gel synthesis 3.0–1.0 V 279 mA h g!1 at 0.1C 122 mA h g!1 at 20C 91% aer 100 cycles Ref. 73
Ti2Nb10O29/carbon
onion nanohybrid

Sol–gel synthesis 2.8–1.0 V 290 mA h g!1 at
10 mA g!1 (ca. 0.03C)

169 mA h g!1 at
2 A g!1 (ca. 7C)

76% aer 800 cycles
(at 1 A g!1)

This
work
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to 10 A g!1. The electrode potential prole during galvanostatic
charge/discharge at a specic current of 0.05 A g!1 is depicted in
Fig. 9A. The voltage prole of the positive electrode shows
a linear increase to 4.3 V vs. Li/Li+ and decrease to 3.2 V vs. Li/
Li+, which is associated with ion electrosorption at the AC
electrode surface. The charging prole of the negative TNO–
OLC-1:5 electrode shows three regimes between 2.3 V and 1.6 V
vs. Li/Li+ in agreement with the insertion potential shown in
Fig. 7D; the discharge step also presents three regimes corre-
sponding with the extraction of inserted Li+ ions. Fig. 9B pres-
ents the trade-off between specic power and specic energy
(Ragone plot). The specic power and specic energy values
were calculated using the total mass of the negative and the
positive electrode. The full-cell conguration showed a perfor-
mance of 50 W h kg!1 at 10 W kg!1 and 14 W h kg!1 at 17 kW
kg!1, with an energy efficiency of 89% and 52%, respectively.

4. Conclusions
We have synthesized nano-TNO hybridized either with carbon
nanohorns or carbon onions by using a sol–gel method and
subsequent heat treatment. The synthesis of TNO–C hybrid
materials using carbon onions yielded predominately
Ti2Nb10O29 with an average domain size of about 20–30 nm; the
presence of carbon nanohorns shied the synthesis product in
favor of niobian rutile (Ti,Nb)O2. When synthesizing TNO
particles without the presence of carbon, we obtained also
nanoscale powder with average domain sizes of about 40 nm.
Smaller domains of Ti2Nb10O29 below 30 nm were found in our
hybrid samples; yet, the presence of carbon nanohorns modi-
ed the crystal structure and we found large amounts of niobian
rutile (Ti,Nb)O2 with larger domain sizes (>100 nm). The latter
had a less favorable electrochemical energy storage capacity in
1 M LiPF6 in EC/DMC operated compared to Ti2Nb10O29. The
highest specic capacity values were afforded by hybrids of TNO
and carbon onions with an initial capacity of 284 mA h g!1 for
TNO–OLC-1:2 and 290 mA h g!1 for TNO–OLC-1:5. When using

carbon onions merely as a conductive additive in combination
with TNO-1:2 or TNO-1:5, the resulting composite electrode also
provided an initial specic capacity of about 240 mA h g!1. This
result clearly shows the strong inuence of the carbon substrate
on the crystal structure of TNO by hybridization. The selection
of appropriate carbon substrates enables good electrochemical
performance, but the difference in the crystal structure of the
lithium-insertion compound may severely outweigh any inu-
ence of the hybrid-vs.-composite electrode design.
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44 M. Zeiger, N. Jäckel, V. N. Mochalin and V. Presser, J. Mater.

Chem. A, 2016, 4, 3172–3196.
45 N. Karousis, I. Suarez-Martinez, C. P. Ewels and

N. Tagmatarchis, Chem. Rev., 2016, 116, 4850–4883.
46 I. Suarez-Martinez, N. Grobert and C. P. Ewels, Carbon, 2012,

50, 741–747.
47 P. J. F. Harris, S. C. Tsang, J. B. Claridge and M. L. H. Green,

J. Chem. Soc., Faraday Trans., 1994, 90, 2799–2802.
48 S. Mauro, US Pat., 7,125,525, 2006.
49 S. M. Unni, S. N. Bhange, R. Illathvalappil, N. Mutneja,

K. R. Patil and S. Kurungot, Small, 2015, 11, 352–360.
50 A. Tolosa, S. Fleischmann, I. Grobelsek and V. Presser, ACS

Appl. Energy Mater., 2018, 1, 3790–3801.
51 G. Y. Gor, M. Thommes, K. A. Cychosz and A. V. Neimark,

Carbon, 2012, 50, 1583–1590.
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SϮ 

 
Fig. S1: Thermogravimetric analysis of samples under an air atmosphere for the 

characterization of the amount of carbon. 
 
 

 
Fig. S2: Crystal structures of (A) Ti2Nb10O29 (PDF 72-0159) and (B) rutile-type (Ti,Nb)O2 

(PDF 72-7371). Selected coordination octahedra of oxygen surrounding niobium / 
titanium are added for visualization purposes. 

  



Sϯ 

 
Fig. S3: Scanning electron micrographs of the hybrid and composite electrodes. The label 

͞posƚ͟ demarks samples ƚhaƚ ǁere inǀesƚigaƚed posƚ-mortem, that is, after 
extended cycling. 

  



Sϰ 

 
Fig. S4: (A) Raman spectra of carbon onions and carbon nanohorns. D- and G-mode peak 

fitting for (B) carbon onions and (C) carbon nanohorns. 
 
 

 
Fig. S5: The XPS spectra of (A-B) Nb 3d and (C-D) Ti 2p for TNO-C hybrid and TNO+C 

composite electrodes. 



Sϱ 

 
Fig. S6: Plot of log(scan rate) vs. log(peak current) of the lithiation (cathodic) in the 

potential range 1.0-2.8 V vs. Li/Li+ at scan rates of 0.1-2.0 mV/s and the linear 
fitting of each sample. 

 
 

 
Fig. S7: The specific capacity of electrodes consisting of carbon onions (OLC) or carbon 

nanohorns (NS) obtained from galvanostatic charge/discharge cycling at different 
specific current for rate capability and their Coulombic efficiency between 1.0-
2.8 V vs. Li/Li+. 

  



Sϲ 

Table S1: List of the samples and their synthesis conditions according to hybridized carbon 
substrates. 

 
Carbon 

sƵbsƚraƚe 
Ti͗Nb raƚio 

of precƵrsor 
SǇnƚhesis 

aƚmosphere 
Sample 
name 

Carbon onions ϭ͗Ϯ Argon TNOͲOLCͲϭ͗Ϯ 
ϭ͗ϱ Argon TNOͲOLCͲϭ͗ϱ 

Carbon nanohorns ϭ͗Ϯ Argon TNOͲNSͲϭ͗Ϯ 
ϭ͗ϱ Argon TNOͲNSͲϭ͗ϱ 

No carbon ϭ͗Ϯ Air TNOͲϭ͗Ϯ 
ϭ͗ϱ Air TNOͲϭ͗ϱ 
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Fast and stable lithium-ion storage kinetics of
anatase titanium dioxide/carbon onion hybrid
electrodes†

Eunho Lim, a Hwirim Shim, ab Simon Fleischmann ab and Volker Presser *ab

Research on alternatives to replace conventional graphite anodes is needed to advance lithium-ion battery

technology. In this work, an anatase nano-TiO2/carbon onion hybrid material (nano-TiO2–C) is introduced

as a rapid and stable lithium storage anode material, synthesized by a simple synthetic route using tailored

sol–gel chemistry. The nano-TiO2–C hybrid material provides highly reversible capacity (166 mA h g!1 at

0.02 A g!1), promising rate capability (61 mA h g!1 at 5 A g!1), and long-term cycle stability (capacity

retention: 94% at 1 A g!1 for 1000 cycles). We demonstrate that hybridization of nano-TiO2 with carbon

onions improves the high rate performance significantly.

1. Introduction
Li-ion batteries (LIBs) with graphite anodes are today the main
energy storage device for portable electronics such as mobile
phones and laptops.1,2 The current research seeks to overcome
the sluggish Li+ insertion/extraction kinetics in graphite to meet
the increasing demands for high power applications.3 Also, the
low Li+ storage potential of graphite can cause safety problems
because lithium-plating can occur at around 0 V vs. Li/Li+.4

Therefore, alternative anode materials are explored. One
promising candidate are polymorphs of TiO2 such as anatase or
rutile.5,6 Among various TiO2 phases, the anatase crystal struc-
ture offers a particularly benecial Li+ insertion/extraction
behavior.7–10 Firstly, the Li+ insertion/extraction potential is
located at around 1.7 V vs. Li/Li+, whereby anatase TiO2 does not
suffer from lithium-plating.11 Secondly, the volume changes of
anatase TiO2 are very low during cycling (<4%).12 These two
properties imply that anatase TiO2may provide stable long-term
performance. Thirdly, LIBs with anatase TiO2 can use a cost-
attractive and lightweight Al current collector for anode
instead of expensive and heavy Cu. This replacement is possible
because the alloying reaction between Li+ and Al does not occur
in the potential range for electrochemical reaction of anatase
TiO2 with Li+ (1.0–3.0 V vs. Li/Li+).13 However, the main draw-
back of anatase TiO2 as an electrode material is its poor elec-
trical conductivity and relatively low Li+ diffusion rate.14–16

One effective strategy to enable fast charge/discharge
kinetics is to reduce the particle size of anatase TiO2 by use of
nanoscale materials. Well-designed nanomaterial electrodes
provide advantages such as a large electrode–electrolyte inter-
face area and shortened lengths for Li+ diffusion and electron
transport.17,18 Also, nanosizing the electrode material gives rise
to pseudocapacitive reactions associated with surface or near-
surface redox reactions with Li+, which are kinetically not
limited by solid-state diffusion.19–22 Therefore, the use of
nanoscale particles improves the charge transfer kinetics of the
system by reducing limitations posed by Li+ diffusion in anatase
TiO2 and providing easier access to charge storage sites.
Another effective strategy for enhanced energy storage kinetics
is the hybridization of anatase TiO2 with conductive carbon
materials (e.g., graphene or carbon nanotubes).23–25 The carbon
materials create electronic pathways to compensate for the poor
electronic conductivity of anatase TiO2. In a previous study, we
introduced carbon onions as a substrate for atomic layer
deposited metal oxide/carbon hybrids.26 Capitalizing on the
high intrinsic conductivity of carbon onions and small particle
size of 5–10 nm with 0-D nanostructure, they are well-suited to
form a homogenously distributed conductive network
throughout the electrode.27 Carbon onions consist of several
stacked spherical shells of graphitic carbon and can be ob-
tained by thermal annealing of nanodiamonds in either an inert
gas atmosphere or vacuum.28 They form mostly mesopores in
the voids between the spherical particles that are well-suited to
promote the formation of homogeneously distributed, nano-
sized anatase TiO2 domains. They belong to the family of
spherical, highly conductive carbon materials, and share
structural similarities with other carbons like PUREBLACK
carbon.29,30 We believe that concurrent use of the two strategies
(hybrid material with nano-engineering) will signicantly
enhance the electrochemical performance of anatase TiO2
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because the intrinsic properties of anatase TiO2 highly depend
on its morphology, crystallite size, and conductivity.31–33

In this work, we report on nanosized anatase TiO2/carbon
onion hybrid materials (nano-TiO2–C) as a rapid and stable Li+

insertion host easily synthesized by tailored sol–gel chemistry.
The nano-TiO2–C electrodes delivered higher capacity and
excellent rate capability as well as stable long-term cycling
performance compared to nano-TiO2 synthesized without
carbon onions. We investigated the electrochemical perfor-
mance of the nano-TiO2–C as LIB anode by using cyclic vol-
tammetry analysis and galvanostatic intermittent titration
technique. We demonstrate that hybridization with carbon
onions signicantly improves the electrochemical performance
by enhancing the diffusion kinetics by shortened diffusion
paths for Li+ and lowering the internal resistance of the mate-
rial. Furthermore, we compare the power handling of the nano-
TiO2–C hybrid material with commercial anatase TiO2 and
commercial graphite. Our results will show the importance of
rational design by hybridization for LIB electrode materials.

2. Experimental description
2.1. Materials

2.1.1. Synthesis of nano-TiO2–C, nano-TiO2, com-TiO2, and
com-graphite. For the synthesis of an anatase nano-TiO2/carbon
onion hybrid material (nano-TiO2–C), 1 mL of titanium iso-
propoxide (TTIP, Sigma Aldrich) was mixed with 5 mL of tetra-
hydrofuran (THF, Sigma Aldrich) with appropriate stirring at
room temperature. Then, 0.36 mL of 35–37% hydrochloric acid
(concentrated HCl, Sigma Aldrich) was added dropwise to the
TTIP/THF mixture solution with continuous stirring for 1 h. To
hybridize the synthesized TiOx sols with carbon onions, the
synthesized TiOx sols were homogeneously mixed with carbon
onion (0.05 g) by a wet impregnation method. Then, the
prepared TiOx/carbon onion hybrid material was dried at 40 "C
overnight under a vacuum condition. Subsequently, the
prepared TiOx/carbon onion hybrid material was dried at 80 "C
overnight. For crystallization of TiOx to anatase TiO2, the
prepared TiOx/carbon onion hybrid material was heat-treated in
Ar atmosphere at 400 "C for 2 h with heating/cooling rate of
1 "C min!1. The anatase nano-TiO2 (nano-TiO2) material
without carbon onions was synthesized with the same method
mentioned above, but just without the addition of carbon
onions. And, commercial anatase TiO2 (com-TiO2) and
commercial graphite (com-graphite) were purchased from
Sigma Aldrich and Graphite Kropfmühl, respectively.

2.1.2. Synthesis of carbon onions. Carbon onions were
prepared using thermal annealing of a detonation nano-
diamond precursor (average diameter ca. 5 nm, NaBond Tech-
nologies) in Ar atmosphere at 1700 "C for 1 h with heating/
cooling rate of 20 "C min!1 in a high-temperature furnace
(Thermal Technology Inc.).34

2.2. Materials characterization

2.2.1. Structural and chemical characterization. For X-ray
diffraction (XRD) measurements, a D8 Discover (Bruker AXS)

diffractometer with a Cu X-ray source (Cu-Ka, 40 kV, 40 mA) and
a two-dimensional detector (VANTEC-500) was employed.
Transmission electron microscopy (TEM) was conducted using
a 2100F system (JEOL) at an operating voltage of 200 kV.
Elemental mappings were carried out by energy dispersive X-ray
spectrometer (EDX) with a Thermo Fisher Scientic EDX
detector (UltraDry). To obtain Raman spectra, a Renishaw inVia
Raman Microscope was employed using an Nd:YAG laser with
an excitation wavelength of 532 nm and a power of about 0.2
mW. A 50# objective (numeric aperture: 0.9) and a 2400 lines
per mm grating was used reaching a resolution of 1.2 cm!1. For
thermogravimetric analysis (TGA), a TG 209 F1 Libra system
(Netzsch) was employed.

2.2.2. Electrochemical measurements. For the preparation
of TiO2 electrodes (nano-TiO2–C, nano-TiO2, and com-TiO2) and
the com-graphite electrode, the active materials (80 mass%),
additive carbon (acetylene carbon black, 10 mass%, Alfa Aesar),
and polyvinylidene uoride (PVDF, 10 mass%, Alfa Aesar)
binder were homogeneously mixed in a solution of N-methyl-2-
pyrrolidone (NMP, Sigma Aldrich). The prepared slurries were
casted on Cu collectors via doctor-blading. The prepared elec-
trodes were dried at 60 "C for 6 h and aerward at 110 "C
overnight under vacuum. The dried electrodes were roll-
pressed, and the mass loading and thickness of the electrodes
were controlled in the range of 1.4–1.6 mg cm!2 and 35–40 mm,
respectively; the diameter of the electrode discs was 1.4 cm.
Metallic lithium was employed as the counter electrode and as
the reference electrode. We used 2032-type coin cells for all
electrochemical tests. 1 M LiPF6 in ethylene carbonate (EC)/
dimethyl carbonate (DMC; 1 : 1 by volume, purchased from
BASF, battery grade) was employed as the electrolyte, and
Whatman GF/F glass microber lters were used as the sepa-
rator. The galvanostatic charge–discharge tests were conducted
using an Arbin battery cycler, and the used currents for galva-
nostatic tests were based on the mass of active materials (e.g.,
nano-TiO2–C). For the galvanostatic intermittent titration
technique (GITT), we applied a specic current of 0.02 A g!1 for
30 min to conrm the closed–circuit voltage (CCV) and turned
off for 10 h to characterize the quasi-open-circuit voltage
(QOCV). Cyclic voltammetry was carried out with a potentiostat/
galvanostat (VSP300, Bio-Logic). The potential range of all
electrochemical tests was 1.0–3.0 V vs. Li/Li+.

3. Results and discussion
3.1. Material characterization

The anatase nano-TiO2/carbon onion hybrid material (nano-
TiO2–C) was synthesized by using tailored sol–gel chemistry. A
schematic illustration of our synthesis approach is shown in
Fig. 1A. Titanium isopropoxide (TTIP) is usually used as a TiO2

precursor, but its extreme hydrolysis and condensation under
normal condition (pH $7) would lead to highly aggregated TiOx

sols. To overcome this problem, we employed tailored sol–gel
chemistry by using acidic conditions to synthesize nanosized
anatase TiO2 particles. First, TTIP was mixed with tetrahydro-
furan (THF), and then the concentrated hydrochloric acid (HCl)
was injected into the solution. Concentrated HCl is employed as

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2018 J. Mater. Chem. A, 2018, 6, 9480–9488 | 9481
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both reactant (H2O) and acid catalyst to precisely tailor hydrolysis
and condensation rate of TTIP. We did this to accelerate the
hydrolysis of TTIP in acidic media with inhibited inorganic
condensation, resulting in the synthesis of nanosized TiOx

sols.35,36 Subsequently, the nanosized TiOx sols were impregnated
into the interparticle volume of the carbon onions via vacuum
back-ling. Finally, for the conversion of TiOx to anatase TiO2, the
TiOx/carbon onion hybrid material was heat-treated in argon at
400 "C. It is expected that nanosized anatase TiO2 can be
homogeneously distributed in mesopores between spherical
carbon onion particles, which further prevent severe sintering
during heat-treatment. It could result in improved electro-
chemical performance regarding rate capability and cycling
stability. In addition, high intrinsic conductivity of carbon onions
will be benecial for providing electron pathways to the domains
of anatase TiO2. For comparison, we also synthesized nanosized
anatase TiO2 (nano-TiO2) by the same method mentioned above
without introduction of carbon onions.

Structural characterization of TiO2 electrodes and commer-
cial graphite (com-graphite) was performed using X-ray
diffraction (XRD). The XRD patterns of TiO2 electrodes
including nano-TiO2–C, nano-TiO2, and commercial anatase
TiO2 (com-TiO2) show diffraction peaks of the anatase TiO2

(JCPDS no. 21-1272) without impurities (Fig. 1B and ESI,
Fig. S1A†). The XRD peaks of nano-TiO2–C and nano-TiO2 are
much broader than those of com-TiO2 because of nanoscale of
the former. We also provide the XRD pattern of graphite with
the typical (002) and (004) plane reections for comparison in
ESI, Fig. S1B.†

The particle size and morphology of nano-TiO2–C and the
control materials were characterized using transmission elec-
tron microscopy (TEM). As seen from the ESI, Fig. S2A–C† show
that carbon onions before hybridization with nanosized anatase
TiO2 have a small particle size of 5–10 nm with several stacked
spherical shells of incompletely ordered graphitic carbon. The
0-D nanostructure of carbon onions seems to aid the hybrid-
ization with nanosized anatase TiO2. In addition, their small
particle size could promote the formation of effective electron

pathways to domains of anatase TiO2. Similar effects may also
be achieved by use of other nanocarbons, including optimized
carbon black. Fig. 2A provides TEM micrographs of nano-TiO2–
C comprising particles below 10 nm. As seen at higher magni-
cation (Fig. 2B), nano-TiO2 particles and carbon onions are
well hybridized. Fig. 2C–F shows the elemental distribution of
titanium, oxygen, and carbon obtained by energy dispersive X-
ray spectroscopy (EDX). The data show the homogeneous
hybridization between TiO2 and carbon onions. Like the TEM
micrographs of nano-TiO2–C, the TEM images in ESI Fig. S2D
and E† show that nano-TiO2 consists of particles smaller than
10 nm. In contrast to the nanoscale TiO2 electrodes, the size and
morphology of com-TiO2 particles are much larger and irregular
(ESI, Fig. S2F†).

The presence of carbon onions in the nano-TiO2–C hybrid
material was conrmed by Raman spectroscopy and quantied
by thermogravimetric analysis (TGA). The Raman spectrum in
Fig. 3A exhibit two bands around 1350 cm!1 and 1600 cm!1

which are characteristic for the D-band and G-band of incom-
pletely crystalline graphitic carbon, respectively. The Raman
spectrum of carbon aligns with our previous work on carbon
onions.28 Raman peaks at 143 cm!1, 195 cm!1, 396 cm!1,
518 cm!1, and 639 cm!1 are assigned as the Eg, Eg, B1g, A1g or
B1g, and Eg modes of anatase TiO2.37 The thermogram depicted
in Fig. 3B allows us to quantify the carbon content because TiO2

is non-combustible. We calculated a carbon content of the
nano-TiO2–C material from the TGA data of 23 mass% (Fig. 3B).

3.2. General electrochemical performance

During the rst galvanostatic cycle at a rate of 0.02 A g!1 in the
potential range from 1.0–3.0 V vs. Li/Li+, the nano-TiO2–C
material provides a specic capacity of 186 mA h g!1 and
158 mA h g!1 for lithiation and de-lithiation, respectively, with
a coulombic efficiency of ca. 85% (ESI, Fig. S3A†). The irre-
versible capacity loss in the rst cycle aligns with side reactions
such as solid-electrolyte interphase (SEI) formation and irre-
versible reactions inside nanostructured materials.38–40 Aer the

Fig. 1 (A) Schematic illustration of the synthesis of nano-TiO2–C. (B) XRD pattern of nano-TiO2–C.
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rst cycle, a reversible capacity of 166 mA h g!1 is observed at
0.02 A g!1 for nano-TiO2–C (Fig. 4A). The de-lithiation
capacity of nano-TiO2–C was 166 mA h g!1 at 0.02 A g!1 and
61 mA h g!1 at 5 A g!1, which indicates a rate capability
superior to nano-TiO2. As shown in ESI, Fig. S3B,† the specic
capacity of carbon onions is around 10–30 mA h g!1 at various
currents of 0.02–5 A g!1 in the potential range of 1.0–3.0 V vs.

Li/Li+. These data indicate that carbon onions do not serve as
Li+ intercalation host materials but exhibit exclusively
capacitive charge storage. The carbon onions are essential as
electrical network to provide sufficient electron pathways to
nanosized anatase TiO2 domains. Therefore, even though the
content of active materials in nano-TiO2–C is lower than that
of nano-TiO2, nano-TiO2–C provides superior specic capacity

Fig. 2 (A and B) TEM images of nano-TiO2–C. (C–F) EDX elemental mappings of nano-TiO2–C.

Fig. 3 (A) Raman spectra and (B) TGA profile of nano-TiO2–C.

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2018 J. Mater. Chem. A, 2018, 6, 9480–9488 | 9483
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and rate capability. Further detailed reason will be discussed
in next section.

These values of nano-TiO2–C are considerably larger than
commercial TiO2 (com-TiO2), which yielded 72 mA h g!1 at
0.02 A g!1 and the capacity of the latter was completely lost at
rates of 1 A g!1 or higher. The power handling performance of
nano-TiO2–C was also considerably higher than com-graphite
above a specic current of 0.1 A g!1 (Fig. S3C and D†).

3.3. Charge storage kinetics

We further explored the power performance of nano-TiO2–C via
cyclic voltammetry (CV) at scan-rates from 0.1–1.0 mV s!1.
Fig. 4B and C shows CV curves in the potential range of 1.0–
3.0 V vs. Li/Li+ of nano-TiO2 and nano-TiO2–C. The pair of redox
peaks at 1.7–2.0 V vs. Li/Li+ corresponds with lithiation and de-
lithiation. They are inuenced by the diffusion-controlled
process in anatase-type TiO2 because the Li+ intercalation into
anatase TiO2 obeys a two-phase process including a Li-poor
(tetragonal, Li0.01TiO2) and Li-rich (orthorhombic, Li0.55TiO2)

phases.41–43 In contrast to nano-TiO2, the hybrid material nano-
TiO2–C shows two smaller peaks in the potential range of 1.5–
1.6 V vs. Li/Li+ which are related to a second phase transition from
Li0.55TiO2 to fully lithiated LiTiO2 (Fig. 4C).44 We attribute this to
the improved surface-controlled reaction, suggesting that the
carbon onions in nano-TiO2–C hybrids play an important role to
provide pathways for electron transport to the surface of nano-
sized anatase TiO2.42,45 Therefore, nano-TiO2–C delivered a higher
specic capacity than nano-TiO2 at all currents, even though the
content of anatase TiO2 in nano-TiO2–C is smaller. We further
employed a kinetic analysis via eqn (1):

i ¼ avb (1)

where a and b are variables, i is current (A g!1), and v is the scan-
rate (mV s!1). From the b values, one can separate the surface-
controlled current (i ¼ av1) and the diffusion-controlled current
(i ¼ av0.5) on rst approximation.19,46–48 We used the peak
currents of the lithiation process at CV scan-rates of 0.1–1.0 mV

Fig. 4 (A) Comparison of rate performance of TiO2 electrodes at various currents from 0.02–5 A g!1. (B and C) CV curves of nano-TiO2 and
nano-TiO2–C at scan-rates from 0.1–1.0 mV s!1. (D) log(scan-rate) vs. log(peak current) plots of cathodic current (lithiation process) on TiO2

electrodes.
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s!1 and obtained b values for nano-TiO2–C and nano-TiO2 of
0.82 and 0.58, respectively (Fig. 4D). The higher b value calcu-
lated for nano-TiO2–C implies that the hybrid system is much
less limited by solid-state diffusion compared to nano-TiO2

without carbon onions. This aligns with the experimental
nding of a superior power handling ability when tested as LIB
anode material.

We further separated the ideal surface-controlled (b¼ 1) and
ideal diffusion-controlled (b ¼ 0.5) contribution of the charge
storage process via eqn (2):19,49

i ¼ k1v + k2v
0.5 (2)

where k1 and k2 are suitable variables. By dividing both sides of
eqn (2) by v0.5, we obtain eqn (3):

i

v0:5
¼ k1v

0:5 þ k2 (3)

In eqn (2), k1v and k2v
0.5 represent the current contributions

from the surface-controlled and diffusion-controlled reac-
tions, respectively. As seen in the ESI, Fig. S4† we can deter-
mine k1 values at each xed potential for the so-called iso-
potential analysis. According to this procedure, ESI, Fig. S5†
displays the contribution of capacitor-like currents (shaded
area) and the total measured currents in CVs recorded at scan-
rates of 0.1–1.0 mV s!1. Larger capacitor-like currents in
nano-TiO2–C (e.g., 58% at 0.1 mV s!1) were observed
compared to nano-TiO2 (32% at 0.1 mV s!1). At higher scan-
rates, the overall specic capacity decreases, but the relative
contribution of capacitor-like currents increases (e.g., at
1.0 mV s!1: 81% for nano-TiO2–C and 60% for nano-TiO2). We
limited the scan-rates to 1 mV s!1 in response to the issues of
iso-potential analysis when quantifying the scan-rate depen-
dency of measured electrochemical currents.50 These issues
occur because of the rate dependency of redox peaks and

Fig. 5 (A) GITT profiles of TiO2 electrodes at 0.02 A g!1 (current on for 30min, current off for 10 h). (B) Experimental scheme of GITT (current on:
solid line and current off: dotted line) to define DEs, DEs, QOCV, and OCV. (C) Evolution of the internal resistance of TiO2 electrodes for the
lithiation and the de-lithiation process. (D) Calculated DLi from GITT for nano-TiO2–C and nano-TiO2 during lithiation.

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2018 J. Mater. Chem. A, 2018, 6, 9480–9488 | 9485
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become prohibitive for quantitative analysis at high scan-
rates. Albeit the limitations of iso-potential analysis of
measured currents, our data clearly demonstrate the
improved performance of anatase TiO2 hybridized with
carbon onions over conventional anatase TiO2.

3.4. GITT analysis

We used the galvanostatic intermittent titration technique
(GITT) to further explore the effect of carbon onions on the
electrochemical performance of the nano-TiO2–C hybrid
material. This method is suitable to investigate the evolution
of internal resistance during lithiation and de-lithiation.
Fig. 5A displays the GITT voltage proles of nano-TiO2–C
and nano-TiO2 at a current of 0.02 A g!1 in the rst cycle. As
schematically exemplied in Fig. 5B, the voltage under
a constant current for lithiation decreases to reach closed-
circuit voltage (CCV); then, the voltage increases during the
relaxation time when the current is turned off to reach quasi-
open-circuit voltage (QOCV).

The internal resistances obtained from the difference
between QOCV and CCV in each voltage transient for lithiation
and de-lithiation (Fig. 5C) show that the nano-TiO2–C has
a smaller internal resistance compared to the nano-TiO2. The
internal resistance of the nano-TiO2–C electrode at a potential
of $1.7 V vs. Li/Li+ for the two-phase reaction between Li+ and
anatase TiO2 is signicantly lower than that of nano-TiO2. This
nding implies that the conductive carbon network provided by

carbon onions in nano-TiO2–C results in improved charge
transfer.

Additionally, we used GITT to characterize the apparent Li+

diffusion coefficient (DLi) by using the eqn (4) based on Fick's
second law:51,52

DLi ¼
4

ps

!
mBVm

MBA

"2!DEs

DEs

"2

(4)

where s is the constant current pulse time, MB and mB are the
molar mass and the active material mass of the electrode,
respectively, VM and A are the molar volume and the electrode
contact area, and DEs and DEs are the difference between the
steady voltages and the total cell voltage change during the
current pulse, respectively.

Fig. 5D compares the data for nano-TiO2 and nano-TiO2–C,
and the shape of the DLi vs. potential plot follows the pattern
reported for anatase TiO2 by Zhang et al.53 For our samples, we
see that overall Li+ diffusivity of nano-TiO2–C is signicantly
higher than that of nano-TiO2. For example, the minimum DLi

value at the voltage plateau region for nano-TiO2 (1.2 # 10!13

cm2 s!1 at 1.8 V vs. Li/Li+) is about 7-times smaller than for
nano-TiO2–C (7.6 # 10!13 cm2 s!1). Considering the compa-
rable size of the primary anatase particles in nano-TiO2 and
nano-TiO2–C (as indicated by TEM and XRD), we see that the
homogeneous distribution of conductive pathways throughout
the electrode is important to obtain enhanced rate handling
performance with hybrid materials.

Fig. 6 Cycle stability of nano-TiO2–C and nano-TiO2 at (A) 1 A g!1 and at (B) 0.1 A g!1. Before the cycle stability test, pre–Cycling (10 cycles) was
conducted at 0.05 A g!1. Inset: galvanostatic charge–discharge curves of nano-TiO2–C with increasing cycle number.
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3.5. Performance stability

Finally, we characterized long-term cycle stability of the nano-
TiO2–C and the nano-TiO2 materials. Fig. 6A and B show the
cycling stability at a rate of 1 A g!1 and 0.1 A g!1, respectively.
Li+ insertion/extraction reactions for nano-TiO2–C are more
stable compared to nano-TiO2, and we see for the former
capacity retention of$94% and$87% and coulombic efficiency
of around 100% for 1000 and 300 cycles, respectively. In addi-
tion, the galvanostatic charge–discharge proles of nano-TiO2–
C during cycling are well maintained as conrmed in the insets
of Fig. 6. The superior stability correlates with the connement
of nanosized TiO2 in the mesopores volume of carbon onions,
possibly benetting the structural integrity of the electrode
material during progressive cycling.17 Additionally, we compare
the electrochemical performance of the nano-TiO2–C and nano-
TiO2 electrodes with other anatase TiO2 materials reported in
previous works (Table 1).24,54–57 As seen from the data, our nano-
TiO2–C electrode delivers a promising specic capacity and
long-term cycle stability.

4. Conclusions
The present work synthesized a hybrid material of anatase TiO2

and carbon onions using tailored sol–gel chemistry. The nano-
TiO2–C possessed excellent electrochemical behavior including
a high specic capacity of $166 mA h g!1 at 0.02 A g!1, rapid
charge storage kinetics of $61 mA h g!1 at 5 A g!1, and stable
performance for 1000 cycles in the potential range from 1.0–
3.0 V vs. Li/Li+. The performance was superior compared to non-
hybridized nano-TiO2, synthesized with the same synthesis
approach, commercial TiO2, and commercial graphite. Thereby,
we demonstrated that the hybridization of anatase TiO2 and
carbon onions allows resulting electrodes to enhance the elec-
trical conductivity via the presence of a conductive agent
(carbon onions) and the fast lithiation/de-lithiation process
enabled by nanosizing TiO2. Using detailed electrochemical
analysis, we quantied the improvement of internal resistance
and ion transport, which was linked to the presence of well
distributed, electrically conductive carbon onions.
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Fig. S1: XRD patterns of (A) nano-TiO2-C, nano-TiO2, and com-TiO2 and (B) com-graphite.
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Fig. S2: TEM images of (A-C) carbon onions, (D-E) nano-TiO2, and (F) com-TiO2.
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Fig. S3: (A) First-cycle galvanostatic charge-discharge curve of nano-TiO2-C at 0.02 A0g-1. (B) 
Rate performance of carbon onions at various currents of 0.02-5 A0g-1 in the potential range of 
1.0-3.0 V vs. Li/Li+. (C) Comparison of rate performance of nano-TiO2-C and com-TiO2 at 
currents of 0.02-5 A0g-1. (D) Capacity retention of nano-TiO2-C and com-graphite at currents of 
0.02-5 A0g-1.



S5

Fig. S4: v0.5 vs. i/v0.5 plots of cathodic current (lithiation) on nano-TiO2-C in the potential range
of (A) 1.2-1.6 V and (B) 1.7-2.1 V vs. Li/Li+. v0.5 vs. i/v0.5 plots of cathodic current (lithiation) on 
nano-TiO2 in the potential range of (C) 1.2-1.6 V vs. Li/Li+ and (D) 1.7-2.1 V vs. Li/Li+.
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Fig. S5: CV data of (A-C) nano-TiO2-C and (D-F) nano-TiO2 with separation between the total 
current (solid line) and capacitor-like current (shaded region) in the voltage range from   1.2-
2.1 V vs. Li/Li+ at three different scan-rates (0.1-1.0 m20s-1) for lithiation.
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Hybrid Anodes of Lithium Titanium Oxide and Carbon
Onions for Lithium-Ion and Sodium-Ion Energy Storage

Hwirim Shim, Stefanie Arnold, Öznil Budak, Maike Ulbricht, Pattarachai Srimuk,
and Volker Presser*

1. Introduction

The increased demand for energy storage applications in daily
life necessitates the development of faster and more long-lasting
energy storage devices. Lithium-ion batteries (LIBs) have been
widely explored and implemented for mobile or stationary
devices owing to their lightweight and high energy and power
density.[1] Conventional LIBs use graphite as an anode due to
its high theoretical capacity (372mAh g!1), good cycling stability,

and natural abundance.[2] However, graph-
ite electrodes experience major safety
issues, because their operation potential
is near to the lithium electroplating poten-
tial of 0.1 V versus Li/Liþ, which leads to a
high risk of penetrable dendrite forma-
tion.[3,4] An alternative to graphite anodes
is lithium titanium oxide (Li4Ti5O12,
LTO), for which good structural stability
during lithiation/delithiation and safety
due to its high operation potential have
been reported.[5] The theoretical capacity
of LTO is 175mAh g!1, utilizing three
Liþ ions via Equation (1)[6]

Li4Ti5O12 þ 3Liþ þ 3e! ! Li7Ti5O12 (1)

The operation potential of the LTO
range of around 1.55 V versus Li/Liþ for
Liþ intercalation and deintercalation
prevents solid electrolyte interface (SEI)
formation.[7,8] In addition, LTO exhibits
minor to zero volume change during oper-

ation, yielding good cycling performance, and high coulombic
efficiency.[7,9] However, LTO is known for its low Liþ ion diffu-
sion (10!13–10!9 cm2 s!1)[10] and low electrical conductivity of
10!8–10!13 S cm!1, which limits the achievable rate capabil-
ity.[11–14] The performance of LTO can be enhanced by improving
the intrinsic conductivity, which can be done by the introduction
of oxygen deficiencies; however, this approach requires an extra
step of thermal treatment of the active material.[15] Therefore, the
mechanical or chemical implementation of carbon as a conduc-
tive additive is more preferred.[16] Much work has addressed the
performance by forming nanocomposite or hybridizing conduc-
tive carbon materials to LTO. The former, nanocomposites, is the
most common way of producing LTO-based electrodes, usually
by the use of carbon black, carbon nanotubes, or graphene.[17–20]

Hybrid materials can be obtained by methods, such as surface
modification of LTO by carbon coating using carbon sources,
such as sucrose, glucose, solvents, acids, or gases, which have
resulted in enhanced electrochemical performance.[21–25]

These works document the great importance of achieving a
homogenous distribution of conductive and active material on
a sub-100 nm length scale.[26] Therefore, the use of synthesis
methods capable of yielding nanoscale hybridization is
important, especially when using nanoscale carbon additive
particles.

In addition to the ability to reversibly intercalate lithium, LTO
has also been demonstrated to be suitable anode in sodium-ion
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This study demonstrates the hybridization of Li4Ti5O12 (LTO) with different types
of carbon onions synthesized from nanodiamonds. The carbon onions mixed
with a Li4Ti5Ox precursor for sol–gel synthesis. These hybrid materials are tested
as anodes for both lithium-ion battery (LIB) and sodium-ion battery (SIB).
Electrochemical characterization for LIB application is carried out using 1 M LiPF6
in a 1:1 (by volume) ethylene carbonate and dimethyl carbonate as the electrolyte.
For lithium-ion intercalation, LTO hybridized with carbon onions from the inert-
gas route achieves an excellent electrochemical performance of 188 mAh g!1 at
10 mA g!1, which maintains 100 mAh g!1 at 1 A g!1 and has a cycling stability
of 96% of initial capacity after 400 cycles, thereby outperforming both neat LTO
and LTO with onions obtained via vacuum treatment. The performance of the
best-performing hybrid material (LTO with carbon onions from argon annealing)
in an SIB is tested, using 1 M NaClO4 in ethylene/dimethyl/fluoroethylene
carbonate (19:19:2 by mass) as the electrolyte. A maximum capacity of
102 mAh g!1 for the SIB system is obtained, with a capacity retention of 96%
after 500 cycles.
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batteries (SIBs).[27–34] Interest in SIBs is based on the high natu-
ral abundance of sodium and associated reduced costs.[33] The
insertion–extraction potential of sodium into LTO is reported
to be around 0.9 V versus Na/Naþ without sodium metal plating
on the electrode surface.[27,29,32]

The low intrinsic conductivity issue remains and possibly
relates to the high overpotential or poor rate capability.[33,35] The
theoretical Naþ ion uptake capacity of LTO is also 175mAh g!1,
assuming the insertion of three Naþ ions, according to
Equation (2)[27]

2Li4Ti5O12 þ 6Naþ þ 6e! ! Li7Ti5O12 þ LiNa6Ti5O12 (2)

In this study, we explore hybrid materials composed of
sol–gel-derived LTO and nanoscale carbon onions (OLC) for
use as LIB and SIB anode material. To obtain carbon onions,
we used thermal annealing of nanodiamond precursors in an
inert atmosphere or under vacuum to yield carbon onions with
a primary particle size of 5–10 nm.[36,37] We chose carbon onions,
because the absence of inner porosity and the mesopore-domi-
nate interparticle pore space allows a highly favorable nanoscale
implementation of metal oxides.[38,39] The resulting hybrid mate-
rials were electrochemically surveyed for charge storage capacity,
rate capability, and cycling stability for the reversible intercalation
of lithium and sodium.

2. Experimental Section
2.1. Material Preparation

Two types of carbon onions were synthesized by thermal anneal-
ing of nanodiamond powder (ND; NaBond Technologies) at
1700 #C for 1 h under Ar atmosphere, noted OLCa, or at 1300 #C
for 4 h under vacuum, labeled OLCv, using high-temperature
graphite furnace (Carbolite).

For the synthesis of the hybrid LTO, we used sol–gel synthesis.
Lithium ethoxide dissolved in tetrahydrofuran (LiOEt, THF;
Sigma Aldrich) and titanium isopropoxide (TTIP; Sigma Aldrich)
were used as lithium and titanium sources, respectively. LiOEt
(4mL) was added to 5mL of THF with vigorous stirring; then,
1.48mL of TTIP was added dropwise to the stirring solution.
Subsequently, 0.45 g of oxalic acid was added, and then, the pre-
cursor solution was stirred for 2 h at 50 #C. Appropriate amounts
of OLCa or OLCv powders were added by wet impregnation into
prepared sol. The carbon content was 15mass% of the final hybrid
material. The impregnated mixtures were dried at 50 #C under
vacuum for overnight, followed by further drying at 80 #C for 12 h.

In addition to LTO-carbon hybrids, we also synthesized neat
LTO. The latter was prepared by following the same synthesis
protocol but without the addition of carbon onions. The well-
dried materials were then annealed at 700 #C for 2 h (heating rate
1 #Cmin!1) under Ar atmosphere.

The resulting materials are named “LTO”¼ neat LTO,
“LTO-OLCa”¼ LTO with the addition of argon-annealed carbon
onions, and “LTO-OLCv”¼ LTO with the addition of vacuum-
treated carbon onions.

2.2. Material Characterization

2.2.1. Structural Characterization

X-ray diffraction (XRD) was carried out in a D8 Discover
Diffractometer (Bruker AXS) with a copper X-ray source (Cu-Kα
radiation, 40 kV, 40mA). We used a Göbel mirror with a 1mm
point focus and a 2D X-ray detector (VANTEC-500) for the meas-
urements. The samples were placed on a sapphire single crystal
and measured with the detector being placed at angles from 20θ
to 80θ with a step width of 20θ and a measuring time of 1000 s
per step.

The carbon content of the hybrid materials was determined
with thermogravimetric analysis (TGA), performed with a
TG-209-1 Libra (Netzsch). For each TGA measurement, the
samples were heated to 1000 #C under synthetic air condition
(80 vol% N2, 20 vol% O2) with a flow rate of 20 sccm at a heating
rate of 5 #Cmin!1.

Raman spectroscopy was performed with a Renishaw inVia
RamanMicroscope using an neodymium-doped yttrium aluminum
garnet laser with an excitation wavelength of 532 nm and a power
of about 0.5mW at the focal point. The acquisition time for each
spectrum was 30 s with ten accumulations to enhance the signal-
to-noise ratio. Peak fitting of the measured spectra was accom-
plished, assuming two Voigt peaks for the D- and G-modes
individually.

Transmission electron microscopy (TEM) was performed using
a JEOL 2100F system at an operating voltage at 200 kV. Samples
for TEM imaging were prepared by dispersion and tip-sonication
of the hybrid materials in ethanol and subsequent drop-casting of
the dispersion on a copper grid with a lacey carbon film.

Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) of the prepared electro-
des was conducted with a JEOL JSM-7500F system at an acceler-
ation voltage of 3 kV and an emission current of 10 μA. The
energy-dispersive X-ray spectroscopy (EDX) was carried out
using an X-Max-150 detector (Oxford Instruments) attached to
the SEM system. The spectra were obtained at an acceleration
voltage of 15 kV and an emission current of 10 μA. Before the
spectral acquisition of each sample, calibration was conducted
with a silicon wafer.

The porosity of the powder materials was analyzed by the use of
nitrogen gas sorption at!196 #C with an Autosorb iQ system from
Quantachrome (now: Anton-Paar). The powder samples were out-
gassed at 300 #C for 20 h before the measurement, and the
recorded gas sorption isotherms along with the calculated
Brunauer–Emmett–Teller (BET) surface area values are provided
in Figure S1, Supporting Information.

2.2.2. Electrochemical Characterization

For the preparation of the anode, the synthesized LTO and the
hybrid materials were mixed with polyvinylidene fluoride (PVDF;
Alfa Aesar) binder with a 9:1 mass ratio without any further
conductivity additive, followed by the addition of N-methyl-2-
pyrrolidone (NMP; Sigma Aldrich) solvent. The mixed slurry
was coated on a copper foil (25 μm, MTI) using a 200 μm doctor
blade. The coated electrode was dried overnight in a fume hood at
room temperature, then transferred to a vacuum oven, and dried
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at 110 #C overnight. The dried coating was pressed in a hot roll
press machine (MTI), and then punched to 10mm discs using
press punch (EL-CELL) for electrochemical benchmarking. The
mass loadings of each electrode were 5.5% 0.4 mg cm!2 for neat
LTO 3.7% 0.2 mg cm!2 for LTO-OLCa, and 3.7% 0.4 mg cm!2

for LTO-OLCv. The dry thickness of the prepared electrode
was 36 μm for neat LTO and 39 μm for the two hybrid samples.
The electrode density was 1.48 g cm!3 for neat LTO, 0.94 g cm!3

for LTO-OLCa, and 0.93 g cm!3 for LTO-OLCv.
For half-cell measurements, an LTO containing working

electrode and lithium or a sodium disc counter and reference
electrodes were assembled into CR2032 coin cells. We used a
Whatman GF/F glass fiber separator and 1 M LiPF6 salt in a mix-
ture of ethylene carbonate and dimethyl carbonate (EC:DMC;
1:1 by volume, Sigma Aldrich) or 1 M NaClO4 in a mixture of
EC:DMC with 5mass% fluoroethylene carbonate (FEC) as the
electrolyte.[40]

Cyclic voltammetry was carried out with a Biologic VMP300
potentiostat/galvanostat and performed in a potential window
from 1.0 to 2.8 V versus Li/Liþ and 0.3 to 2.5 V versus Na/Naþ

at the scan rates of 0.1–10mV s!1. Electrochemical impedance
spectroscopy (EIS) was measured at an applied AC voltage ampli-
tude of 10mV from the frequency range of 106–10!2 Hz. For
quantifying the rate handling capability, galvanostatic charge/
discharge with potential limitation (GCPL) measurement was
carried out at an Arbin Battery Cycler in a potential range of
1.0–2.8 V versus Li/Liþ and 0.3–2.5 V versus Na/Naþ using spe-
cific currents ranging from 0.01 to 10 A g!1 and 0.025 to 5 A g!1,
respectively. The cycling stability was quantified using GCPL at a
specific current of 0.1 A g!1 for both LIB and SIB testing. All the
measurements were carried out in climate chambers (Binder) set
to 25% 1 #C.

The specific capacity Csp of the hybrid material was calculated
by integration of the applied lithium or sodium extraction cur-
rent I over the extraction time t accounting for the deintercalation

step from 1.0 to 2.8 V versus Li/Liþ and 0.3 to 2.5 V versus
Na/Naþ, as in Equation (3)

Csp ¼
R
t
t0
Idt
m

(3)

The specific capacity was normalized to the total mass of the
hybrid material m in the electrode without the polymer binder.

3. Results and Discussion
3.1. Hybrid Material Synthesis

Figure 1A presents the schematic illustration of the LTO-OLC
hybrid. The preparation of LTO sols and wet impregnation of
two different types of carbon onions synthesized under different
conditions lead to a synthesis of the hybrid material LTO-OLCa
and LTO-OLCv by thermal annealing. As shown in TEM images
(Figure 1B–D), LTO, LTO-OLCa, and LTO-OLCv show nanoscale
crystalline domains related to lithium-titanium oxide. For better
comparison, TEM images of carbon onions (OLCa and OLCv) are
presented in Figure S2A,B, Supporting Information.

XRD was used to determine and study the crystal structure of
the prepared pristine and hybrid materials. The data of all X-ray
diffractograms (Figure 2A) match very well to cubic spinel lith-
ium titanium oxide (LTO, PDF 49-0207, a¼ 8.359 Å). The mea-
surement data are dominated by signals from the crystalline LTO
phase, whereas the contribution of the incompletely graphitic
carbon is mostly lost in the background; more information on
the carbon structure can be inferred from the Raman spectra
(later paragraph). We used Rietveld refinement to calculate the
average coherence length (roughly corresponding with the
domain size) of LTO (Table S1, Supporting Information). All
sample materials, that is, LTO and the two types of LTO-carbon

Figure 1. A) Schematic illustration of preparation for hybrid nano-LTO-OLC. The transmission micrograms of B) LTO, C) LTO-OLCa, and D) LTO-OLCv
hybrid material. LTO domains are marked by blue dashed lines and carbon onions with C) green and D) purple dotted lines.
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hybrids, have a highly comparable domain size of about
30% 2 nm and a unit cell constant of a¼ 8.366% 0.002 Å.

The carbon content of the synthesized LTO hybrid materials
was determined by TGA (recorded in synthetic air) and elemental
(CHNS/O) analysis. As displayed in Figure 2B, LTO without car-
bon onions showed 3.5mass% carbon content, which is the car-
bon formed during the thermal annealing of the as-prepared
oxide sols from the residual chains from metal alkoxide precur-
sors. LTO-OLCa and LTO-OLCv showed 14 and 15.5mass% car-
bon content, respectively. These data agree with the carbon
amount introduced during the synthesis step, and the elemental
analysis results in Table S2, Supporting Information.

We characterized the carbon structure of the samples with
Raman spectroscopy. The resulting spectra are presented in
Figure 2C for LTO and the hybrid materials, and in Figure S2D,
Supporting Information, for carbon onions. For comparison, the
peak position and full-width at half-maximum (FWHM) of each
D- and G-modes and the ID/IG ratio by use of four Voigt peak
fitting are provided in Table S3, Supporting Information. The
individual deconvolution of the Voigt peak fitting is presented
in Figure S3, Supporting Information. The Raman spectra of
all carbon onions and hybrid materials show the characteristic
D-mode and G-mode of incompletely graphitized carbon (nano-
crystalline carbon) and the corresponding overtones.[41] Carbon
onions synthesized under argon atmosphere and vacuum show
very different Raman spectra in agreement with previous
studies.[36,37] Specifically, we see narrower D- and G-modes in
the case of OLCa (D-mode: 71 cm!1; G-mode: 70 cm!1) compared
with OLCv (D-mode: 176 cm!1; G-mode: 90 cm!1); this aligns with
the much lower synthesis temperature during vacuum annealing
(1300 #C) compared with the thermal treatment in argon (1700 #C).
Higher synthesis temperatures are known to result in a higher
order of structural ordering of the carbon phase.[42]

In Figure 2C, at lower Raman shift, characteristic vibration
bands at 243, 431, and 670 cm!1 for LTO are observed for
LTO, LTO-OLCa, and LTO-OLCv.[43–45] At first, it may be surpris-
ing to see carbon-related Raman signals for the LTO sample
where no carbon onions were introduced during the synthesis.
Still, we see clearly, for LTO, a D-band at 1345 cm!1 and a
G-band at 1607 cm!1. In addition, there is also the transpolyace-
tylene (TPA) peak in the range of 1150–1200 cm!1, which indi-
cates the highly disordered nature of carbon.[41] This carbon

species is related to the carbonization of the metal alkoxide
residues used for the synthesis. A small amount of carbon also
aligns with the thermogram (Figure 2B), as indicated by the
mass loss of about 3.5 mass% when heating above 600 #C.
The presence of incompletely graphitic carbon in LTO-OLCa
and LTO-OLCv is associated mostly with the carbon onions type
OLCa and OLCv, respectively. We can understand the Raman
spectra of LTO-OLCv and LTO-OLCa as a superimposition of
the carbon seen already in the LTO sample in addition to carbon
from the carbon onion structure (Figure S3D,E, Supporting
Information). LTO-OLCa, compared with the other materials,
shows a shaper D-mode (92 cm!1) and a sharper peak of the
carbon-related combination and overtone modes between 2300
and 3400 cm!1. This suggests that the carbon network in
LTO-OLCa, in general, possesses a higher degree of graphitic
ordering compared with that of the other materials.

3.2. Lithium-Ion Intercalation Behavior and Performance

The synthesized LTO and hybrid materials were prepared to elec-
trodes and tested with a CR2032 coin cell for electrochemical
benchmarking of LIB systems. The SEM images of the prepared
electrodes are found in Figure S4, Supporting Information. For
an overview of the electrochemical performance, the prepared
cells were first tested for cyclic voltammetry (CV) in the potential
range of 1.0–2.8 V versus Li/Liþ at various scan rates of 0.1–
10mV s!1. The resulting cyclic voltammograms of LTO-OLCa
are shown in Figure 3A, and voltammograms of LTO and
LTO-OLCv are shown in Figure S5A,B, Supporting
Information. For comparison, the cyclic voltammograms, which
were normalized to the conducted scan rates, are also prepared
and presented in Figure 3B for LTO-OLCa, and in Figure S5C,D,
Supporting Information, for LTO and LTO-OLCv. In Figure 3A,
the lithiation peak starts from 1.55 V versus Li/Liþ, and the deli-
thiation peak at 1.6 V versus Li/Liþ. The peak separation is larger
for faster scan rates due to the overpotential caused by kinetic
limitation (Figure 3B).

For a better understanding of the charge transfer kinetics,
we used Equation (4)[46–48]

i ¼ avb (4)

Figure 2. A) XRD patterns of LTO, LTO-OLCa, and LTO-OLCv. B) TGA of samples under synthetic air atmosphere for the characterization of the amount
of carbon. C) Background-corrected Raman spectra of LTO, LTO-OLCa, and LTO-OLCv. All data were normalized to the intensity of the carbon G-mode as
100% and the intensity at 3500 cm!1 as 0%.
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where a and b are the variables, i is the peak specific current
(A/g), and v is the scan rate (mV s!1). From the obtained b
value, the process kinetics fall between the boundary set by
diffusion control (b¼ 0.5) or surface control (b¼ 1).[48]

Figure 3C is obtained using CV data and the (shift-adjusted)
peak currents of the hybrid materials at the scan rates of
0.1–1mV s!1. Thereby, we observed the b values of LTO (0.5),

LTO-OLCa (0.6), and LTO-OLCv (0.5). These values are all close
to the ideal case of diffusion-controlled kinetics.

To further understand the behavior of the LTO-OLC
hybrids, the electrochemical impedance was measured from
the prepared cells before the CV measurement, and the
corresponding Nyquist plot is shown in Figure S6, Supporting
Information. The spectra before the CV of LTO-OLCa and

Figure 3. Lithium-ion intercalation behavior of LTO and LTO/carbon onion hybrid materials. A) Cyclic voltammograms recorded at 0.1–10mV s!1 of
LTO-OLCa and B) the cyclic voltammograms normalized to the recorded scan rate. C) Plot of log(scan rate) versus log(peak current) of the lithiation
(cathodic) in the potential range of 1.0–2.8 V versus Li/Liþ and the linear fitting of each sample. D) The lithiation and delithiation specific capacity of LTO,
LTO-OLCa, and LTO-OLCv from galvanostatic charge/discharge cycling at different specific current for rate capability. E) Galvanostatic charge–discharge
profiles of the fifth cycle at 0.01–10 A g!1 of sample LTO-OLCa between 1.0 and 2.8 V versus Li/Liþ. F) Galvanostatic charge/discharge cycling perfor-
mance stability at a specific current of 0.1 A g!1 for LTO, LTO-OLCa, and LTO-OLCv.
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LTO-OLCv are similar, and the spectrum of LTO is shifted
toward larger resistance values. To quantify the resistance depen-
dency on the surface reaction or charge transfer, we used the
equivalent circuit of (Rsþ CPE1/RintþCPE2/(RctþW )), as
summarized in Table S4, Supporting Information. Therein,
Rs stands for the electrolyte and cell component resistance,
Rint stands for the film formation on the interface of
electrode–electrolyte, and Rct stands for the charge-transfer resis-
tance; W demarks the Warburg impedance, and CPE is a con-
stant phase element. The high-frequency region is known to
represent the contributions of the electronic resistance of the
cell.[49] The charge transfer resistance of LTO before the CV
(3871Ω) is higher than the hybrid LTO-OLCa (736Ω) and
LTO-OLCv (1607Ω), which aligns with the superior rate
capability of LTO-OLCa. The contribution of Rs is negligible
for LTO-OLCa (4.6Ω) and LTO-OLCv (2.2Ω), but very high
for LTO (84.0Ω) before CV. The integrated semi-circles indicate
the resistance of surface reactions, including the electrode–
electrolyte interface and the ionic mobility at the surface of
the electrode.[49,50]

The rate capability of the LTO-OLC hybrid materials was
tested with the GCPL technique applying specific currents
between 0.01 and 10 A g!1 at an operational potential of 1.0–
2.8 V versus Li/Liþ (Figure 3D). The highest specific capacity
of 188mAh g!1 was obtained from LTO-OLCa, with a coulombic
efficiency of 92%, followed by &130mAh g!1 for LTO and LTO-
OLCv, with a coulombic efficiency of &92%. The coulombic effi-
ciency of LTO-OLCa further increased to &100% by the third
cycle and maintained over 98% during the rate capability testing
sequence. As the applied specific current increases above
0.5 A g!1, the specific capacity of LTO-OLCa decreased with a
greater margin than at smaller specific currents. The specific
capacity was 11mAh g!1 at a specific current of 10 A g!1, and
the material recovered 98.9% of the initial capacity (correspond-
ing with 186mAh g!1) when returning to a rate of 0.01 A g!1.

The LTO and LTO-OLCa displayed the same initial capacity.
LTO without carbon showed a low rate capability, enabling a
charge storage of only 13mAh g!1 at 0.7 A g!1. Furthermore,
LTO recovered 99% of the initial capacity, which corresponds
with 127mAh g!1 when returning to a rate of 0.01mA g!1.
With only 3mass% carbon content of the LTO electrode, the elec-
tron transfer might have enough time to establish the diffusion
pathway at a low current of 0.01mA g!1 to obtain the specific
capacity of 130mAh g!1. However, at higher specific currents
that require faster transport, the LTO only demonstrated inferior

rate capability. Although LTO-OLCv had the same initial capacity
as the LTO, whereby LTO-OLCv showed better rate handling per-
formance, which we ascribe to the higher carbon content of LTO-
OLCv. Figure 3E shows the corresponding specific capacity and
potential profile of LTO-OLCa. In good agreement with the
cyclic voltammogram, the difference in the plateau between
the lithiation and de-lithiation is small at low specific current
(0.01–0.05 A g!1). As the specific current increases, such a differ-
ence in lithiation and de-lithiation potential increases.

For comparison, the capacity and potential plot of LTO and
LTO-OLCv are shown in Figure S5E,F, Supporting Information.
We observed the same behavior of potential separation that the
pristine LTO exhibits large potential separation already at
0.1 A g!1, whereas LTO-OLCa and LTO-OLCv exhibit a large
potential separation at 0.5 A g!1. As the kinetic analysis suggests
that diffusion is the limiting factor, the different rate handling
performance (Figure 3D) must be the influence of the added
OLC. Yet, the degree of graphitization carbon in LTO-OLCa is
significantly better than LTO-OLCv (confirmed by Raman result,
Table S3, Supporting Information). Also, the impedance data
indicate better charge transport in LTO-OLCa compared with
LTO-OLCv, which supports the higher lithium storage perfor-
mance of LTO-OLCa. Thus, charge transfer in LTO-OLCa is
faster than LTO-OLCv. The cycling performance of the LTO
and LTO-OLC hybrid materials was carried out at 0.1 A g!1,
and the results are presented in Figure 3F, including their
coulombic efficiencies. LTO-OLCa exhibits an initial capacity
of 132mAh g!1, and 95.8% of the capacity remained after
400 cycles, losing only 0.013mAh g!1 per cycle. Similarly,
LTO-OLCv showed a slight decrease of 3mAh g!1 after the initial
capacity of 98mAh g!1, and then maintained 90.8% of the initial
capacity.

Table 1 presents previously reported performance values
of LTO/C composite and hybrid materials in comparison with
data from this study. The best-performing material from our
present study was LTO-OLCa material with a specific capacity
of 184mAh g!1 at 0.11C. The capacity retention is comparable
to the state-of-the-art performance, which shows its potential
as anode material for LIBs.

3.3. Sodium-Ion Intercalation Behavior and Performance

For testing the electrochemical performance for sodium-ion
intercalation, we selected only LTO-OLCa due to its best

Table 1. Comparison of electrochemical performance of previously reported LTO materials with various synthesis methods and our LTO-OLCa hybrid
material for LIBs.

Material Synthesis Specific capacity Rate capability Cycling stability Reference

LTO-carbon onion Sol–gel 700 #C, 2 h 184mAh g!1 at 0.11 C 74mAh g!1 at 11 C 95.8% after 400 cycles This work

Li4T5O12/C Solid state 900 #C, 20 h 165 mAh g!1 at 0.2 C – – [24]

Mesoporous Li4T5O12/C Self-assembly 700 #C, 2 h 144 mAh g!1 at 1 C 90mAh g!1 at 5 C 90% after 500 cycles [51]

Li4T5O12/graphene oxide Solid-state ball milling 500 #C, 4 h 170 mAh g!1 at 1 C 122 mAh g!1 at 30 C 94.8% after 300 cycles [52]

Li4T5O12-AC nanotubes Electrospinning 800 #C, 3 h 120mAh g!1 at 100 mA g!1 84 mAh g!1 at 4 A g!1 67% after 100 cycles [17]

Li4T5O12 porous monolith Sol–gel, hydrothermal 700 #C, 2 h 165 mAh g!1 at 0.1 C 105 mAh g!1 at 30 C 98% after 500 cycles [53]

Li4T5O12 thin nanosheet Hydrothermal, 600 #C, 3 h 168 mAh g!1 at 0.2 C 130 mAh g!1 at 64 C 96% after 400 cycles [33]
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performance and stability based on the LIB data. We prepared
CR2032 coin cells using sodiummetal as a counter and reference
electrode for the electrochemical testing. Cyclic voltammetry was
conducted in a potential range of 0.3–2.5 V versus Na/Naþ.
Figure 4A presents the first and fifth voltammetric cycles at
the scan rates of 0.1–10mV s!1. The first cycle shows sodiation
peaks alongside the FEC redox activity starting from 0.6 V versus
Na/Naþ, and the lowest current was observed at &0.3 V versus
Na/Naþ (Figure S7, Supporting Information). This can be
ascribed to the structural change of the LTO spinel from

intercalating the larger sized Naþ ions into the interstitial
sites.[29] From the next cycle, the paired sodiation/desodiation
peak is observed at 0.7 and 1.05 V versus Na/Naþ, and the peak
separation is enhanced, as the scan rate increases; ΔV was 0.35 V
at the initial scan rate of 0.1 mV s!1, 0.65 V with 0.5mV s!1, and
more than 0.9 V at 1mV s!1. The higher peak separation indi-
cates the need for higher overpotential or energy to insert/extract
Naþ ion into or out of the structure.[20]

The sodiation regime from voltammetry starts to deteriorate
above with a scan rate of 2mV s!1, and at 5 mV s!1 and higher

Figure 4. Sodium-ion intercalation performance of LTO-OLCa. A) Cyclic voltammograms recorded at 0.1–10mV s!1 in the potential range of 0.3–2.5 V
versus Na/Naþ. B) Plot of log(scan rate) versus log(peak current) of the sodiation (cathodic) in the potential range of 0.3–2.5 V versus Na/Naþ and the
linear fitting of LTO-OLCa. C) The sodiation and desodiation specific capacity of LTO-OLCa sample obtained from galvanostatic charge/discharge cycling
at different specific current for rate capability. D) Galvanostatic charge–discharge profiles of the fifth cycle at 0.025–5 A g!1 of sample LTO-OLCa between
0.3 and 2.5 V versus Na/Naþ. E) The X-ray diffractograms of LTO-OLCa electrodes, before and after the galvanostatic charge–discharge process.
F) Galvanostatic charge/discharge cycling performance stability at a specific current of 0.1 A g!1 for LTO-OLCa.
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scan rates, the cyclic voltammograms do not show a further
change in current reflex with changing scan rate. This implies
that the insertion of Naþ ion into the sites is kinetically hin-
dered.[20] Just like for the Li-containing electrolyte, we calculated
b values for SIB data (Figure 4B). The b value of LTO-OLCa tested
against sodium was 0.7, which is higher than the values obtained
from the lithium intercalation testing. The lowest peak current at
0.1mV s!1 scan demonstrates a significant influence on the
reconstruction of the LTO structure with sodiation. The b value
of the sodium intercalation, excluding the peak current at
0.1mV s!1, was 0.6, which is close to the value found from
LIB testing.

The GCPL of the LTO-OLCa hybrid material was tested in
the specific current range of 0.025–5 A g!1 to quantify the rate
capability. Figure 4C displays both sodiation and desodiation
capacities of LTO-OLCa. The capacity values were normalized
to the metal oxide mass for a better comparison with the litera-
ture. At 0.025 A g!1, the initial desodiation capacity reaches
87mAh g!1 at a low coulombic efficiency of 47%. Such a low
coulombic efficiency might result from the irreversible sodiation
in the first cycle and the side reactions regarding SEI forma-
tion.[54] However, the desodiation capacity increases slightly from
the first cycle to the fifth, which may be due to the reconstruction
of the LTO structure during the insertion/extraction of the
sodium ions. Accordingly, the coulombic efficiency further
enhances as the cell continues being tested. Above a specific cur-
rent of 0.25 A g!1, the capacity decreases severely, leading to no
significant insertion/extraction capacity of Naþ above 1 A g!1. To
distinguish the contribution of the carbon onion, an electrode of
only carbon onion annealed in Ar (OLCa) was prepared and
tested with GCPL at the same operational potential and specific
current. The sodiation capacity values of OLCa are presented in
Figure S8B, Supporting Information, with the highest capacity of
14mAh g!1; in addition, Figure S8A, Supporting Information,
displays the capacity values of OLCa when used as an LIB anode.
Figure 4D shows the corresponding potential profiles of the
GCPL results at the fifth cycles of each applied specific currents
tested in the potential range of 0.3–2.5 V versus Na/Naþ. At lower
specific currents, the Naþ insertion into LTO begins from 0.9 V
versus Na/Naþ to 0.6 V versus Na/Naþ with the first slope, and
then continues with a different slope to 0.3 V versus Na/Naþ.
When comparing the GCPL result of LTO-OLCa between
lithium-ion and sodium-ion cells, one can observe the difference
between the slope of the plateau (Figure 3E and 4D) suggesting
higher overpotential.

To characterize possible structural change that we suspect from
the first voltammetric cycles and very low coulombic efficiency of
GCPL at the first cycle, we carried out post-mortem XRD analysis
of the tested electrodes. The diffractograms of the electrodes
before and after GCPL testing are presented in Figure 4E. The
diffractogram of LTO-OLCa before cycling matches the peak posi-
tion of cubic LTO, which has a¼ 8.366% 0.002 Å. In addition to
the set of reflection peaks inherent to LTO, we also see the emer-
gence of another set of the same number of reflections shifted
toward larger d values (i.e., lower scattering angles) for the
LTO-OLCa after cycling. We also see sharp and intense peaks relat-
ing to the current collector material (i.e., copper). After electro-
chemical testing, there is a significant increase in the unit cell
dimension to a¼ 8.4677 Å and a decrease in the domain size
to about 10 nm. We see double peaks for the main reflections
of LTO-OLCa, which indicate the coexistence of a population of
LTO domains with increased unit cell volume and one close to
the initial value (a¼ 8.3608 Å). This phase also has a domain
size of about 10 nm, and the mass ratio between both crystallo-
graphically distinct LTO phases is about 1:1 (46:54; i.e., there is
slightly less expanded LTO). The presence of about 54mass%
of residual Na6LiTi5O12 is in contrast to the full electrochemical
desodiation treatment of the post-mortem electrode. In agree-
ment with previous work, when inserting Naþ into the LTO
structure, Naþ substitutes Li in the LTO lattice. Subsequently,
Na6LiTi5O12 heterogeneously emerges from the LTO phase.[55]

Therefore, the inability to revert all of the sodiated materials to
the initial crystal structure aligns with the reduced achievable
charge storage capacity of about 100mAh g!1 and the low initial
coulombic efficiency of &50%. The disassembly of the cell was
done after the desodiation step of the GCPL test; therefore, it is
evident that the permanent transformation of the Na-containing
phase occurs during the first cycles, as CV and GCPL profiles
indicate.[34]

The size difference of Naþ and Liþ ions (ionic radius,
Naþ ¼ 102 pm, Liþ¼ 76 pm) is expected to trigger the poor rate
performance of LTO as an anode in SIB than LIB. This size dif-
ference is initiated by the structural change, leading to more
reduced cycling stability of the SIB.[29,33] Moreover, the depen-
dency of SIB performance on the size of LTO was reported by
Yu et al.,[30] which showed that smaller LTO particles enhance
the rate and cycling performance of SIB. As our LTO-OLCa
has a crystalline size of around 30 nm, the higher performance
was expected. As presented in Table 2, the rate performance
of LTO-OLCa in the SIB setup was not comparable to the

Table 2. Comparison of electrochemical performance of previously reported LTO materials with various synthesis methods and our LTO-OLCa hybrid
material for SIBs, normalized to metal oxide mass. “rGO” means “reduced graphene oxide”.

Material Synthesis Potential range Specific capacity Rate capability Cycling stability Reference

LTO-carbon onion Sol–gel 700 #C, 2 h 2.5–0.3 V 97mAh g!1 at 0.15 C 27mAh g!1 at 2.8 C 95.6% after 500 cycles This work

Li4T5O12 Solid state 800 #C, 20 h 3.0–0.3 V 187 mAh g!1 at 0.1 C – – [27]

Porous Li4T5O12/C Spray drying 950 #C, 24 h 3.0–0.5 V 155 mAh g!1 at 0.1 C 90mAh g!1 at 5 C 95% after 20 cycles [29]

Li4T5O12/C nanowire Hydrothermal 750 #C, 6 h 2.5–0.3 V 168 mAh g!1 at 0.2 C 38 mAh g!1 at 100 C 97% after 50 cycles [31]

Li4T5O12 porous monolith Sol–gel, hydrothermal 700 #C, 2 h 1.5–0.5 V 127 mAh g!1 at 1 C 63mAh g!1 at 30 C 70% after 100 cycles [53]

Li4T5O12 thin nanosheet Hydrothermal, 600 #C, 3 h 2.5–0.5 V 170 mAh g!1 at 0.2 C 115mAh g!1 at 30 C 92% after 150 cycles [33]

Li4T5O12–TiO2/rGO aerogel Hydrothermal 700 #C, 6 h 2.5–0.3 V 184 mAh g!1 at 0.5 C 77mAh g!1 at 20 C 64% after 700 cycle [56]

www.advancedsciencenews.com www.entechnol.de

Energy Technol. 2020, 2000679 2000679 (8 of 10) © 2020 The Authors. Published by Wiley-VCH GmbH

http://www.advancedsciencenews.com
http://www.entechnol.de


reported state of the art. Yet, around 96% capacity retention after
500 cycles compared with the maximum capacity is superior to
the cycling performance in the reported literature, which
reports very low counts of cycles. This suggests that the hybrid-
ization of LTO with carbon onion benefits the longevity of SIB
(Figure 4F). Recently, Pfeifer et al. reported the importance of
the appropriate selection of electrolytes for SIB application
using sodium metal.[57] To enhance the performance and sta-
bility of hard carbon or sodium metal anodes for SIB, FEC
was introduced to the electrolyte system additives.[54] Some
have reported LTO as an anode for SIB using FEC-containing
electrolytes, such as NaClO4 in ethylene carbonate:diethyl
carbonate:fluoroethylene carbonate (50:50:1 by volume)[58] or
NaClO4 in propylene carbonate:fluoroethylene carbonate
(98:2 by volume),[31] which showed enhanced stability
performance.

4. Conclusion

In conclusion, we synthesized nano-sized LTO and carbon
onion hybrid materials and applied them, for the first time,
as an anode in LIBs and SIBs. The LTO-OLCa successfully
demonstrated its excellent performance with a high specific
capacity of 188 mAh g!1 and a favorable rate capability of
74 mAh g!1 at 2 A g!1, with 99% retention of its initial capacity
after the testing to 10 A g!1. The longevity test of LTO-OLCa
yielded 95.8% of initial capacity, superior to both LTO synthe-
sized without carbon onions with inferior performance, or LTO
hybridized with OLCv, which only performed 91% recovery
in both capacity and the retention for LIB. The LTO-OLCa,
which had excellent performance in the LIB system, exhibited
unsatisfactory performance when applied as anode for SIB with
a specific capacity of only 102 mAh g!1. Nevertheless, the lon-
gevity of LTO-OLCa with sodium showed 96% of the maximum
capacity retention after 500 cycles using 1 M NaClO4 in EC:
DMC (1:1 by mass) containing 5 mass% FEC as the electrolyte.
This work demonstrates carbon onion as a preferable hybridiza-
tion substance. We believe that our LTO and carbon onion
hybrid material has a potential for further improvement, for
example, by the implementation of a different electrode design
or a different electrolyte system to increase performance or
longevity.
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Fig͘ Sϭ: Nitrogen gas sorption isotherms with volumes at standard-temperature-pressure (STP) 

as a function of relative pressure for LTO, OLCa, OLCv, LTO-OLCv, and LTO-OLCa powders. 
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Fig. S2: The transmission micrograms of (A)OLCa and (B) OLCv. (C) X-ray diffractograms and 

(D) Raman spectra of OLCa and OLCv. D-mode and G-mode fitting of (E) OLCa, and (F) OLCv. 
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Fig͘ Sϯ: Raman spectra: D- and G-mode peak fitting for (A) LTO, (B) LTO-OLCa, and (C) LTO-OLCv. 

Overlaid Raman spectra of (D) LTO, OLCa, and LTO-OLCa, and (E) LTO, OLCv, and LTO-OLCv; the 

relative intensities were adjusted to improve visibility of the individual carbon species. 

 

 

 
Fig͘ Sϰ: Scanning electron micrographs of (A) LTO, (B) LTO-OLCa, and (C) LTO-OLCv electrodes. 
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Fig. S5: (A-B) Cyclic voltammograms recorded at 0.1-10 mV/s for (A) LTO and (B) LTO-OLCv 

normalized by scan rates. (C-D) Cyclic voltammograms normalized by scan rates recorded at 

0.1-10 mV/s and for (C) LTO and (D) LTO-OLCv. (E-F) Galvanostatic charge-discharge profiles 

of the 5th cycle at 0.01-10 A/g of samples (E) LTO and (F) LTO-OLCv. 
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Fig. S6: Electrochemical impedance spectra of LTO, LTO-OLCa, and LTO-OLCv (dotted) and the 

fitting results (lined). 

 

 

 
Fig. S7: Cyclic voltammograms displayed in Fig. 4a recorded at 0.1-10 mV/s for LTO-OLCa 

normalized by scan rates between 0.01-2.5 V vs. Na/Na+. 
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Fig. S8: (A) The lithiation and delithiation specific capacity of OLCa obtained from galvanostatic 

charge/discharge cycling at different specific current for rate capability in the range of 1.0-

2.8 V vs. Li/Li+. (B) The sodiation and desodiation specific capacity of OLCa obtained from 

galvanostatic charge/discharge cycling at different specific current for rate capability in the 

range of 0.3-2.5 V vs. Na/Na+. Open symbols: charging; filled symbols: discharging. 
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Table S1: Crystal phases, lattice constants, and domain sizes obtained from Rietveld-fitting 

based on the X-ray diffractograms seen in Fig. 2. 

Maƚeƌiaů CƌǇƐƚaů ƉhaƐe͕ ƐƉace gƌŽƵƉ͕  
aŶd PDF ŶƵŵbeƌ 

Fiƚƚed ůaƚƚice 
ƉaƌaŵeƚeƌƐ ;ÅͿ 

DŽŵaiŶ 
Ɛiǌe ;ŶŵͿ 

LTO Li4Ti5O12 cubic Fd-3m (PDF 49-0207)  a= 8.36384 30 
LTOͲOLCa Li4Ti5O12 cubic Fd-3m (PDF 49-0207) a= 8.36655 31 
LTOͲOLCǀ Li4Ti5O12 cubic Fd-3m (PDF 49-0207) a= 8.36577 30 

 

 

Table S2: Results of the elemental analysis. All values in mass%. b.d.l.: below detection limit. 

Maƚeƌiaů C H N S O 
OLCa 98.76ц0.25 b.d.l. b.d.l. b.d.l. 1.90ц0.48 
OLCǀ 95.91ц0.53 b.d.l. 1.67ц0.01 b.d.l. 2.99ц0.87 
LTO 3.08ц0.03 0.19ц0.01 0.07ц0.02 b.d.l. 20.53ц0.28 
LTOͲOLCa 13.12ц0.36 b.d.l. 0.15ц0.06 b.d.l. 29.17ц1.75 
LTOͲOLCǀ 13.72ц0.25 0.21ц0.02 0.22ц0.04 b.d.l. 23.35ц1.59 

 

 

Table S3: Results of the carbon-related Raman peak analysis. Position and FWHM-values in 

units of cm-1. 

Maƚeƌiaů 
DͲŵŽde GͲŵŽde 

IDͬIG ƌaƚiŽ ƉŽƐiƚiŽŶ 
;cŵͲϭͿ 

FWHM 
;cŵͲϭͿ 

ƉŽƐiƚiŽŶ 
;cŵͲϭͿ 

FWHM 
;cŵͲϭͿ 

OLCa 1340 71 1585 70 1.3 
OLCǀ 1344 176 1589 90 3.1 
LTO 1345 162 1607 68 1.7 
LTOͲOLCa 1347 92 1600 67 1.3 
LTOͲOLCǀ 1351 193 1585 70 2.8 

 

Table S4: Results of the Rs, Rint, and Rct obtained by fitting the data in Fig S6. 

Maƚeƌiaů RƐ ;ɏͿ CPEϭ ;FͼƐͿ RiŶƚ;ɏͿ CPEϮ ;FͼƐͿ Rcƚ;ɏͿ W 
LTO  84.05 9.7e-05 247.3 5.5e-04 3871 1974 
LTOͲOLCa  4.6 6.0e-05 359.2 2.8e-03 736 1384 
LTOͲOLCǀ  2.2 3.4e-05 9333.5 1.1e-03 1607 911 
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a b s t r a c t

We explore different electrolytes containing lithium perchlorate (LiClO4) and lithium bis(tri-
fluoromethylsulfonyl)imide (LiTFSI) salts in various solvents at different temperatures to associate the
electrochemical stability of lithium titanium oxide (LTO)/lithium manganese oxide (LMO)-activated
carbon (AC) composite Li-ion hybrid supercapacitors. By varying the solvents and operation temperature,
we were able to detect a correlation between the electrochemical performance and the conductivity of
each electrolyte. To test the electrochemical stability and longevity of the electrolytes in such a system,
full-cells were analyzed via a voltage floating for 10 h at charged state (2.8 V) of the full-cell. Energy and
power performance were the highest for acetonitrile (ACN) containing electrolytes due to their high
lithium-ion conductivity. Additionally, the longevity of LiClO4 in 3-methoxypropionitrile (3-MPN) was
superior to all tested electrolytes at ambient temperature with 97% capacity retention and energy effi-
ciency of about 86% after 500 h of voltage floating. LiClO4 in a mixture of ACN and ethylene carbonate
(EC) was the most stable electrolyte at high temperatures with 70% capacity retention after 500 h voltage
floating at 60!C and 50% capacity retention after 250 h voltage floating. The longevity of LiTFSI in ACN
and LiClO4 in 3-MPN electrolyte demonstrated a capacity retention of 97% and 92% after 500 h voltage
floating, respectively, at low temperature ("10 !C).

© 2020 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Growing demand in long-lasting, fast-charging, or high-power
energy storage for portable electrical applications motivates the
worldwide investigation on devices such as lithium-ion batteries
(LIBs) and supercapacitors (Fig. 1) [1,2]. While both of these two
energy storage technologies employ a pair of electrodes immersed
in an electrolyte, they employ different charge storage mechanisms
and different electrode materials [3]. Lithium-ion batteries are
based on materials with Faradaic charge-transfer reactions to store
and release energy by insertion, conversion, or alloying of lithium-
ions [4]. In most present-day lithium-ion batteries, lithium is
inserted into the anodewhile it extracted from the cathode and vice
versa during charging and discharging. Thereby, charge storage and
recovery are enabled via cation-specific processes. Typically

Faradaic materials exhibit non-linear voltage profiles with plateaus
indicating the redox-active reactions that enable high specific en-
ergy but low specific power due to the relatively slow diffusion
process (Fig. 1A) [5,6]. In contrast, supercapacitors show a linear
capacitor-like voltage profile, achieving high specific power but low
specific energy (Fig. 1A) [7,8]. This electrochemical signature can be
achieved either by ion electrosorption at the fluid/solid interface
(electrical double-layer capacitors) or by fast redox-processes
(pseudocapacitors) [9]. Commonly, high surface area electrodes
such as activated carbon are employed for electrical double-layer
capacitors [10,11]. In the latter case, during charging, electro-
sorption of cations at the negatively polarized electrode and anions
at the positively polarized is observed; thereby, most present-day
electrical double-layer capacitors (also known as supercapacitors
or ultracapacitors) employ cation- and concurrent anion-specific
adsorption processes.

To overcome the limitations of the individual devices and utilize
the distinct electrochemical features of each system, many re-
searchers have investigated hybrid supercapacitors (HSC) [12,13].
These devices can be constructed by combining a Faradaic electrode
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as the negative electrode (anode), such as lithium titanium oxide,
and an electrode composed of highly porous carbon as the positive
electrode (cathode), and a Li-containing electrolyte [4,14e20].
Therefore, the voltage profile of each electrode exhibits distinctive
electrochemical behavior of Faradaic and non-Faradaic materials
(Fig. 1A). Another approach is to combine materials for ion elec-
trosorption and Faradaic materials within the electrode (Fig. 1B).
Since Faradaic charge storage materials are often intrinsic in-
sulators, research and commercial approaches add a conductive
additive during the electrode preparation. This physical add-mixing
of a Faradaic material and carbons yields composite electrodes, and
numerous such material combinations have been reported [4,21].
Other variations implement a combination of a Faradaic material
and nanoporous carbon on a nanoscopic level, which yields hybrid
materials [4,22]. Examples include the nanoscale implementation
of an intercalation material into carbon nanotubes via ultracentri-
fugation [18], atomic layer decoration of carbon surfaces withmetal
oxides [23,24], or metal oxide/carbon core/shell architectures
[25,26].

Most present-day lithium-ion batteries use carbonate-based
electrolytes with dissolved Li-containing salts [27,28]. We also
find organic electrolytes in supercapacitors, in particular, acetoni-
trile, because of its high ionmobility [29]. There is a large number of
other organic-solvent electrolytes (including mixtures of different
organic solvents) along with alternative electrolytes based on
aqueous media or ionic liquids [30e33]. Most works in the litera-
ture have adapted conventional lithium-ion battery electrolytes to
hybrid systems due to their high conductivity and wide operating
potential [17,32,34e37]. Still, the safety and longevity of the con-
ventional electrolyte can hinder the hybrid supercapacitor system
in some applications. Therefore, the hybrid supercapacitor concept
necessitates optimal salt and solvent combination to achieve a good
performance, especially for non-ambient temperature applications
[18,22,33,38,39]. Lithium-containing inorganic salts used for
lithium-ion battery electrolytes are also employed for hybrid
supercapacitors such as lithium perchlorate (LiClO4), Lithium tet-
rafluoroborate (LiBF4), lithium hexafluorophosphate (LiPF6), or
lithium hexafluoroarsenate (LiAsF6). LiClO4 is characterized by a
high solubility and conductivity, wide anodic limit, and more stable
SEI formation from lack of an F" ion [27,40e42]. The high reactivity
of the oxidation state of the perchlorate ion and thermal instability
is the main drawback of LiClO4. Lithium bis(tri-
fluoromethylsulfonyl)imide (LiTFSI) is an attractive alternative to
LiClO4 due to its high chemical and thermal stability [43e45].
However, LiTFSI has been reported to corrode aluminum current

collectors within the operation potential of LIBs [46e48].
Commonly used solvents for hybrid supercapacitor electrolytes

are based on propylene carbonate (PC), mixtures of ethylene car-
bonate (EC) with linear carbonates (e.g., dimethyl carbonate), and
acetonitrile (ACN) [30,44] However, the high viscosity of the car-
bonates and the reduced stability of ACN at elevated temperatures
necessitate the exploration of suitable alternatives [39,44]. In our
work, we investigate ACN mixed with EC to reduce the volatility
and increase the thermal stability of the electrolyte. Furthermore,
among nitrile-based solvents with a relatively low melting point,
flammability, and volatility, 3-methoxypropionitrile (3-MPN) was
reported first in 2004 byWang et al. as a solvent for lithium titanate
based lithium-ion batteries [49]. Our work explores 3-MPN for the
first time in the context of a hybrid supercapacitor. Additionally, we
study a Li-salt containing ionic liquid for its supposed good stability
at room temperature and higher temperatures and wider operation
voltage [30,33,39]. With a focus on the electrolyte, we chose the
well-established lithium titanium oxide and lithium manganese
oxide/activated carbon system for the electrodes [16,17,20,50]. Our
data include energy and power ratings along with performance
stability tests via voltage floating at different temperatures ("10 !C
to þ75 !C).

2. Experimental description

2.1. Materials

As seen from Table 1, all electrolytes were based on lithium
perchlorate (LiClO4, Sigma Aldrich) or lithium bis(tri-
fluoromethylsulfonyl)imide (LiTFSI, Iolitec). The electrolytes were
prepared by dissolving of these lithium salts in different solvents or
ionic liquid: acetonitrile (ACN, BASF SelectiLyte), a 1:1 (by volume)
mixture of acetonitrile and ethylene carbonate (ACN:EC, Sigma

Fig. 1. (A) Cell concept of a supercapacitor, a Li-ion battery, and a resulting hybrid device. (B) Composite vs. hybrid concept to combine within one electrode features of a
supercapacitor (via ion electrosorption in nanoporous carbon) and a Li-ion battery (via an ion insertion electrode material).

Table 1
Electrolyte conductivity at selected temperatures.

Solvate Solvent Conductivity (mS/cm)

at "10 !C at þ25 !C at þ60 !C at þ70 !C

1 M LiClO4 ACN 9.5 30.8 38.1 39.3
1 M LiClO4 ACN:EC 10.8 18.1 25.6 27.6
1 M LiClO4 PC 1.9 5.0 9.4 10.7
1 M LiClO4 3-MPN 3.4 6.8 10.4 11.4
1 M LiTFSI ACN 23.8 34.3 43.5 45.3
1 M LiTFSI PMPyrrTFSI 0.1 1.1 4.0 5.4
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Aldrich; labeled in our work as ACN:EC (1:1)), propylene carbonate
(PC, Sigma Aldrich), 3-methoxypropionitrile (3-MPN, Sigma
Aldrich), and 1-methyl-1-propylpyrrolidinium bis(tri-
fluoromethylsulfonyl)imide (PMPyrrTFSI, Iolitec). The chemical
structures of all electrolytes are displayed in Supporting Information,
Fig. S1.

Coconut-derived activated carbon (AC) powders YP-50F and YP-
80F were purchased from Kuraray chemicals. Carbon black (Denka
Black) was purchased from Denka, lithium titanium oxide (LTO)
from Sigma Aldrich, and lithiummanganese oxide (LMO) from Toda
Kogyo. The X-ray diffraction pattern of the initial materials along
with the crystal structures of LMO and LTO are shown in Supporting
Information, Fig. S2.

2.2. Working electrode preparation

For the LTO electrodes, LTO powder was mixed with 20 mass%
carbon black and 5mass% carboxymethyl cellulose (CMC) dissolved
in water and ethanol mixture in a DAC400 FVZ speed-mixer. The
electrode slurry was subsequently doctor-bladed on a carbon-
coated aluminum foil current collector (Ranafoil, Toyo
Aluminum). The casted electrode sheets were dried in a fume hood
for two days, followed by drying in a vacuum oven at þ120 !C for
12 h.

LMO-AC electrodes were prepared by mixing 58 mass% AC YP-
80F powder, 32 mass% LMO powder, 5 mass% carbon black, and 5
mass% polyvinylidene fluoride (PVdF, Sigma Aldrich) dissolved in
dimethyl sulfoxide following the same electrode preparation step
as for LTO electrodes.

Scanning electron micrographs of the as-prepared cathodes and
anodes are shown in Supporting Information, Fig. S3.

Activated carbon type YP-50F was employed for the preparation
of the quasi-reference electrode (QRE). Detailed information on the
chemical composition, structure, and porosity of this carbon is
found in our previous work [50]. YP-50F powder was treated in
nitric acid at þ95 !C for 5 h, followed by thorough washing and
drying as described elsewhere [50]. For convenience and compa-
rability to literature, all QRE potentials stated in this work were
calculated to Li potential. The activated carbon powder was
dispersed in ethanol in an agate mortar, and 10 mass% of poly-
tetrafluoroethylene (PTFE, 60 mass% solution in water; Sigma
Aldrich) was admixed to the dispersion. Dispersions were mixed
well until a rubber-like texture was obtained, then transferred to
hot-roll press to prepare a film with 500 mm wet thickness. The
paste was dried in a vacuum oven at þ120 !C overnight.

2.3. Material characterization

2.3.1. Electrolyte conductivity measurements
We measured the ionic conductivity of each electrolyte using a

Microcell HC electrochemical cell with Pt electrodes (RHD In-
struments) and a Modulab electrochemical workstation with ESC
software (Solartron Analytical). With a syringe, 0.9 mL of each
electrolyte was transported into the measuring cup, and the Pt
electrode crucible was screwed closed. The closed-cell was moun-
ted on the Peltier element of temperature-controlled base unit
(Eurotherm 2000) using heat sink paste to improve the heat
transfer between the Peltier element and the crucible. Potentio-
static impedance at each temperature was measured after
temperature-stabilized for 10 min. The impedance was measured
from 1 Hz to 700 kHz at open circuit potential (OCV), in steps of at
different temperature from "20 !C to þ80 !C, in steps of D10 !C,
including þ25 !C. The cell constant was calculated by using the
conductance obtained from 0.1 M KCl aqueous standard (VWR)
with a conductivity of 12.880 mS/cm at þ25 !C using Eq. (1).

G¼ 1
R
¼ A

l$r
¼ A$s

l
(1)

where G is conductance, R is resistance, A is the area, l is the length,
r is the resistivity, and s is the conductivity. The obtained imped-
ance admittance data for each electrolyte was fitted to obtain the
resistivity value of the cell. Using Eq. (1), and the calculated cell
constant, the ionic conductivity of the electrolytes at different
temperatures were obtained.

2.3.2. Electrochemical characterization
For all the electrochemical measurements, we used custom-

built polyether ether ketone (PEEK) cells. Specifications of the
PEEK cells can be found in Ref. [51].

For full-cell measurements, an LTO electrode disk of 12 mm and
an LMO electrode disk of 12 mmwas employed as the negative and
positive electrode, respectively. A surface-functionalized YP-50F
electrode served as QRE. The prepared cells were pre-cycled from
0.8 to 2.8 V at 10C for 20 cycles, followed by galvanostatic charge/
discharge cycling with potential limitation (GCPL) measurements
using different C-rate of 1Ce250C in the cell voltage range of
0.8e2.8 V to obtain a Ragone plot. The specific energy of the full-
cells was calculated by integrating the voltage behavior over the
discharging time as in (Eq. (2)):

Esp ¼
I
ðt

t0
U ðtÞdt

m
(2)

where I is the applied current, t is the time, U is the time-dependent
cell voltage, and m is the total mass of both positive and negative
electrode, including binder and additives. The specific power is
calculated from specific energy divided by discharging time. The IR
drop values of the discharge process are included in the calculation
of the specific power and energy.

For measurements at higher or lower temperatures, the galva-
nostatic measurements to obtain Ragone plots were first done
at þ25 !C for comparison. To ensure temperature stabilization, the
climate chamber was then heated or cooled to
either þ60 !C, þ75 !C, or -10 !C, and the cells were stored at 0.8 V
for 10 h at the respective temperature. After this resting period, the
GCPL measurement at elevated or decreased temperature was
conducted. After sets of GCPL measurements, the cells were cycled
three times with 5C, followed by charging at 5C and continuedwith
voltage floating at 2.8 V for 10 h [15]. After 10 h of floating, the cells
were discharged with 5C and charge-discharged three times again
with 5C. This voltage floating process was repeated 50 times. The
internal resistance of the charge/discharge process was calculated
from the IR drop using Ohm’s law.

3. Results and discussion

3.1. Temperature-dependent electrolyte conductivity

To establish a physicochemical baseline for the electrochemical
testing, we first quantified the conductivity of each electrolyte via
potentiostatic impedance within the temperature range of "20 !C
to þ80 !C. The impedance results yield the resistance of the elec-
trolyte, which is then converted into the conductivity (Table 1). For
each electrolyte, the measurement was started at þ25 !C then
decreased to "20 !C and subsequently increased to þ20 !C to
prevent the remains of frozen electrolytes for higher temperature
measurement. Fig. 2 illustrates the temperature dependence of the
prepared electrolytes. The conductivities of LiTFSI in ACN
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electrolyte display the highest values, even though it possesses a
larger anion size when compared to LiClO4. This is expected to
originate from the higher ion dissociation of LiTFSI than LiClO4 in
ACN as the solvent [45,52]. The rapid drop of the conductivity for
LiClO4 in ACN at a lower temperature is due to the crystallization of
the solvate in the mixture, as identified by Seo et al. (Ref. [53]).

At temperatures above 0 !C, the conductivity of LiClO4 in ACN:EC
(1:1) is lower than LiClO4 in ACN due to the addition of more
viscous EC; however, the conductivity is higher than LiClO4 in ACN
at temperatures below 0 !C per the suppressed solvate crystalli-
zation. Cyclic carbonates provide better Liþ solvation because they
have higher permittivity and dipole moment [27]. Also, at room
temperature, the dielectric constant of EC (97) is higher than ACN
(37), which favors Liþ coordination leading to improved ion
transport [54,55]. This indicates the solubility of the LiClO4 salt
changes with the introduction of EC to the ACN. The temperature
dependence was followed the Arrhenius behavior; therefore, the
solvate crystallization does not occur for LiClO4 in ACN:EC (1:1),
which is in stark contrast to pure ACN.

The conductivity of LiClO4 in PC is comparable to the data ob-
tained in 3-MPN, with a slightly lower slope than ACN containing
electrolytes. The lowest conductivity is observed for LiTFSI dis-
solved in an ionic liquid, which shows its highest conductivity of
7 mS/cm at þ80 !C. To describe the temperature dependence of the
conductivity, the Arrhenius equation and Vogel-Tamman-Fulcher
(VTF) equation (Eq. (3)) are being used [56e59].

s¼AT"0:5expð " B = ðT " T0ÞÞ (3)

where A and B are generally related to the carrier number and
configurational entropy, respectively, and T0 is the theoretical glass
transition temperature [53,56]. The conductivity values in Fig. 2A
were used to determine the parameter A, B, and T0 (Supporting In-
formation, Table S1). As seen in Fig. 2B, the VTF equation fits the
measured data very well, including the behavior of LiClO4 in ACN,
which is influenced by solvate crystallization at lower temperatures
[53].

3.2. Electrochemical performance at ambient temperature

In our full-cell setup, we used an LTO anode and an LMO-AC
cathode, as proposed by Cericola et al. [16] and optimized by
Widmaier et al. [20,60] for high-performance hybrid super-
capacitors. The LMO-AC electrode consists of 58 mass% AC to

maintain good rate handling performance against the LTO anode.
The latter did not contain AC but 20 mass% carbon black (CB) in
electrode preparation. This choicewasmotivated as previous works
did not show a significant advantage when combining LTO with AC
considering the fast lithiation/delithiation process of LTO
[20,60,61]. The mass balancing of LTO and LMO-AC electrodes was
1:2 with respect to the total electrode mass of each electrode. The
used mass ratio and amount of electrode material components al-
lows us to calculate the theoretical, maximum specific capacity
(41.5 mAh/g) and corresponding specific energy (116 Wh/kg) at a
cut-off voltage of 2.8 V.

The full-cells were first cycled with galvanostatic cycling with
potential limitation (GCPL) atþ25 !C, with a cut-off voltage of 2.8 V
using C-rates from 1C to 250C to obtain the Ragone plot (Fig. 3A).
The specific energy and specific power of the hybrid supercapacitor
were calculated from the discharge data at each C-rate and
normalized to the total mass of both positive and negative elec-
trodes. Table 2 presents the electrochemical performance of each
electrolyte shown in specific energy (Wh/kg) at 1 kW/kg of specific
power performed at different temperatures.

Among our set of electrolytes, we identified the highest specific
energy at a low rate to be 85 Wh/kg and 81 Wh/kg of LiTFSI in ACN
and LiClO4 in ACN, respectively. This is comparable to our previous
work [20]. The energy efficiencies of LiTFSI and LiClO4 in ACN at the
lower C-rate were 90.7% and 92.6%, respectively. LiClO4 in ACN,
ACN:EC (1:1), and 3-MPN at lower C-rates exhibit very similar
specific energy and power of ~70 Wh/kg and 0.35 kW/kg, respec-
tively. At rates exceeding 25C, both the specific energy and power of
LiClO4 in 3-MPN decrease faster than the LiClO4 in ACN:EC (1:1).
About 50% of the low-rate specific energy was maintained at
10 kW/kg for LiTFSI and LiClO4 in ACN electrolytes. LiClO4 in PC
shows a lower energy performance of 50 Wh/kg at low rates;
however, at higher rates, the specific energy, and the power was
comparable to LiClO4 in 3-MPN, which we expect to have similar
electrochemical performance due to comparable ionic conductivity.
LiTFSI in ionic liquid displays the lowest energy and power per-
formance with 20 Wh/kg and 2 kW/kg, respectively, with 85% of
energy efficiency. This agrees with its low conductivity and hence,
its low diffusion coefficient seen in Fig. 2 [62]. The overall elec-
trochemical performance of the full-cells is proportional to the
conductivities at þ25 !C, and we see larger specific energy for
systems with a higher diffusion coefficient at the same rate. Our
data also indicates a convergence of all energy values towards an
equilibrium value of 100 Wh/kg at very low rates.

Fig. 2. (A) The temperature dependence of the conductivity of different electrolytes from "20 !C to þ80 !C. The dashed lines are added to guide the eye. (B) Measured conductivity
data and the results of Vogel-Tammann-Fulcher fitting (solid lines).
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Subsequently, the voltage floating at a cell voltage of 2.8 V was
carried out to characterize the electrochemical stability of the cells.
We chose this method to provide a more stressful test to survey the
electrolyte stability rather than the cycling stability of the electrode
material [63]. After 10 h of voltage floating at a cell voltage of 2.8 V,
we carried out three galvanostatic discharge-charge cycles at 5C to
quantify the capacity, and this procedure was repeated every 10 h.
The normalized capacity is shown in Fig. 3B, where most of the
electrolytes maintained over 80% of the initial capacity after 500 h
(¼ 50 ' 10 h intervals). The most stable electrolyte was LiClO4 in 3-
MPN with energy efficiency maintained about 83e85% and

maintained 97% of the maximum capacity.
The voltage profile of the full-cell with LiClO4 in 3-MPN is dis-

played in Fig. 3C with the cell voltage, negative and positive elec-
trode potential profiles at the first cycle before the voltage floating,
and the last cycle after voltage floating for 500 h. The LTO electrode
shows a voltage plateau at 1.5 V and 1.7 V vs. Li/Liþ in alignment
with the insertion and extraction of Lithium. For the LMO-AC
electrode, there are two different regimes, which can be distin-
guished by their different slopes: A first region ranging from 3.0 to
3.9 V and a second regionwith a lower slope from 3.9 to 4.2 V vs. Li/
Liþ. The electrochemical signal in the first region is caused by
electrosorption on the surface of AC particles, whereas the second
region is associated with lithiation/delithiation of LMO and simul-
taneous ion electrosorption [20]. LiClO4 in ACN and LiTFSI in ACN
maintained 87% and 84% of the maximum capacity, respectively,
after 500 h voltage floating. The energy efficiencies decrease from
93% to 91% and 92%e86.5% for LiClO4 and LiTFSI in ACN, respec-
tively. The higher efficiency decrease of LiTFSI in ACN indicates a
higher internal resistance increase. This is in line with the aging
behavior when comparing the capacity decline. LiTFSI in the ionic
liquid maintained 82% of the capacity retention compared to the
initial capacity with energy efficiency degradation from 88% to 83%.

Further galvanostatic charge/discharge profiles of the samples

Fig. 3. The electrochemical characterization of the hybrid supercapacitors at þ25 !C (A) Ragone chart of HSC cycled at 1e250C at 0.8e2.8 V cell voltage. (B) The stability testing of
10 h voltage floating at charged state (2.8 V). The capacity values are obtained from the 3rd discharge step after the 10 h floating is finished. Voltage profile of the full-cell with (C)
LiClO4 in 3-MPN (D) LiTFSI in PMPyrrTFSI electrolytes after the 1st voltage floating cycle (solid line), and the 50th of voltage floating. The potential development of LTO and LMO-AC
electrodes was monitored via a carbon quasi-reference electrode.

Table 2
Specific energy obtained from electrochemical testing at 1 kW/kg of each electrolyte
at different temperatures.

Solvate Solvent Specific energy at 1 kW/kg (Wh/kg)

at "10 !C at þ25 !C at þ60 !C at þ75 !C

1 M LiClO4 ACN 44 81 81 e

1 M LiClO4 ACN:EC 28 61 77 64
1 M LiClO4 PC 22 41 46 e

1 M LiClO4 3-MPN 22 58 76 67
1 M LiTFSI ACN 36 72 76 e

1 M LiTFSI PMPyrrTFSI e 12 28 e
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not part of Fig. 3C and D are displayed in Supporting Information,
Fig. S4. The calculated resistance values of the cells during voltage
floating experiments are presented in Supporting Information,
Table S2. The initial and final resistance values of the cells with each
electrolyte show only a small resistance increase. For cells using
LiTFSI in ionic liquid, a slightly higher increase of the resistance was
observed after the voltage floating experiments.

3.3. Electrochemical performance at above-ambient temperature
(þ60 !C and þ75 !C)

In the next step, we quantified the electrochemical energy
storage performance of the full-cells at þ60 !C. The comparison of
the Ragone plot at þ25 !C (Fig. 3A) and þ60 !C (Fig. 4A) shows the
overall enhancement of the energy and power performance of the
full-cells at a higher temperature. The most significant difference is
observed for LiTFSI in ionic liquid with a specific energy of 42 Wh/
kg and specific power of 12 kW/kg. LiClO4 and LiTFSI in ACN did not
show significant enhancement; however, the specific energy of
LiClO4 in ACN:EC (1:1), PC, and 3-MPN at 1C increased to above
75 Wh/g. The performance of all the electrolytes at higher C-rates
beyond 10C was enhanced both in specific energy and power. The
energy efficiency of all full-cells also increased at C-rates beyond

10C. The increase in power and energy performance relate to the
enhanced ion mobility at higher temperatures as presented in the
conductivity data in Fig. 2.

Next, we carried out voltage floating at a cell voltage of 2.8 V
with intermittent GCPL to quantify the charge storage capacity. As
seen from the data shown in Fig. 4B, there is a sharp decrease in the
performance stability of the ACN-based electrolytes, when
compared to the performance at room temperature. The cell with
LiClO4 in ACN electrolyte achieved an initial capacity of 34 mAh/g
before the first voltage-floating and started a continuous decrease.
After the 100 h floating sequence, the capacity decrease was
accelerated with more than 2 mAh/g of decrease per 10 h floating,
and after the 16th voltage floating step, the cell had lost all available
capacity. LiClO4 in ACN:EC (1:1) maintains its capacity like the re-
sults from the ambient temperature. The initial capacity and spe-
cific energy were 29 mAh/g and 68 Wh/kg, respectively, with a
constant increase to 34 mAh/g and 74 Wh/kg, respectively. This
performance can be attributed to the possible rearrangement of
LTO structure during insertion as a change in the voltage profile of
LTO [13,64e66]. Subsequently, the capacity began to decrease with
an average of 0.2 mAh/g per 10 h floating cycle, yielding the best
performance with 70% of the initial capacity at þ60 !C. The corre-
sponding energy efficiency was 92% in the first cycle and 82% after

Fig. 4. The electrochemical characterization of the hybrid supercapacitors at þ60 !C (A) Ragone chart of HSC cycled at 1Ce250C between 0.8 and 2.8 V cell voltage. (B) The stability
testing of 10 h voltage floating at charged state (2.8 V). The capacity values are obtained from the 3rd discharge step after the 10 h floating is finished. Voltage profile of HSC with (C)
LiClO4 in ACN:EC (1:1 by volume) and (D) LiTFSI in PMPyrrTFSI electrolytes after the 1st (solid line), the 15th (dashed line), and the 50th (dashed-dotted line) voltage floating cycle.
The potential development of LTO and LMO-AC electrodes was monitored via a carbon quasi-reference electrode.
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500 h voltage floating.
In Fig. 4C and D and Supporting Information, Fig. S5, the voltage

profiles of the corresponding full-cell after 10 h, 150 h, and 500 h of
voltage floating at 2.8 V is shown. As the voltage profiles of cathode
and anode agree with the data at ambient temperature for the first
cycle; however, after 150 h of voltage floating, the lithium inser-
tion/extraction plateau for LTO starts to deviate with an increasing
potential difference between lithiation and delithiation. The
voltage profile of the LMO-AC cathode maintains the charge/
discharge features very similar to what was observed in the test
at þ25 !C. Furthermore, significant changes in IR drop are observed
for all cells as the voltage floating proceeds, concluding an
increased resistance of the full-cells. The calculated resistances of
ACN based electrolytes increased severely by two orders of
magnitude as the capacity performances decay. LiClO4 in ACN:EC
(1:1) maintained the lowest resistance after the voltage floating
which supports it promising performance. Despite the poor elec-
trochemical stability of LiTFSI in ionic liquid, the resistance after
500 h of voltage floating only increased slightly compared to the
initial value, which might be ascribed to the enhanced mobility at
elevated temperature.

While being very promising for voltage floating at 2.8 V at room
temperature, LiClO4 in 3-MPN tested at þ60 !C maintained only
25% of the initial capacity after 500 h of voltage floating (Supporting
Information, Fig. S5C). The anode and cathode voltage profile of 3-
MPN maintain the initial behavior. However, the voltage profile of
the LTO electrode has changed over the voltage floating cycles,
which was not observed atþ75 !C. The capacity of electrolytes with
PC decrease, like in the case of the ACN-based electrolytes.

Fig. 4D depicts the voltage profile of the full-cell with LiTFSI in
PMPyrrTFSI electrolytes. Contradictory to the trend, the potential
behavior of the LMO-AC electrode does not exhibit a normal two-
slopes regime, but the presence of a single slope is indicating that
LMO is electrochemically inactive for LiTFSI in PMPyrrTFSI. There-
fore, the cell performance decreases significantly because of the
imbalance in charge and potential distribution at each electrode.
Seemingly, LMO is insufficiently stable in the chosen ionic liquid in
general, but this issue most evidently manifests at elevated tem-
peratures [67e70]. The structural degradation of LMO is also
confirmed by post-mortem X-ray diffraction (Supporting Informa-
tion, Fig. S6). Compared to the initial state, the cell constant a of
LMO shifts from 0.821 nm to 0.811 nm after cycling at eitherþ25 !C
or þ60 !C, with a lowered domain size from about 180 nm to
45e60 nm after cycling.

From the voltage floating performance of all the electrolytes
at þ60 !C, the best capacity retention after 50th cycles was found
for LiClO4 in ACN:EC (1:1) and LiClO4 in 3-MPN. These two systems
were then continued to be tested atþ75 !C. As presented in Table 2,
smaller energy performance is witnessed than compared to the
measurement at þ60 !C. The energy storage performance of the
corresponding full-cells is depicted in Fig. 5A. The initial specific
energy of both LiClO4 in ACN:EC (1:1) and LiClO4 in 3-MPN achieved
~71 Wh/kg with 81% energy efficiency. The corresponding specific
capacity was 33 mAh/g, which is comparable to values obtained
from the experiment at þ60 !C. Despite the higher ionic conduc-
tivity at higher temperatures, the electrochemical performance
diminishes, which aligns with the known high-temperature com-
plications of LMO (such as Mn-ion dissolution above þ55 !C)
[70e72].

The voltage floating at a cell voltage of 2.8 V was subsequently
conducted, and the results are presented in Fig. 5B. The initial in-
crease in capacity is more pronounced when compared to þ25 !C
or þ60 !C measurements for LiClO4 in ACN:EC (1:1) electrolyte and
the maximum capacity of 31 mAh/g is about 20% higher than the
initial capacity of 26 mAh/g. The initial cathode voltage profile of

the cell with LiClO4 in ACN:EC (1:1) electrolyte clearly consists of
two regions originating from AC and LMO charge storage (Fig. 5C).
After 150 h of voltage floating, the voltage profile assigned to
lithium insertion into LMO decreases. After 250 h, the voltage
pattern changes to display a trigonal shape not typical for LMO, but
characteristic of the electrical double-layer formation. At a value of
about 43% compared to the maximum capacity, we see the loss of
charge storage contribution from LMO and dominance of just the
AC component (which only provided charge storage via ion
electrosorption).

LiClO4 in 3-MPN achieved an initial capacity of 29 mAh/g with
an energy efficiency of 72%, then continually decrease until 8% of
the initial capacity after 250 h of voltage floating at 2.8 V. The
voltage profile of LiClO4 is shown in Fig. 5D, which is comparable to
LiClO4 in ACN:EC (1:1). After 250 h voltage floating, the profiles of
both anode and cathode are different from its original voltage
profiles. This finding indicates the loss of the cells’ charge storage
capacity.

3.4. Electrochemical performance at below-ambient temperature
("10 !C)

We quantified the electrochemical energy storage performance
of the full-cells at "10 !C. The direct comparison of the Ragone plot
at þ25 !C (Fig. 3A) and "10 !C (Fig. 6A) shows the low energy and
power performance of the full-cells at below ambient temperature.
An electrochemical operation of the cell containing LiTFSI in
PMPyrrTFSI was not possible due to its low ionic conductivity
at "10 !C. The conductivity data (Fig. 2, Table 2) show the con-
ductivities of electrolytes at "10 !C are 1e20 mS/cm lower than
atþ25 !C. This indicates the lower mobility of ions at"10 !C, which
is in line with the measured energy storage performance. At 1C,
LiClO4 in ACN achieved the best specific energy of ~59Wh/kgwith a
Coulombic efficiency and energy efficiency of 98% and 88%,
respectively. At a higher rate of 10C, the specific energy remains
lower than LiTFSI in ACN, which aligns with the non-linear drop of
conductivity of LiClO4 in ACN at below 0 !C (Fig. 2), due to the
solvation of the solvent molecules and the solubility of the salt.
Meanwhile, LiTFSI in ACNmaintained a high power performance of
36 kW/kg at 250C.

The voltage floating test was conducted subsequently and
depicted in Fig. 6B. Compared to the initial capacity before the 10 h
voltage floating, all the electrolytes maintained more than 50% of
the capacity (excluding LiClO4 in ACN). LiClO4 in 3-MPN and
ACN:EC (1:1), as well as LiTFSI in ACN, showed an increase of ca-
pacity during the early cycles of 10 h voltage floating before the
capacity starts to decay. During the voltage floating test at þ25 !C
and þ60 !C, LiTFSI in ACN did not follow this trend. After reaching
the maximum capacity, the cell provided high capacity retention
(97%) after 500 h voltage floating compared to the maximum ca-
pacity. Coulombic and energy efficiency maintained a level of 98%
and 80%, respectively. We expect this stability attributes from the
suppression of an increase in internal resistance at low temperature
(Supporting Information, Fig. S8). The overall initial resistance for
cells tested at "10 !C were larger than ones at þ25 !C as presented
in Table S2 in Supporting Information. This agrees with the sup-
pressed mobility, therefore lower conductivity compared to higher
temperatures. However, the increase in resistance after the 500 h
voltage floating test is negligible at -10 !C for LiTFSI in ACN, LiClO4
in ACN:EC (1:1), and LiClO4 in 3-MPN, which achieved the highest
capacity retention.

The voltage profiles of the full-cell and the electrodes after 10 h,
150 h, and 500 h of voltage floating are presented in Fig. 6C and D
and Supporting Information, Fig. S7. The duration of the charge/
discharge reaction is shortened due to the decreased ion
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conductivity at lower temperatures, but the overall shape of the
initial voltage profiles maintained as comparable to þ25 !C. LiClO4
in 3-MPN achieved with 92% capacity retention after 500 h of
voltage floating. Although the capacity retentionwas very high, the
voltage profile depicted in Fig. 6D show distorted LMO-AC elec-
trode behavior. The lithium insertion/extraction reaction hysteresis
of the LTO electrode is also very broad, indicating overpotential. The
diffusion of the Liþ ion is significantly decreased at the LTO struc-
ture, resulting in increased polarization at a lower temperature
[73]. Combination of hindered Liþ diffusion at the electrode and
low conductivity of the electrolyte, the overpotential shift at LTO is
also significant for the cells showing rather poor stability with
LiClO4 in PC and LiClO4 in ACN (Supporting Information, Fig. S7).

4. Conclusions

In this study, we investigated the stability of different electro-
lytes for hybrid supercapacitor applications at ambient, above-
ambient, and below-ambient temperatures. The nitrile and
carbonate-based organic solvents and ionic liquid were employed
for hybrid supercapacitors with a promising combination of anode
and cathode materials, LTO and LMO [16,17,60]. LiClO4 in ACN:EC
(1:1) and 3-MPN achieved a stable performance during floating at

both above and below ambient temperature. At ambient temper-
ature, LiClO4 in 3-MPN showed an excellent electrochemical sta-
bility and remained 97% of its initial capacity after 500 h voltage
floating at 2.8 V LiClO4 in ACN:EC (1:1) is superior at above ambient
temperatures with 70% and 43% capacity retention at þ60 !C
andþ75 !C after 500 h and 250 h of voltage floating, respectively, at
2.8 V. The use of only ACN as the solvent, at elevated potentials like
2.8 V is not preferred in this temperature range, considering the
limited electrochemical stability.

An appropriate selection of lithium-containing salt and solvent
can enhance the longevity of Li-ion hybrid supercapacitors. At high
temperatures, there is the key issue of LMO degradation to be
considered. The loss of charge storage capacity of the LMO cannot
be compensated by the AC component in the hybrid cathode so that
the overall cell degradation progresses. This issue is not remedied
using an ionic liquid, which, itself, would provide excellent high-
temperature stability. Instead, the best high-temperature perfor-
mance stability was provided by LiClO4 in ACN:EC (1:1), which
shows the great potential of mixed solvents. At low temperatures,
after several conditioning cycles, the best performance regarding
energy, power, and stability, is obtained in LiTFSI in ACN. This aligns
with the much higher ion mobility, which, at "10 !C, is the stron-
gest limiting factor for the cell performance. LiClO4 in ACN is to be

Fig. 5. The electrochemical characterization of the hybrid supercapacitors at þ75 !C (A) Ragone chart at 1Ce250C between 0.8 and 2.8 V cell voltage. (B) The stability testing of 10 h
voltage floating at charged state (2.8 V). The capacity values are obtained from the 3rd discharge step after the 10 h floating is finished. Voltage profile of HSC with (C) LiClO4 in
ACN:EC (1:1 by volume) and (D) LiClO4 in 3-MPN electrolytes after the 1st (solid line), the 15th (dashed line), and the 25th (dashed-dotted line) voltage floating cycle. The potential
development of LTO and LMO-AC electrodes was monitored via a quasi-reference electrode.
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avoided at low temperatures because of the well-known solubility
issues and solvate crystallization; these effects yield poor perfor-
mance stability over time.
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Figure S1: Chemical structures of the electrolytes and salts used in our work. 
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Figure S2: (A) X-ray diffraction pattern of the AC-LMO and LTO electrodes. The diffractograms 

were recorded with a Bruker AXS D8 Discover using Cu-Kα radiation and a VANTEC 
detector. (B) Crystal structures of LMO and LTO per the PDF numbers given in panel A. 
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Figure S3: (A) Scanning electron micrograph of the AC-LMO electrode. (B) Scanning electron 

micrograph of the LTO electrode. Electron micrographs were recorded with a JEOL 
JSM-7500F at an acceleration voltage of 3 kV. 
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Figure S4: Galvanostatic charge/discharge profiles up to a cell voltage of 2.8 V at +25 °C after the 

1st (solid line), and 50th (dashed-dotted line) voltage floating cycle. The potential 
development of LTO and LMO-AC electrodes were monitored via a carbon quasi-
reference electrode. 
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Figure S5: Galvanostatic charge/discharge profiles up to a cell voltage of 2.8 V at +60°C after the 

1st (solid line), 15th (dashed line), and 50th (dashed-dotted line) voltage floating cycle. 
The potential development of LTO and LMO-AC electrodes were monitored via a 
carbon quasi-reference electrode. 
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Figure S6: (A) X-ray diffraction pattern of the LMO electrode prior to testing and after cycling at 

+25 °C and at +60 °C (2.8 V cell voltage) using LiTFSI in PMPyrrTFSI. (B) X-ray diffraction 
pattern of the LMO electrode prior to testing and after cycling at +60 °C using LiClO4 in 
3-MPN and LiClO4 in ACN:EC(1:1). 
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Figure S7: Galvanostatic charge/discharge profiles up to a cell voltage of 2.8 V at -10°C after the 

1st (solid line), 15th (dashed line), and 50th (dashed-dotted line) voltage floating cycle. 
The potential development of LTO and LMO-AC electrodes were monitored via a 
carbon quasi-reference electrode. 
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Figure S8: Resistance values calculated from the IR drop of galvanostatic charge/discharge from 

10 h voltage floating test at (A) +25 °C, (B) +60 °C, (C) +75 °C, and (D) -10 °C. The 
resistance values are derived from the IR drop values of the 3rd discharge step after the 
10 h floating is finished. 
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Table S1: The fitting constants obtained for the conductivity measurements. 
 

Solvate Solvent A B T0 R2 
1 M LiClO4 ACN 1311.2 68.5 224.7 >0.99 
1 M LiClO4 ACN:EC 3286.5 408.9 123.7 >0.99 
1 M LiClO4 PC 4129.7 647.8 129.8 >0.99 
1 M LiClO4 3MPN 1821.4 445.5 136.1 >0.99 
1 M LiTFSI ACN 3781.8 351.3 109.2 >0.99 
1 M LiTFSI PMPyrrTFSI 37762.6 1197.1 141.4 >0.99 

 
 
 
Table S2: The initial and the final resistance values ;ΩͿ obtained from IR drop͘ 
 

Solvate Solvent +25 °C  +60 °C +75 °C -10 °C 
1 M LiClO4 ACN 4.4 6.0 3.7 184 - - 8.6 16.0 
1 M LiClO4 ACN:EC 5.7 7.2 4.9 16.2 1.3 29.8 7.9 8.4 
1 M LiClO4 PC 13.1 14.1 8.4 44.6 - - 25.3 31.0 
1 M LiClO4 3MPN 10.5 12.4 7.7 70.0 1.7 19.8 16.4 18.3 
1 M LiTFSI ACN 4.0 6.0 4.9 149 - - 5.4 6.6 
1 M LiTFSI PMPyrrTFSI 15.9 19.4 14.8 20.53 - - - - 
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A B S T R A C T

Asymmetric hybrid supercapacitors (AHSCs) combine high specific energy and power by merging two electrodes
with capacitive and Faradaic charge storage mechanisms. In this study, we introduce AHSC cells that use
lithium titanate and activated carbon electrodes in an alkali-ion containing ionic liquid electrolyte. With this cell
concept, it is possible to operate the activated carbon electrode in a higher potential window. Consequently,
higher cell voltages and a reduced carbon electrode mass can be used, resulting in significantly increased energy
compared to aqueous or organic electrolytes. We demonstrate the feasibility of this cell concept for both lithium-
and sodium-ion intercalation, underlining the general validity of our approach. Our prototype cells already
reach high specific energies of 100W h/kg, while maintaining a specific power of up to 2 kW/kg and cycling
stability of over 1500 cycles. Owing to the IL electrolyte, stable cycling of an AHSC at 80 °C is demonstrated for
the first time.

1. Introduction

Electrical double-layer capacitors (EDLCs) are electrochemical
energy storage devices that store charge by electrosorption of ions at
high surface area carbon electrodes [1]. Despite their high specific
power and longevity, the widespread use of EDLCs is limited by the low
specific energy, owing to the purely physical charge storage mechan-
ism. Many efforts to increase the specific energy of supercapacitors
have focused on novel materials and innovative cell design by introdu-
cing Faradaic charge transfer to the capacitive system [2]. These
approaches include the decoration of high surface area carbons with
thin layers of Faradaic material [3–5], the use of redox-active electro-
lytes [6–8], composite electrodes combining these two charge storage
mechanisms [9–11], or the utilization of an asymmetric hybrid super-
capacitor cell design [12,13].

Asymmetric hybrid supercapacitors (AHSCs) employ one electrode
storing charge by Faradaic reactions and another by capacitive double-
layer formation. The aim is to synergistically combine the merits of
battery and supercapacitor technologies, to produce cells that show
higher specific energy than supercapacitors and higher specific power
and longevity than batteries [14]. The most common types use a Li-ion

intercalating negative electrode material and an activated carbon
positive electrode [14]. More recent studies also investigated sodium
intercalating negative electrode materials, creating so-called sodium-
ion capacitors [15–17]. Most commonly, the negative electrode of
AHSCs shows a relatively constant operation potential at which
intercalation occurs, whereas the positive electrode shows a linear,
capacitor-like potential development. Consequently, the maximum cell
voltage is determined by the difference between the intercalation
potential of the negative electrode and the anodic stability limit of
the electrolyte at the positive electrode.

Using organic electrolytes like Li-ion containing acetonitrile or
carbonate mixtures, the anodic limit at the positive electrode is mostly
found at around 4 V vs. Li+/Li [18–20]. The most frequently chosen
negative electrode material for AHSCs is graphite due to its low Li-ion
intercalation potential of around 0.2 V vs. Li+/Li [18]. This low
intercalation potential is beyond the stability boundary of most
electrolytes and requires the formation of the so-called solid electrolyte
interphase (SEI) for stable cell operation [21]. Since SEI formation
consumes Li-ions from the electrolyte, a prelithiation of the graphite
electrode is required in a conventional AHSC cell due to the absence of
a Li-containing positive electrode [18,22]. Further, the SEI layer limits
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the power performance of the cell and can lead to dendrite formation at
low operating temperatures or high charging rates [23]. The use of a
negative electrode with a higher intercalation potential, like spinel
lithium titanate (LTO, Li4Ti5O12), can effectively circumvent the
necessity of SEI formation. Also, LTO is an attractive anode material
for AHSCs because of its high rate capability, negligible volume change
during intercalation and an intercalation potential of 1.55 V vs. Li/Li+

[24–26]. However, these advantages come at the cost of a drastic
reduction of AHSC cell voltage to about 2.5 V in organic electrolytes
(Fig. 1A), thereby exhibiting much smaller specific energies as compar-
able AHSCs using graphite as negative electrodes [18,27].

A well-known strategy to increase the specific energy of EDLCs is
the use of ionic liquids (IL) as an electrolyte, as they offer larger stable
potential windows compared to organic electrolytes [1,14].
Furthermore, their non-flammability, low volatility, and broad liquid
temperature range greatly enhance the safety of the respective devices
[28,29], and allow for stable cycling at elevated temperatures up to
100 °C [28,30]. ILs have also been employed as battery electrolytes to
capitalize on their distinct temperature and safety features. Therefore,
they employ either an alkali metal electrode as ion-source [31] or a
dissolved alkali salt [32–34].

In this study, we employ such an IL electrolyte with dissolved

Fig. 1. Electrochemical and structural characterization of lithium half-cells. (A) Schematic representation of electrode potentials in an AHSC cell setup and the resulting maximum cell
voltages depending on the electrolyte. Charge/discharge profiles of (B) activated carbon in 1M Li-TFSI, (C) LTO in 0.5M Li-TFSI, and (D) LTO in 1M Li-TFSI electrolyte at different
rates. (E) Charge/discharge profiles from the 51st to the 200th cycle of LTO in 1M Li-TFSI at 0.1 A/g including specific capacity and Coulombic efficiency of every cycle in the inset. (F)
X-ray diffractograms of pristine LTO electrode and ex situ measurement of fully lithiated LTO electrode in 1M Li-TFSI electrolyte at −2.0 V vs. carbon. Li4Ti5O12/Li7Ti5O12 signals are
indicated by a star (PDF 49–0207), graphite- and Al-peaks originate from the current collector.
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alkali-ions for an AHSC with a negative intercalation electrode for the
first time. By synergistically combining the distinct virtues of ILs, a
significant advance to state-of-the-art AHSC technology is achieved: (1)
The anodic stability at the positive electrode is expanded, thereby
increasing the maximum accessible cell voltage and, in turn, the
specific energy of the AHSC (Fig. 1A). (2) Higher operation tempera-
tures are enabled, which is important to applications in the mobility
sector where elevated temperatures are encountered. (3) The cell safety
is improved because of the non-flammability and low vapor pressure of
the ionic liquid. We explore this strategy for AHSCs, using a positive
activated carbon electrode and a negative lithium titanate electrode.
We demonstrate 4 V AHSC devices with high electrochemical cycling
stability using both lithium- or sodium-containing ILs. These cells also
function at an elevated temperature of 80 °C, which is the first report of
the stable high-temperature operation of any AHSC device employing
intercalation reactions. Our proof-of-concept study employs solely
commercially available materials, underlining the possibility of
straightforward application and large innovation potential of this cell
concept by use of improved electrode materials or electrolyte mixtures.

2. Materials and methods

2.1. Electrode and electrolyte preparation

Activated carbon (type YP-80F, Kuraray) was admixed with 5 mass
% polytetrafluoroethylene (60 mass% aqueous solution, Sigma Aldrich)
and ethanol in a pestle and mortar until a dough-like paste is obtained.
The mass was formed in a hot-rolling machine to 70 ± 10 µm thick
electrodes and dried in a vacuum oven overnight at 120 °C and 20
mbar. The material loading was 2.5 ± 0.5mg/cm2. Additional informa-
tion on the properties of the AC electrodes of type YP-80F is provided
in Fig. S1.

For the preparation of LTO electrodes, lithium titanate (spinel
Li4Ti5O12, < 200 nm, Sigma Aldrich), carbon black (C-NERGY C65,
Imerys Graphite & Carbon), and polyvinylidene fluoride (Solvay) were
dissolved in dimethyl sulfoxide (Merck) with a mass ratio of 8:1:1 (dry
mass) in a DAC400 FVZ speedmixer. Subsequently, the electrode slurry
was doctor-bladed on a carbon-coated aluminum foil current collector
(Ranafoil, Toyo Aluminium). The electrode sheets were dried for two
days at ambient conditions in a fume hood, followed by drying in a
vacuum oven at 120 °C and 20 mbar for 12 h. Dried electrodes typically
possessed a thickness of 25 ± 5 µm with a material loading of 3 ± 1mg/
cm2.

All electrolytes used are based on the ionic liquid 1-methyl-1-
propylpyrrolidinium bis(trifluoromethylsulfonyl)imide (PMPyrr-TFSI,
Iolitec, H2O < 10 ppm) which was dried with molecular sieves. For
lithium-containing IL mixtures, lithium bis(trifluoromethylsulfonyl)
imide (Li-TFSI, 99.9% purity, Iolitec) was used and for sodium-
containing ILs, sodium bis(trifluoromethylsulfonyl)imide (Na-TFSI,
99.9% purity, Iolitec) was used. All reagents were transferred into an
argon-filled glovebox (MBraun, O2/H2O < 1 ppm) through a connected
vacuum furnace, where they were dried at 120 °C and 20 mbar for 24 h.
Properties of the electrolyte as given by the supplier are listed in Table
S1.

2.2. Materials characterization

X-ray diffraction was carried out with a D8 Discover (Bruker AXS)
with a copper X-ray source, a Göbel mirror, a 0.5mm point focus, and a
2-dimensional VANTEC500 detector that was placed at 20°, 40°, and
60° 2θ for 17min at each measurement step.

2.3. Electrochemical characterization

All electrochemical measurements were conducted in custom-build
three-electrode cells with a polyether ether ketone body and titanium

pistons, more information on these cells is given in Ref. [35]. In half-
cell measurements, 12mm discs of AC or LTO were used as working
electrodes and an at least 15-times mass-oversized activated carbon
(type YP-80F, Kuraray, 5 mass% PTFE-bound) was used as a counter
electrode. In full-cells, we used 12mm discs of activated carbon and 10
mm discs of LTO. To achieve the exact mass ratio needed, small pieces
of the 12mm activated carbon electrodes were removed. As a quasi-
reference electrode, activated carbon (type YP-50F, Kuraray, 5 mass%
PTFE-bound) was used, which is highly reliable in ionic liquid
electrolytes [36]. It was beneficial to use the same quasi-reference for
all cells to provide easier comparability between lithium- and sodium-
containing cells. The potential difference between the used YP-50F
quasi-reference and metallic lithium is determined to 3.09 V. As
current collector, we used 12mm discs of carbon-coated aluminum
foil (type EQ-CC-Al-18u-260, MTI Corporation) for all activated carbon
electrodes and the separator was a 13mm glass-fiber mat (GF/D,
Whatman). After cell assembly, they were dried in a vacuum oven at
120 °C overnight and transferred to an argon filled glovebox (MBraun,
O2/H2O < 1 ppm), where they were filled with electrolyte.

Electrochemical measurements were carried out with a potentiostat/
galvanostat (VMP-300, Bio-Logic) in a climate chamber at 25 °C or at
80 °C. Galvanostatic charge/discharge experiments were carried out at
varying specific currents between 10mA/g and 2.5 A/g, with 10 s resting
after each half-cycle. The values are normalized to the active electrode
mass, i.e., neglecting the PTFE binder in AC electrodes and neglecting
carbon black and PVDF binder in LTO electrodes. AC half-cells with Li-
TFSI electrolyte were first cycled at 0.1A/g from 0V to 1.2V, 1.4 V, 1.6 V,
1.8V, and 2.0 V vs. carbon, each step for 5 times, before being cycled
between 0V and 2.0V vs. carbon at varying rates between 0.1 A/g and 2.5
A/g, 5 times for each rate. LTO half-cells with Li-TFSI electrolyte were
cycled from 0V to −2.0 V vs. carbon at rates of 25mA/g to 2.5 A/g, each
step for 5 times, before being cycled for 200 times in the same range at
0.1A/g. LTO half-cells with Na-TFSI electrolyte were cycled from 0V to
−2.4 V vs. carbon at rates of 10mA/g to 1A/g, each step for 5 times,
before being cycled for 200 times in the same range at 0.1 A/g.

The specific capacity Csp in all half-cells was calculated according to
Eq. (1):

∫
C

Idt
m=sp

t
t

0
(1)

with current I, duration of the delithiation/desodiation/desorption step
t-t0, and m the active electrode mass as defined above.

Li-AHSC cells were assembled with an AC:Li4Ti5O12 active mass ratio
of 1.5:1. Galvanostatic cycling was carried out by charge/discharge at
different rates between 10mA/g to 1A/g between 1V and 4V. Each
charging/discharging step was repeated 5 times, with 10 s resting after
each half-cycle. Na-AHSC cells employed an active mass ratio
AC:Li4Ti5O12 of 1.2:1 and were cycled at the same rates as Li-AHSCs.
Cycling stability was tested by galvanostatic cycling at 0.1 A/g for Na-
AHSC cells and at 0.2 A/g for Li-AHSC cells, since they initially exhibited
about the same specific energy at these rates. All normalizations are
calculated with respect to the sum of active masses of both electrodes, i.e.,
of activated carbon and Li4Ti5O12 masses, excluding PTFE, PVDF and
carbon black in the LTO electrode. The specific energy Esp of the cells was
calculated by numeric integration according to Eq. (2):

∫
E

I U t dt
M=

( )
sp

t
t
0

(2)

where I is the current, U(t) the voltage profile during the discharge step, t-
t0 the discharge time and M the sum of active masses of both electrodes.
The specific power was calculated by dividing Esp by the discharge time,
the energy efficiency by dividing Esp by the energy spent in the charging
step, and the Coulombic efficiency by dividing the charge delivered in the
discharge step by the charge spent in the charging step.
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3. Results and discussion

3.1. Lithium half-cells

Lithium-containing electrolytes were prepared by dissolving
lithium bis(trifluoromethylsulfonyl)imide (Li-TFSI) in 1-methyl-1-pro-
pylpyrrolidinium bis(trifluoromethylsulfonyl)imide (PMPyrr-TFSI) to
obtain 0.5M and 1M solutions. The anodic stability limits of the
lithium-containing electrolytes with activated carbon electrodes (AC)
were evaluated in a half-cell setup. The 1M IL mixture still showed
90% Coulombic efficiency at 2.0 V vs. carbon (equal to 5.09 V vs. Li+/
Li), which enables stable cycling for EDLCs [37,38]. The potential
profiles of AC in 1M Li-TFSI electrolyte show a linear, capacitor-like
behavior between 0 V and 2.0 V vs. carbon, with a capacity of around 80
mAh/g at 0.1 A/g (Fig. 1B). Further details of AC performance can be
found in Supplemental Information (Fig. S2 and Fig. S3).

LTO electrodes were employed and the lithium intercalation
behavior was evaluated as a function of the Li-TFSI concentration. In
0.5M Li-TFSI electrolyte, a maximum specific capacity of 138mA h/g
is measured at a rate of 25mA/g and 81 mAh/g at 0.1 A/g (Fig. 1C). In
1M Li-TFSI electrolyte, a similar maximum capacity of 143 mAh/g is
exhibited, while the rate handling with 108 mAh/g at 0.1 A/g is far
superior compared to 0.5M Li-TFSI electrolyte (Fig. 1D, Fig. S4A). The
hysteresis between lithiation and delithiation reactions is extremely
narrow and remains below 100mV at a rate of 25mA/g. A narrow
hysteresis is important to achieve high energy efficiency on an AHSC

device level [39,40]. Both electrolyte mixtures show a maximum
capacity that is similar to comparable literature [41] and close to the
theoretical capacity of LTO (175mA h/g for fully lithiated Li7Ti5O12)
[42] with a high Coulombic efficiency of 99.0% at 25mA/g, suggesting
high compatibility of the IL electrolytes with LTO. The superior rate
handling of 1M Li-TFSI electrolyte implies that the Li-ion conductivity
in the 1M mixture is higher compared to 0.5M. Higher Li-TFSI
concentration increases the viscosity of the electrolyte mixture, leading
to lower overall ion mobility. However, Li-ion mobility has a much
greater impact on the rate performance of the LTO electrode. Further
optimization work for the electrolyte formulation to achieve a perfect
balance between general conductivity and Li-ion mobility, possibly
with other ILs or mixtures thereof, should be conducted in the future.
The cycling stability of LTO electrodes in 1M Li-TFSI electrolyte was
tested by galvanostatic cycling at 0.1 A/g (Fig. 1E). The shape of the
voltage profiles remains unchanged, and the specific capacity only
shows a minor fading from initially 108mA h/g to 106mA h/g after
200 cycles. The Coulombic efficiency remains at 99.8%, underlining
high stability of the system in 1M Li-TFSI electrolyte.

To study the intercalation mechanism of lithium ions from the IL
electrolyte, XRD measurements were conducted to compare a fully
charged with a pristine LTO electrode (Fig. 1F). A comparison of both
diffractograms reveals signals at identical positions, where spinel
Li4Ti5O12 can be identified according to PDF 49–0207. LTO is known
as a so-called zero-strain material, and the transformation from
Li4Ti5O12 to Li7Ti5O12 during lithiation occurs with only 0.2% volume

Fig. 2. Electrochemical and structural characterization of sodium half-cells. Charge/discharge profiles of LTO in 0.8M Na-TFSI in PMPyrr-TFSI electrolyte (A) for the first five cycles at
10mA/g, (B) at different rates and (C) from the 51th to 200th cycle at 0.1 A/g, including specific capacity and Coulombic efficiency of every cycle in the inset. (D) X-ray diffractograms of
pristine LTO electrode and ex situ measurement of the fully sodiated LTO electrode in 0.8M Na-TFSI electrolyte at −2.4 V vs. carbon. Li4Ti5O12/Li7Ti5O12 signals are indicated by a star
(PDF 49–0207), the Na6LiTi5O12 phase developed as a shoulder towards lower 2θ is highlighted; graphite- and Al-signals labeled accordingly originate from the current collector.
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change [42]. Our XRD data with unchanged LTO peak positions and
the straight voltage profile suggest that the lithiation mechanism does
not change in Li-ion containing IL as compared to the conventional
organic electrolytes. Undesired co-intercalation of IL cations into the
LTO crystal structure is therefore unlikely.

3.2. Sodium half-cells

An emerging alternative to lithium-ion technology is the use of
sodium-ion intercalating materials [43]. This motivated us to expand
our AHSC cell concept to sodium-containing IL by replacing Li-TFSI
with sodium bis(trifluoromethylsulfonyl)imide (Na-TFSI). We use a
0.8M solution of Na-TFSI in PMPyrr-TFSI, which we determined to be
the maximum soluble Na-TFSI concentration in the IL at ambient
conditions. LTO has been employed as anode material in sodium-ion
batteries with organic carbonate electrolytes and showed a sodiation
potential of around 0.9 V vs. Na+/Na [44–46]. This relatively high
sodiation potential might circumvent SEI formation compared to other
typical sodium-ion anode materials like hard carbon [47]. So far,
sodium-ion intercalation in LTO from an IL electrolyte has not been
reported. Using a 0.8M Na-TFSI electrolyte, we observed an initial
intercalation potential of around −2.0 V vs. carbon at a rate of 10mA/g
with a maximum specific capacity of 100 mAh/g, showing a relatively
flat plateau and a first cycle Coulombic efficiency of 61.2% (Fig. 2A, Fig.
S4B).

Sodium-ion intercalation in Li4Ti5O12 from organic electrolytes is
expected to follow a three-phase mechanism with the formation of a
lithium-rich phase Li7Ti5O12 and a sodium-rich phase Na6LiTi5O12

during sodiation [44]. Low efficiency in the first cycle is known from
organic electrolytes and was linked to structural rearrangements of the
LTO crystal structure [46,48]. Over the next cycles, the onset of
sodiation slightly shifts to a more positive potential of −1.85 V vs.
carbon and the specific capacity increases, indicating that initial
conditioning facilitates further sodiation reactions (Fig. 2A) [46]. The
increased sodiation potential of the second cycle and subsequent cycles
indicates the absence of SEI formation since the charge transfer
resistance of the SEI would have shifted the sodiation towards more
negative potentials. Rate handling tests at increased currents showed a
capacity of 53mA h/g at 0.1 A/g with a Coulombic efficiency of 98.5%
(Fig. 2B). LTO showed stable cycling performance in the sodium-
containing IL, exhibiting a slightly increased capacity of 54mA h/g
after 200 cycles at 0.1 A/g with a Coulombic efficiency over 98%
(Fig. 2C).

We used XRD to examine the intercalation mechanism of sodium
from IL electrolyte into LTO (Fig. 2D). The diffractogram of sodiated
LTO confirms the formation of the sodium-rich Na6LiTi5O12 phase by
broad reflections located at slightly lower 2θ than the Li4Ti5O12/
Li7Ti5O12 signals. These shoulders are visible below the (111), (311),
and (400) reflections at around 18.4°, 35.6°, and 43.2° 2θ, respectively.
At the same time, the main reflections of the Li4Ti5O12/Li7Ti5O12 phase
are observed, confirming the presence of at least two separate phases in
the sodiated state. This behavior aligns with sodium-ion intercalation
in LTO in organic electrolytes [44,45] and shows that sodiation occurs
according to the same mechanism for IL electrolyte.

3.3. AHSC full-cells

AHSC full-cells were assembled with LTO as a negative electrode
and activated carbon as a positive electrode. For AHSCs employing
lithium intercalation (Li-AHSC), we chose 1M Li-TFSI in PMPyrr-TFSI
electrolyte, sodium-AHSCs (Na-AHSC) used 0.8M Na-TFSI in PMPyrr-
TFSI electrolyte. The voltage profile of a Li-AHSC cell cycled between
1.0 V and 4.0 V at 50mA/g is shown in Fig. 3A. The cell exhibits very
small overpotential of the lithiation reaction and efficient utilization of
the charge distributed to the two electrodes, resulting in the high
energy efficiency of 74%. This performance demonstrates that the

promising electrochemical properties measured in half-cells can suc-
cessfully be transferred to a Li-AHSC full cell employing IL electrolyte
(further characterization in Supplemental Information, Fig. S6).

In Fig. 3B, the voltage profile of a Na-AHSC cell cycled between 1.0
V and 4.0 V cell voltage range at 25mA/g is provided, also showing a
symmetric profile with high energy efficiency of 75%. In case of the Na-
AHSC cell, special consideration has to be paid to the structural
rearrangements in LTO during the first cycles (Fig. S6B). The irrever-
sible charge consumed during this process at the negative electrode
must be balanced at the positive activated carbon electrode. Therefore,
in the following cycles, the maximum accessible potential window of 2
V vs. carbon is not fully used.

We tested the galvanostatic cycling stability of Li-AHSCs between
1.0 V and 4.0 V cell voltage at a rate of 0.2 A/g (Fig. 3C). During the
first cycles, a slight drop from about 36Wh/kg to 32.5W h/kg is
observed, before a continuing recovery over the next about 800 cycles
back to 36Wh/kg is exhibited. The fluctuations during the first cycles
are associated with common side-reactions, which originate from
impurities of electrode materials or IL electrolyte, leading to shifting
operation potentials of the electrodes relative to each other. The Li-
AHSC cell provides performance stability over 1,500 cycles, with only
minor fading to 32.9W h/kg (91% retention). Cycling stability of the
Na-AHSC cell (Fig. 3C) showed a significant increase in specific energy
from about 35Wh/kg to 44Wh/kg during the first 50 cycles. Similar
to half-cells, we expect the initial rearrangements inside the LTO
particles during the three-phase intercalation reaction being the main
cause for the increased capacity [46]. During subsequent cycles, the
specific energy of Na-AHSC cells slowly decreases to about 24Wh/kg
after 1,500 cycles, corresponding to a retention of 69% of the initial
energy. The lower stability compared to Li-AHSCs can be related to the
increased mechanical stresses during sodiation and desodiation, owing
to the high ionic radius of sodium ions (1.06 Å) [49]. Considering the
use of commercially available LTO particles as an electrode material,
the observed stability of our novel cell concept is very promising. By
use of further optimized electrode materials, for example, by use of
nanohybrid electrode materials [4,50], we expect a further improved
stability.

The performance metrics of the AHSC cells are shown in a Ragone
plot comparing specific energy and specific power (Fig. 3D), with the
corresponding energy efficiency and Coulombic efficiency given in
Fig. 3E. The specific energy of the Li-AHSC cell ranges from 98Wh/
kg to 10Wh/kg at specific powers between 23W/kg and 1.93 kW/kg.
The Na-AHSC cell shows comparable results with a specific energy
between 90Wh/kg and 5.4Wh/kg at a specific power of 26W/kg and
1.78 kW/kg. The corresponding energy efficiencies reach 78% with the
most efficient operation of both devices at a current between 50mA/g
and 0.25 A/g, where Coulombic efficiencies are nearly 100%, demon-
strating high reversibility. Comparison with the state-of-the-art litera-
ture on AHSCs using AC as a positive electrode and a titanate-based
negative electrode with organic electrolytes, it is confirmed that our cell
concept significantly increases the energy of devices using both
lithium- or sodium-intercalation (Fig. 3D, Table 1) [17,19,51,52]. We
also provide a comparison using our Li-AHSC cell with 1M LiClO4 in
acetonitrile electrolyte (Fig. 3D, Fig. S7, Table 1). The specific energy
can be increased by more than a factor of three by use of IL electrolytes
compared to the same electrodes in an organic electrolyte. However,
the rather large viscosity of IL electrolytes at room temperature limits
the resulting power performance. A cell employing acetonitrile at room
temperature can deliver higher power.

3.4. High-temperature operation

IL electrolytes offer high safety because of their non-flammability
and enable operation at elevated temperatures [53]. We demonstrate
that these features can be transferred to our IL AHSC cell concept.
Therefore, Li-AHSC cells are evaluated at a temperature of 80 °C. The
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power of the cells is highly increased because of the enhanced mobility
of ions in the electrolyte. The voltage profile of a Li-AHSC cell cycled at
2.5 A/g is shown in Fig. 4A. With a limitation of the maximum cell
voltage to 3.2 V, the positive electrode showed stable, linear potential
development between 0 V and 1.2 V vs. carbon. At the same time, the

negative LTO electrode showed relatively constant lithiation plateaus
around −1.4 V vs. carbon. The latter value is 50mV above the onset of
lithiation at 25 °C, indicating a reduced barrier for intercalation at
80 °C (in agreement with Nernst equation). At this rate and tempera-
ture, the specific energy reached 37.5W h/kg at a high specific power of

Fig. 3. Electrochemical characterization of AHSC full-cells. Voltage profiles of (A) Li-AHSC cell cycled at 50mA/g and (B) Na-AHSC cell cycled at 25mA/g, including potential
development at negative LTO electrode and positive AC electrode monitored via quasi-reference spectator electrode. (C) Cycling stability of Li-AHSC cell cycled at 0.2 A/g, and Na-AHSC
cell cycled at 0.1 A/g over 1500 cycles between 1 V and 4 V cell voltage. (D) Ragone chart of Li-AHSC and Na-AHSC cells cycled at rates between 10mA/g and 1 A/g between 1 V and 4 V
cell voltage with a comparison to literature (Refs [17,19,51].) and Li-AHSC cell with the same electrode materials filled with 1M LiClO4 in acetonitrile (ACN) electrolyte. (E) Energy
efficiency and Coulombic efficiency of Li-AHSC and Na-AHSC cells.
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4.5 kW/kg, corresponding to a discharge time of 30 s, with an energy
efficiency of 77.4% and Coulombic efficiency of 98.2% (Fig. 4A).
Stability testing was carried out at the same rate and in the same
voltage window for over 3000 cycles, with a retention of 80% of the
initial value (Fig. 4B, Fig. S8A). When cycling at a lower rate of 0.1 A/g,
the cell voltage is reduced to 2.8 V, resulting in a specific energy of 71
Wh/kg at a power of 190W/kg (Fig. S8B-C). To the best of our
knowledge, no comparable hybrid supercapacitor cell that combines a
Faradaic intercalation electrode with a capacitive electrode was shown
to exhibit stable behavior at such a high temperature. The performance
stability further underlines the promising performance of the Li-AHSC
cell at elevated temperatures. By further improvement of the electrolyte
formulation, for example, by creation of eutectic mixtures of ionic
liquids [54,55] or mixing with organic solvent [56], even low tempera-
ture operation could be enabled for this AHSC cell concept in the
future.

4. Conclusions

In conclusion, we prepared ionic liquid electrolytes with dissolved
lithium- and sodium-salt, respectively, and applied them for the first
time in an asymmetric hybrid supercapacitor cell employing ion
intercalation at the negative electrode (LTO) and double-layer forma-
tion at the positive electrode (AC). After evaluation of half-cell
performance, a successful transfer to full-cells was achieved and both
the lithium- and the sodium-ion AHSC cells were operated at 4 V up to
1500 cycles with only minor capacity fading. The maximum specific
energy of Li-AHSC cells was about 100Wh/kg, while the maximum
specific power was about 2 kW/kg. Na-AHSC cells showed similar
values with slightly reduced specific energy. Finally, Li-AHSC cells were
shown for the first time to exhibit stable behavior at a high temperature
of 80 °C for more than 3000 cycles at a high rate, exhibiting up to 38
Wh/kg at high power of 4.5 kW/kg.

We believe that the presented approach is particularly promising as
it combines all virtues of ILs synergistically in one cell concept. ILs
expand the stability window for the positive electrode, giving access to
larger cell voltages, as we showed by enabling 4 V for LTO-based AHSC
devices. The demonstrated possibility of high-temperature operation in
combination with the non-flammability of the device is important for
many applications including the mobility sector, where mass, volume,
and cost of cooling systems and impact-safe housing could be reduced.
The viability of this novel cell concept was demonstrated for different
alkali ion systems by using only commercially available materials.
Thus, there is great potential for further improvement, for example, by
use of more advanced electrode materials that can increase energy,
power, and longevity, or the exploration of further ILs or their mixtures
with organic solvents or further additives.
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Table 1
Comparison of AHSC cell performance with IL electrolytes and organic electrolytes, including comparable literature employing titanate-based anodes for lithium- or sodium-
intercalation.

Negative electrode Positive electrode Electrolyte Specific energy (Wh
kg-1)

Specific power (kW
kg-1)

Maximum cell voltage
(V)

References

Li4Ti5O12 AC 1M Li-TFSIin PMPyrr-TFSI 98 1.9 4.0 This work
Li4Ti5O12 AC 0.8M Na-TFSIin PMPyrr-

TFSI
90 1.8 4.0 This work

Li4Ti5O12 AC 1M LiClO4in ACN 30 14.8 2.5 This work
Li4Ti5O12 AC 1M LiPF6in EC/DMC 62 3.4 2.8 [19]
Li4Ti5O12 AC 1.5M NaClO4in PC/DMC 33 0.78 3.0 [17]
Li4Ti5O12 AC 1M NaClO4in EC/PC 64 1.36 3.8 [51]

Fig. 4. High temperature operation. (A) Voltage profile of 50th cycle of a Li-AHSC cell cycled between 3.2 V and 1 V cell voltage at 2.5 A/g at a temperature of 80 °C. (B) Corresponding
specific energy and Coulombic efficiency over 3000 cycles under these conditions.

S. Fleischmann et al. Energy Storage Materials 16 (2019) 391–399

397



Appendix A. Supporting information

Supplementary data associated with this article can be found in the
online version at doi:10.1016/j.ensm.2018.06.011.
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1. Supplemental material characterization 

 

 
Fig. S1: (A) Raman spectrum and (B) nitrogen sorption isotherm and (C) scanning electron micrograph of AC electrodes. 

Replotted from Ref. [1]. 

 

Table S1: Properties of PMPyrr-TFSI as given by the supplier. 

Ionic liquid Viscosity Conductivity 

PMPyrr-TFSI 58.7 cP at 25 °C 4.924 mS/cm at 30 °C 

  



 

2. Supplemental electrochemical data 

2.1 Half-cell data: Activated carbon 

To choose a suitable ionic liquid for our study, we evaluated the stability limits of various ionic liquids 

by so-called R-value testing,[2] [3] which calculates the number of parasitic reactions; an R-value above 

0.1 is defined as a non-stable behavior. The results for PMPyrr-TFSI are depicted in Fig. S2, where an 

anodic stability limit of about +2 V vs. carbon is determined. 

 

 
Fig. S2: (A) Cathodic stability test at 1 mV/s, (B) anodic stability test at 1 mV/s, and (C) calculated R-values for PMPyrr-TFSI 

electrolyte. 
 

 
Fig. S3: (A) Testing anodic stability between +1.2 V and +2.0 V vs. carbon and (B) rate handling at rates from 50 mA/g to 5 A/g 

in 0.5 M and 1.0 M Li-TFSI in PMPyrr-TFSI electrolytes. 

  



 

2.2 Half-cell data: Lithium titanate electrodes 

 
Fig. S4: (A) Rate handling from galvanostatic cycling between 0 V and -2.0 V vs. carbon from 25 mA/g to 5 A/g for Li-TFSI 

electrolytes and (B) rate handling from galvanostatic cycling between 0 V and -2.4 V vs. carbon from 10 mA/g to 1 A/g for Na-

TFSI electrolytes, including corresponding Coulombic efficiency. 
 

 
Fig. S5: Comparison of first 5 galvanostatic cycles in 1 M Li-TFSI in PMPyrr-TFSI electrolyte at a specific current of 25 mA/g. 

  



 

2.3 AHSC full-cells 

 
Fig. S6: Voltage profiles of first 5 galvanostatic cycles at 10 mA/g for (A) Li-AHSC cell and (B) Na-AHSC cell including potential 

development at negative and positive electrodes monitored via activated carbon quasi-reference electrode. 

 

 
Fig. S7: Voltage profile of AHSC cell assembled the same way as described Li-AHSC cells, using 1 M LiClO4 in acetonitrile 

electrolyte and not an IL-based electrolyte. Potential development is monitored by activated carbon spectator quasi-

reference electrode. 

  



 

2.4 High temperature operation 

For measurements of Li-AHSC cells at 80 °C, we limited the maximum cell voltage to 3.2 V for stable 

cycling over 3,000 cycles at 2.5 A/g. The first three cycles are shown in Fig. S8A. The AC electrode mass 

of this cell was increased by a factor of 1.76 compared to LTO. When cycling at 80 °C with lower rates 

between 0.05 A/g and 0.5 A/g (Fig. S8B-C), the AC mass was increased by a factor of 2.3 compared to 

LTO to balance the higher capacity of LTO at lower rates. Also, the maximum cell voltage was decreased 

to 2.8 V (for 0.05 A/g and 0.1 A/g) or to 3.0 V (for 0.25 A/g and 0.5 A/g) to stay within the stable 

potential range of +1.2 V vs. carbon for the AC electrode at this temperature. 

 

  
Fig. S8: Voltage profiles of (A) first 3 galvanostatic cycles at 2.5 A/g for the stability test and (B) a profile at 0.1 A/g for Li-AHSC 

cell at 80 °C including potential development at negative and positive electrodes monitored via activated carbon quasi-

reference electrode. (C) Rate-handling plot of Li-AHSC cell at 80 °C at rates between 0.05 A/g and 0.5 A/g, including values of 

the Coulombic efficiency. 
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ABSTRACT: Negative electrode materials that possess fast
lithium insertion kinetics are in high demand for high power
lithium-ion batteries and hybrid supercapacitor applications.
In this work, hydrogen titanium oxides are synthesized by a
proton exchange reaction with sodium titanium oxide,
resulting in the H2Ti3O7 phase. We show that a gradual
water release in four steps yields intermediate phases of
hydrogen titanate with different degrees of interlayer
protonation. In addition, a synthesis route using zinc nitrate
is explored yielding H2Ti3O7 with a high rutile content. This
material dehydrates already at a lower temperature, resulting
in a lamellar rutile titania phase. The hydrogen titanate
materials with partially protonated interlayers are tested as
negative electrodes in a lithium-ion battery and hybrid supercapacitor setup, showing an improved performance compared to
the fully protonated phases. The performance in half-cells reaches around 168 mAh/g, with high retention of 42 mAh/g at 10
A/g. This translates to an energy of 88 Wh/kg for a full-cell with a maximum power of 9.2 kW/kg and high cycling stability over
1000 cycles.
KEYWORDS: lithium-ion battery, hybrid capacitor, anode, hydrogen titanate, interlayer protons

1. INTRODUCTION
Electrochemical energy storage devices are required to
facilitate the transition from fossil to renewable energy
sources.1 Careful cell design and the adaptation of nano-
structured materials are promising pathways toward next-
generation devices.2−5 Lithium-ion batteries (LIBs) are
currently applied in numerous commercial products like
portable electronics or electric vehicles.6 Most LIBs rely on
graphite anodes that present an insertion potential below ca.
0.2 V vs Li/Li+,6 which is favorable to achieve high cell voltages
and, in turn, high specific energy. The low anode potential,
however, is outside the electrochemical stability window of
carbonate-based electrolytes. Consequently, electrolyte reduc-
tion takes place during the first charging cycle, and the solid
electrolyte interphase (SEI) is formed.7 This process has
several negative consequences, such as the irreversible
consumption of lithium ions, resulting in a loss of active
material,8 reduced lithium ion transfer kinetics,7 and an
increased risk of dendrite formation during fast charging.9

Alternative anode materials operating at a higher insertion
potential (>1 V vs Li/Li+) to circumvent SEI formation are in
high demand as they offer higher power, better stability, and
increased safety.10 Particularly promising candidates are

polymorphs of titania or titania/carbon hybrids,11,12 such as
anatase TiO2,

13,14 bronze TiO2,
15 or rutile TiO2.

16,17 The
lithiation reaction occurs according to eq 1:

+ + ↔+ −x xTiO Li e Li TiOx2 2 (1)

with a theoretical specific capacity of 335 mAh/g for full
lithiation with x = 1.16 Compared to spinel lithium titanate
(Li4Ti5O12, LTO, theoretical capacity of 175 mAh/g for fully
lithiated Li7Ti5O12),

18 these titanates offer a higher theoretical
capacity and require no inactively bonded lithium in their
crystal structure. The maximum capacity of titanate materials is
dependent on the crystal structure, size, and shape of the
polymorph.19 Bulk rutile exhibits a limited lithium storage
capacity of <0.1 Li per TiO2, while nanostructuring can
improve the capacity, as demonstrated by Wang et al. for
mesoporous rutile with lithium storage of up to 0.55 Li,
corresponding to 185 mAh/g.20 Similarly, anatase shows
increased capacities in nanostructured, mesoporous morphol-
ogy of up to 200 mAh/g.21 The bronze polymorph of titania,
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TiO2(B), has attracted significant attention for its high
maximum specific capacity of over 300 mAh/g22,23 and
favorable Li+ diffusion properties.24 The monoclinic structure
of bronze titania is composed of corner-sharing TiO6
octahedra that exhibit channels along the [010] direction
with increased lithium mobility.25

Hydrogen titanium oxides are being explored as alternatives
to anode materials consisting of titania.24,26 The monoclinic
layered hydrogen trititanate (H2Ti3O7) consists of corner- and
edge-sharing TiO6 octahedra with protons positioned in the
interlayer and can be obtained by proton exchange reactions
with alkali titanates like Na2Ti3O7.

27,28 It is reported that upon
heating of H2Ti3O7 it gradually deprotonates its interlayer by
release of water, forming the intermediates H2Ti6O13 and
H2Ti12O25 before forming TiO2(B) above about 450 °C.27,29
Zhu et al. analyzed the electrochemical lithium-ion storage
properties of hydrogen titanium oxides with differently
protonated interlayer states.27 They report that H2Ti3O7
exhibits an inferior maximum capacity of 193 mAh/g
compared to completely dehydrated TiO2(B) with 291
mAh/g, but the cycling stability of H2Ti3O7 over 50 cycles
was found to be superior.27 Akimoto et al. have reported that
H2Ti12O25 exhibits a favorable lithium insertion capacity of
∼200 mAh/g over 50 cycles with a constant insertion potential
at 1.5−1.6 V vs Li/Li+.30,31 In another work, Lee et al. used
H2Ti12O25 as negative electrodes in a hybrid supercapacitor
setup with activated carbon as the positively polarized
electrode, exhibiting up about 40 Wh/kg.32,33 In a study by
Choi et al., the performance of H2Ti12O25 was improved by
zinc doping, which was assumed to increase the charge storage
capacity and lower the polarization of the material.34 In
addition, Guo et al. investigated the impact of the morphology
of H2Ti12O25 on the electrochemical performance and found
that nanorods synthesized in molten NaCl offer attractive rate
handling and stability.35

Various synthesis routes and testing conditions are reported
in the current literature on hydrogen titanates. Our study
compares hydrogen titanates synthesized using different routes
under the same testing conditions for anodes in lithium-ion
batteries and as negative electrodes in hybrid supercapacitors.
We synthesized H2Ti3O7 by using a proton-exchange reaction
of Na2Ti3O7 and obtained an intermediate hydrogen titanium
oxide phase by annealing at 280 °C, which we label HTO. Our
results suggest that hydrogen titanium oxide is present as a
protonated titania that crystallographically resembles the
bronze phase rather than exhibiting a distinct H2Ti12O25
phase. In addition, we have explored for the first time a
synthesis route using Zn(NO3)2 yielding protonated rutile.
The materials are tested in a carbonate-based electrolyte for
lithium-ion batteries, and we used an acetonitrile-based
electrolyte for assessing the hybrid supercapacitor perform-
ance. The hybrid supercapacitor performance of our materials
surpasses past reports of hydrogen titanates in the literature;
specifically, we reached up to 90 Wh/kg and 8 kW/kg at 20
Wh/kg with stability over 1000 cycles. The material class
represents a promising alternative to lithium titanates for high
power negative electrode materials in various electrochemical
energy storage applications.

2. EXPERIMENTAL SECTION
2.1. Materials Synthesis. In the first step, sodium titanate was

synthesized as a precursor for the hydrogen titanate materials.
Therefore, sodium carbonate (Na2CO3, Sigma-Aldrich) was dissolved

in water, and anatase titanium oxide nanopowder (TiO2, Sigma-
Aldrich) was added to the solution with the mass ratio between
Na2CO3 and TiO2 of 1.5 to 3. The mixture was stirred at 70 °C until
all water evaporated, before being ground in a mortar. Then, the
powder was heat-treated at 800 °C for 20 h in an air atmosphere to
obtain the sample Na2Ti3O7. For the zinc nitrate route, the wet
mixture contained additionally a small amount of zinc nitrate
(Zn(NO3)2, Sigma-Aldrich) with a mass ratio between
Na2CO3:TiO2:Zn(NO3)2 of 1.5:2.9:0.1. All samples yielded from
the zinc nitrate route are labeled with “d-”.

The proton exchange was performed in 2 M hydrochloric acid
(HCl, Sigma-Aldrich) for 5 days at 60 °C, and the samples were
subsequently washed with deionized water until we had reached a pH
value of 7. In our work, we have labeled the resulting samples
“H2Ti3O7” and “d-H2Ti3O7”, respectively. To obtain the intermediate
phase, thermal annealing was performed in air at 280 °C for 7 h. For
complete dehydration, the samples were instead annealed in air at 380
°C for 4 h, yielding samples “TiO2” and “d-TiO2”, respectively.

2.2. Structural Characterization. Scanning electron microscopy
was performed using a JEOL JSM-7500F system with an acceleration
voltage of 3 kV. The samples were mounted on sticky tape and
analyzed without the aid of an additional, conductive sputter coating.

X-ray diffraction was conducted with D8 Discover diffractometer
from Bruker AXS calibrated to a corundum standard. It employed a
copper source (Cu Kα, 40 kV, 40 mA) with a Göbel mirror and a 0.5
mm point focus as optics on the source side. Our two-dimensional
VANTEC-500 detector covered an angular range of 20° 2θ. We
recorded three frames using a measurement time of 1000 s with the
detector positioned at 20°, 40°, and 60° 2θ.

Raman spectroscopy was performed with a Renishaw inVia system
equipped with an Nd:YAG laser (532 nm wavelength), a 2400 mm−1

grating, and a 50× objective with a numeric aperture of 0.75. The
laser power was ∼0.05 mW, the measurement time was 50 s, and five
accumulations were obtained.

Thermogravimetric analysis with mass spectroscopy was performed
using an STA 409CD-QMS422 (Netzsch) with synthetic air at a flow
rate of 75 mL/min and a heating rate of 5 °C/min.

1H magic-angle-spinning nuclear magnetic resonance (1H MAS
NMR) was performed with a Bruker AVANCE III 300 spectrometer
at a spinning frequency of 10 kHz, and the chemical shifts were
referenced to CDCl3 in acetone.

Nitrogen sorption experiments were performed with an Autosorb
iQ system (Quantachrome) at a temperature of −196 °C. The
samples were degassed at 102 Pa and 150 °C for 10 h. The relative
pressure was increased from 5.7 × 10−7 to 1.0 in 58 steps, and the
specific surface area (SSA) was calculated according to the Brunauer−
Emmett−Teller equation (BET; ref 36) in the linear pressure range
per recommendation of the International Union of Pure and Applied
Chemistry.37

2.3. Electrochemical Characterization. The electrodes were
prepared by mixing the active materials with 10 mass % of conductive
additive (C-NERGY C65, Imerys Graphite & Carbon) and 10 mass %
poly(vinylidene fluoride) (PVdF, Solvay) and dispersed in dimethyl
sulfoxide ((CH3)2SO, Sigma-Aldrich) using a DAC400 FVZ speed
mixer. The obtained slurry was doctor-bladed on carbon-coated
aluminum foils used as current collectors (Ranafoil, Toyo
Aluminium) and dried in a fume hood under ambient conditions.
Then, the electrodes were dried further in a vacuum oven at 120 °C
for 12 h. The dry electrode thickness is about 30 ± 5 μm, resulting in
a material loading of 4 ± 1 mg/cm2.

Activated carbon counter and quasi-reference electrodes for half-
cell tests in acetonitrile containing electrolyte were produced by
dispersing activated carbon powder (type YP-80F, Kuraray) in
ethanol in a mortar and adding 5 mass % polytetrafluoroethylene
(PTFE, 60 mass % aqueous solution, Sigma-Aldrich). The mixture
was ground until a dough-like slurry was obtained, and then rolled to
a thickness of about 500 μm. Positive electrodes for hybrid
supercapacitor tests were manufactured as described above using
4.4 g of activated carbon (YP-80F, Kuraray), 2.4 g of lithium
manganese oxide (LMO, Sigma-Aldrich), 0.4 g of carbon black and
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0.8 g of PVdF in dimethyl sulfoxide. The dry electrode thickness was
12 ± 10 μm, and the material loading was 7 ± 1 mg/cm2.
Electrochemical measurements were performed with a VMP300

system from Bio-Logic Science Instruments by using custom-build
poly(ether ether ketone) (PEEK) cells with spring-loaded titanium
pistons, as further described elsewhere.39 All cells were assembled in
an argon-filled glovebox (MBraun Labmaster 130, O2 and H2O <1
ppm). For electrochemical evaluation as lithium-ion battery material,
each sample was used as a 12 mm disc electrode and placed against a
10 mm metallic lithium disc electrode, using a 13 mm glass fiber
separator (GF/D, Whatman) and 1 M LiPF6 in ethylene carbonate/

dimethyl carbonate electrolyte (1:1 by volume; LP30, BASF, battery
grade). For half-cell tests aiming toward the hybrid supercapacitor
application, we used 1 M LiClO4 in acetonitrile (BASF, battery grade)
instead due to its superior lithium ion conductivity,40 low charge
transfer resistance, and high electrochemical stability window for high
voltage negative electrodes.41,42 Because of the electrolyte’s instability
toward lithium, we used 12 mm activated carbon counter electrodes
(2 × 500 μm, ca. 20 times oversized) and an activated carbon quasi-
reference electrode, as established in our previous work.38 The
potential of the carbon quasi-reference was determined to be 3.09 V
vs Li/Li+. The specific capacity Csp is calculated by integration of the

Figure 1. Electron micrographs of H2Ti3O7 (A, B) and d-H2Ti3O7 obtained by use of zinc nitrate (C, D). The resulting HTO (E, F) and d-HTO
(G, H) materials after annealing at 280 °C. Scanning electron micrographs: A, C, E, G; transmission electron micrographs: B, D, F, H.

Figure 2. Thermogravimetric analysis (TGA) with mass spectroscopy of H2Ti3O7 to 800 °C including H2O signal (A). TGA of H2Ti3O7 to 280 °C
and holding for 7 h (B) and to 380 °C and holding for 4 h (C). TGA of d-H2Ti3O7 to 280 °C and holding for 7 h (D).
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specific current I/m, normalized to the active mass excluding binder
and conductive additive, over time t − t0 during the delithiation step
according to eq 2:

∫
=C

I t

m

d
t

t

sp
0

(2)

Hybrid supercapacitor full-cells were assembled using LMO/AC
composite electrodes as the positive electrode (65 mass % AC, 35
mass % commercial LMO, Sigma-Aldrich, described further in ref 43)
and HTO (or d-HTO) as the negative electrode. GF/D glass fiber
was used as a separator and 1 M LiClO4 in ACN as an electrolyte.
The mass ratio of LMO/AC:HTO was chosen as 3:1. The specific
discharge energy Esp is obtained by numeric integration of the voltage
U(t) over discharge time t − t0 with eq 3:

∫
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I U t t
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( ) d
t

t
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0

(3)

The specific discharge power was derived by dividing Esp by the
discharge time. The energy efficiency was derived by dividing by the
specific charge energy. The electrochemical performance is reported
with respect to the combined mass M of the active material from
HTO or d-HTO, AC, and LMO, excluding the masses of the binder
and the conductive additive.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
3.1. Structural Characterization. The synthesis of the

hydrogen titanium oxides was performed via a solid-state
reaction of Na2CO3 with anatase TiO2 forming Na2Ti3O7 and
subsequent proton exchange (details in the Supporting
Information, Figure S1). Na2CO3 and anatase TiO2 nano-
powders were heated to 800 °C for 20 h. The formed
Na2Ti3O7 shows a rod-shaped morphology with diameters
below 1 μm and a smooth surface. The material was then
treated in 2 M HCl at 60 °C for 5 days to exchange sodium
with protons in the interlayer of the crystal structure. As seen
from scanning and transmission electron micrographs, the
obtained H2Ti3O7 shows a rodlike morphology with
pronounced edges, and additionally smaller needles were
formed at the rod surfaces (Figure 1A,B). Furthermore, an
alternative synthesis route was explored by adding a small
amount of Zn(NO3)2 with a Ti-to-Zn molar ratio of 68:1 to
the aqueous solution prior to the solid-state reaction. The
resulting d-Na2Ti3O7 materials showed significantly larger
rodlike features of over 20 μm diameter (Figure S1B). After
proton exchange, d-H2Ti3O7 shows a flakelike structure of few
micrometers size, with smaller needles formed at the surfaces

(Figure 1C,D). In the next step, samples H2Ti3O7 and d-
H2Ti3O7 are partially deprotonated by annealing in an air
atmosphere at 280 °C for 7 h to obtain samples HTO and d-
HTO, respectively (further described in thermogravimetric
analysis part). The morphology of the sample HTO remains
rather unchanged (Figure 1E,F), while the lamellar feature
became slightly more pronounced for d-HTO after the heat
treatment (Figure 1G,H).
Thermogravimetric analysis with mass spectroscopy (TG-

MS) was performed to determine the mass and temperature
range of H2O release during annealing of the H2Ti3O7 phase
(Figure 2A). During the heating process, the H2O signal
recorded by mass spectroscopy exhibits four distinct regions of
water loss. The first peak ranging from around 40 to 100 °C
can be ascribed to the evaporation of water adsorbed at the
surface.44 A further peak is observed at 188 °C. According to
the literature, this is related to the transformation of H2Ti3O7
to H2Ti6O13, which is associated with the release of 1/6 H2O
per Ti.29 The third signal at 243 °C indicates the release of 1/
12 further H2O per Ti, resulting in the formation of
H2Ti12O25.

29 The fourth signal at 346 °C indicates the
formation of fully dehydrated TiO2(B). Finally, the small signal
at around 475 °C may be linked to the release of remaining
hydroxyl groups from the lattice. During the entire process,
protons are progressively removed from the interlayer of the
monoclinic hydrogen titanate material, leading to a densifica-
tion of the structure and the formation of tunnels that facilitate
lithium diffusion.27

Based on the determined temperatures of water release,
thermogravimetric measurements were performed with heating
to and holding at 280 °C (Figure 2B) and 380 °C (Figure 2C),
respectively. The ideal mass loss for the release of 1/4 H2O or
1/3 H2O per Ti to form H2Ti12O25 or TiO2 would be 5.2 or
7.0 mass %, respectively. The required holding time to reach
this mass loss was measured to be 7 h at 280 °C and 4 h at 380
°C, respectively. These results confirm that holding at 280 °C
for 7 h is a suitable route to synthesize the H2Ti12O25 phase
(HTO) while holding at 380 °C for 4 h results in complete
dehydration. TG measurements of the d-H2Ti3O7 material
show a high mass loss at relatively low temperatures below 280
°C, suggesting full dehydration at 280 °C (Figure 2D).
Consequently, the phase synthesized by the zinc nitrate route
contains much weaker bonded interlayer protons than the
standard-route H2Ti3O7.

Figure 3. X-ray diffractograms of H2Ti3O7, HTO, and TiO2(B) (A). 1H MAS NMR of H2Ti3O7 at different states of interlayer deprotonation (B)
and XRD of d-H2Ti3O7 and d-HTO (C).
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The crystal structure of the samples was analyzed by X-ray
diffraction (XRD), and ideal crystal structures of the associated
phases are plotted in Figure S2. For the standard route,
hydrogen titanate exhibits the signals of monoclinic H2Ti3O7
with space group C2/m according to powder diffraction file
(PDF) 47-0561 (Figure 3A). After annealing at 280 °C for 7 h,
a new monoclinic phase resembling bronze titania (PDF 46-
1238, TiO2(B)) emerges that we label “HTO”. Past studies
have analyzed the dehydration behavior of H2Ti3O7 and
proposed three-step dehydration, resulting in the intermediate
phases H2Ti6O13, H2Ti12O25, and TiO2(B).

27,29 Accordingly,
the obtained HTO phase aligns with monoclinic H2Ti12O25.
The content of hydrogen containing groups can be traced by
the shift toward higher diffraction angles of the monoclinic
(110) reflection.27 The angular position of the latter reflection
is at 24.4° 2θ for H2Ti3O7 and shifted to 24.8° 2θ for HTO.
The similarities of the crystal structure of H2Ti12O25 and
TiO2(B) phases with minor shifts of diffraction angles suggest
that a gradual water release occurs during annealing instead of
a phase transformation process. Further annealing of H2Ti3O7
at 380 °C for 4 h yields a diffractogram matching with
TiO2(B). Full dehydration is indicated by a further shift of the
(110) reflection to 24.93° 2θ being exactly in line with the
ideal signal position of bronze titania according to PDF 46-
1238. In addition to this signal, a weak diffraction pattern
emerges at this annealing temperature matching anatase titania
according to PDF 21-1272. The characteristic diffraction peaks
are located at 25.8° and 37.8° 2θ.
As a further tool to analyze the content of hydrogen

containing groups, we performed magic angle spinning nuclear
magnetic resonance (NMR) spectroscopy of 1H (Figure 3B).
We included commercially available rutile TiO2 as a reference,
showing a single peak at 5.7 ppm in the spectrum. In the
absence of hydroxyl groups in bulk rutile, we link the signal to
adsorbed surface groups containing hydrogen atoms. Besides
these groups, hydrogen titanate samples in different hydrogen
containing states exhibit a further NMR signal between 9.5 and
11.5 ppm, which we link to hydrogen species in the bulk of the
materials, such as interlayer protons. H2Ti3O7 shows the
largest of these signals, confirming the highest hydrogen-
containing group content of this sample. A gradual reduction
of the peak intensity coincides with progressing interlayer
deprotonation at higher annealing temperatures. For the
sample annealed at 380 °C for 4 h, no hydrogen was expected
to be found in the lattice according to TG and XRD results,
but a small NMR signal at around 10 ppm remains. This may

suggest that bronze titania can incorporate small amounts of
hydrogen-containing groups.
Samples synthesized by using Zn(NO3)2 show a distinctly

different diffractogram (Figure 3C). While the monoclinic
H2Ti3O7 phase is also formed in sample d-H2Ti3O7, it also
features a significant diffraction signal of rutile TiO2, according
to PDF 21-1276. The 2θ positions of the rutile related
reflections for d-H2Ti3O7 are slightly lower, with main
reflections at 27.2°, 36.0°, and 54.2° 2θ, compared to the
ideal rutile positions at 27.45°, 36.09°, and 54.32° 2θ, which
are likely related to hydrogen-containing groups inside the
rutile phase. Interestingly, the addition of a small amount of
Zn(NO3)2 led to the preferred crystallization of the rutile
phase. Thermal treatment at 280 °C for 7 h leads to the
formation of d-HTO. This phase exhibits rutile reflections at
slightly higher angular positions as d-H2Ti3O7, with the main
peaks at 27.4°, 36.1°, and 54.2° 2θ, matching the ideal rutile
positions according to PDF 21-1276.
We also recorded Raman spectra of the samples (Figure 4).

The Raman spectrum of H2Ti3O7 exhibits several bands at
around 200 cm−1 with peak maxima at 180, 193, 203, 223, 263,
and 268 cm−1 (Figure 4A). The spectrum resembles previously
reported spectra of this phase.45−48 In particular, we note the
Ti−O related band at around 270 cm−1 and a possible Ti−O−
H bond related signal at 857 cm−1.48 The Raman signal of
HTO matches with data from previous reports of TiO2(B);

49

in particular, we note the strong Bg-symmetry Raman bands at
122, 198, 237, and 252 cm−1 along with Ag-symmetry modes at
144 and 159 cm−1. The presence of TiO2(B) indicated by
Raman aligns with our XRD findings.50 Both samples
synthesized by use of zinc nitrate show the main vibration
modes Eg and A1g of rutile at around 442 and 604 cm−1,
whereas the rutile signal at 140 cm−1 only shows very weak
intensity (Figure 4B).51 Additionally, several bands around 200
cm−1 indicate the presence of the H2Ti3O7 phase, matching the
XRD results. These signals are also found in the d-HTO
sample.
In addition, we quantified the porosity of the samples by the

use of nitrogen gas sorption (Figure S3). The BET surface area
of the H2Ti3O7 and HTO samples is around 30 m2/g, whereas
the samples synthesized by use of zinc nitrate show a BET
surface area between 55 and 75 m2/g. This is in alignment with
SEM observations, suggesting a lamellar structure with
increased surface area resulting from the zinc nitrate route.
The underpinning mechanism for this unique behavior is
unclear at this point and was not described in the literature
before. It is conceivable that the zinc nitrate synthesis route

Figure 4. Raman spectra of H2Ti3O7 and HTO (A) and d-H2Ti3O7 and d-HTO (B) using a laser wavelength of 532 nm.
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and the subsequent hydrochloric acid treatment did lead to the
delamination of the Ti−O-layers of the H2Ti3O7 phase. This
phase consists out Ti−O-sheets which are solely connected to
each other by the ionic attraction of interlayer protons (Figure
S2D).52 Such a delamination phenomenon is reminiscent of
the synthesis of 2D materials like MXenes.53

3.2. Electrochemical Characterization. As a first base-
line, H2Ti3O7 and the partially dehydrated HTO samples were
tested as lithium-ion battery anode using 1 M LiPF6 in
ethylene carbonate/dimethyl carbonate in a voltage window of
1−3 V vs Li/Li+. The sample d-H2Ti3O7 possesses a better
high-rate performance than H2Ti3O7 (Figure S4B). Such a
behavior can be explained by the lamellar microstructure and

the associated increased surface area which is formed when
Zn(NO3)2 is added during the synthesis (Figure S1). In this
case, the Li+ diffusion pathways in the solid are beneficially
decreased, and thus an enhanced rate capability is observed.
After heat treatment a different trend can be observed, caused
by the different phases formed: Sample HTO consists
primarily of a high rate capable TiO2(B) phase with small
amounts of hydrogen-containing groups, whereas the sample
d-HTO is composed out of rutile TiO2 (Figure 4). According
to the literature, the rutile polymorph shows poor electro-
chemical performance.24,54 Follow-up work should thus focus
on synthesis optimization to avoid a phase transition into rutile
TiO2 and further increase the electrochemical performance of

Figure 5. Galvanostatic charge/discharge profiles of H2Ti3O7, HTO, and TiO2(B) at 0.1 A/g in 1 M LiClO4 in acetonitrile electrolyte (A).
Corresponding rate handling behavior of the materials at cycling rates between 50 mA/g and 20 A/g (B) and cycling stability of the materials at a
rate of 1 A/g over 1000 cycles (C).

Figure 6. Galvanostatic charge/discharge profile including potential evolution at negative and positive electrodes observed by a carbon quasi-
reference of a full-cell with HTO (A) or d-HTO (B) as a negative electrode and LMO-AC as a positive electrode. Ragone chart of corresponding
cells with energy efficiency values in the inset (C). Cycling stability between 0.5 and 3.2 V cell voltage over 1000 cycles at 1 A/g (D). Data were
adapted from Lee et al.33 and Choi et al.34

ACS Applied Energy Materials Article

DOI: 10.1021/acsaem.9b00363
ACS Appl. Energy Mater. 2019, 2, 3633−3641

3638

http://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsaem.9b00363/suppl_file/ae9b00363_si_001.pdf
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsaem.9b00363/suppl_file/ae9b00363_si_001.pdf
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsaem.9b00363/suppl_file/ae9b00363_si_001.pdf
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsaem.9b00363/suppl_file/ae9b00363_si_001.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsaem.9b00363


this promising lamellar material. The HTO phase possesses a
higher capacity of 185 mAh/g compared to 140 mAh/g of
H2Ti3O7 and a superior rate handling with a retention of 80
mAh/g at 1.75 A/g compared to 19 mAh/g (Figure S4). Based
on this promising high rate capability, further electrochemical
characterization for application in a hybrid supercapacitor was
performed only with the HTO and d-HTO samples.
Electrochemical measurements of HTO and d-HTO

samples were performed in 1 M LiClO4 in acetonitrile as the
electrolyte. Additionally, electrodes of the sample TiO2(B)
with a fully deprotonated interlayer were tested as a reference.
Galvanostatic charge/discharge measurements of the electro-
des were conducted in a half-cell setup against an oversized AC
counter electrode, and the voltage profile at a current of 0.1 A/
g is shown in Figure 5A. HTO shows a relatively constant
insertion and deinsertion plateau potential between around
−1.45 and −1.55 V vs a carbon quasi-reference electrode. This
behavior is consistent with prior reports on H2Ti12O25 in the
literature.34,35 The d-HTO material, however, shows a sloping
charge/discharge profile which resembles previous reports of
rutile titania insertion behavior.16,17 The TiO2(B) electrode
show insertion plateaus between −1.35 and −1.5 V vs carbon,
exhibiting the highest insertion potential of the tested
materials.
We tested the rate handling of all materials at various specific

currents, ranging from 50 mA/g to 20 A/g (Figure 5B). The
Coulombic efficiency of the first charge/discharge cycle is 80%
for HTO and at 59% for d-HTO. It was previously reported
that rutile titania exhibits a high irreversible capacity in the first
cycle,16 which is confirmed for the d-HTO material. The
maximum capacity of HTO is 169 mAh/g, whereas d-HTO
exhibits a maximum of 147 mAh/g. Both materials show
superior capacity compared to the reference TiO2(B) material
with a reversible capacity of about 130 mAh/g. HTO and d-
HTO materials show excellent rate handling behavior, with a
retention of 65% of the maximum capacity at a galvanostatic
charge/discharge rate of 1 A/g. At very high rates of 10−20 A/
g, HTO retains a higher capacity compared to d-HTO, that is,
25−11% compared to 16−8%. Moreover, all materials restored
their capacity after returning to a low rate of 50 mA/g after 45
cycles.
The cycling stability was tested over 1000 charge/discharge

cycles at a rate of 1 A/g (Figure 5C). The elevated rate was
chosen to match the targeted operation conditions in the LIC
full-cell application. All materials showed good stability, with
HTO retaining 98.4% and d-HTO about 80% after 1000
cycles. The tests indicate that the HTO material synthesized
without the addition of Zn(NO3)2 shows the most favorable
half-cell performance.
Hybrid supercapacitor full-cells were then assembled with

HTO or d-HTO as the negative electrode and a composite
containing 65 mass % of activated carbon (AC) and 35 mass %
of lithium manganese oxide (LMO) as the positive electrode
(LMO-AC).18,43 The mass of the positively polarized LMO-
AC electrode was chosen 3 times higher as the negative
electrode to account for its lower specific capacity. This
composition of the positive electrode was demonstrated to
provide good performance in a hybrid supercapacitor setup.43

The galvanostatic charge/discharge cycle of the HTO/
LMO-AC cell at 0.1 A/g is depicted in Figure 6A. The cells
were cycled between a cell voltage of 0.5 and 3.2 V. We
avoided a deep discharge of the cell to 0 V to prevent a shifting
of the potential of individual electrodes outside their stability

windows to improve the cycling stability.55 During charging, a
quick rise in cell voltage to ∼2.0 V results from the negative
HTO electrode reaching its insertion plateau potential at
around −1.45 V vs carbon. Simultaneously, the potential
profile of the LMO-AC electrode shows two different slopes:
The steeper slope up to +0.85 V vs carbon is associated with
ion electrosorption at the AC surface, while the following
potential regime to +1.16 V vs carbon is dominated by lithium
deinsertion from the LMO particles. The discharging step
shows a very symmetric behavior of the voltage profile
compared to the charging step, resulting in the excellent energy
efficiency of the LIC device of 87.7% at 0.1 A/g.
The galvanostatic charge/discharge of the d-HTO/LMO-

AC cell at 0.1 A/g cycled between 0.5 and 3.2 V cell voltage is
shown in Figure 6B. The voltage increase when charging is less
steep than for the HTO cell. This is caused by the behavior of
the negative d-HTO electrode, showing a sloping insertion
potential between ca. −1.2 and −1.8 V vs carbon. The positive
LMO-AC electrode shows the same behavior as described
above. The voltage profile during discharge also shows high
symmetry, however, but a slight overpotential of the insertion
reaction of the negative d-HTO electrode during discharging
causes a lower energy efficiency of 80.8%.
The specific energy and power of the cells over a wide range

of specific currents between 50 mA/g and 5 A/g is shown in a
Ragone plot in Figure 6C. The HTO/LMO-AC cell exhibits
maximum energy of 88.5 Wh/kg at 116 W/kg and an energy of
12.76 Wh/kg at 9.2 kW/kg. The d-HTO/LMO-AC cell shows
a maximum energy of 78.3 Wh/kg at 111 W/kg and 19.5 Wh/
kg at 7.8 kW/kg. The higher performance of the HTO cell is a
consequence of the improved capacity and rate handling,
which was already observed during half-cell tests. The cells
show similar energy efficiency at all cycling currents, as shown
in the inset of Figure 6C. Even at the highest current of 5 A/g,
the energy efficiency is over 55% for both cells. The
comparative Ragone plot in Figure 6C of our data in
comparison with values of other asymmetric cells using
protonated titanates from the literature underlines the
attractive performance of the HTO and d-HTO cells in both
power and energy. For example, Choi et al. used Zn-doped
H2Ti11.7Zn0.3O24.7 as the negative electrode and AC as the
positive electrode and obtained a maximum energy of 44.4
Wh/kg,34 whereas Lee et al. reported on undoped H2Ti12O25
paired with AC exhibiting a maximum of 35 Wh/kg.32 The
cycling stability of the presented LIC cells is shown in Figure
6D. Over 1000 charge/discharge cycles at 1 A/g, the HTO/
LMO-AC cell retains 100% of its initial capacity, whereas the
d-HTO/LMO-AC cell shows retention of 81%.

4. CONCLUSIONS
Hydrogen titanate materials were synthesized by a proton
exchange reaction with sodium titanate. Annealing of the
H2Ti3O7 phase at 280 °C yielded HTO, which we found to
have an almost identical crystal structure as bronze titania.
Deprotonation of the interlayer of the monoclinic hydrogen
titanate material over several steps densifies the structure and
leads to tunnel-formation that facilitates lithium diffusion. By
use of zinc nitrate as a chemical agent, we obtained hydrogen
titanate with a high rutile content. Water extraction of the
latter at 280 °C resulted in a lamellar rutile phase. The
materials were tested in a lithium-ion battery and in a hybrid
supercapacitor setup. It was shown that both HTO and d-
HTO showed superior performance compared to the initial

ACS Applied Energy Materials Article

DOI: 10.1021/acsaem.9b00363
ACS Appl. Energy Mater. 2019, 2, 3633−3641

3639

http://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsaem.9b00363/suppl_file/ae9b00363_si_001.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsaem.9b00363


hydrogen titanate phases. Hybrid supercapacitor cells were
constructed showing high energy of up to 88 Wh/kg and high
power of up to 9.2 kW/kg in an organic electrolyte. The
attractive performance metrics underline the potential of the
hydrogenated titanate materials in high-power applications.
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Fig. S1: Schematic synthesis procedure of H2Ti3O7 (A) and d-H2Ti3O7 (B) including scanning 

electron micrographs of the precursor, intermediate, and final products. 

 

 

 
Fig. S2: Crystal structures of TiO2 anatase (A), TiO2 rutile (B), bronze TiO2 (C), and fully 

protonated hydrogen titanium oxide H2Ti3O7 (D). 
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Fig. S3: Nitrogen sorption isotherms of H2Ti3O7 and HTO (A) and d-H2Ti3O7 and d-HTO (B) 

at -196 °C including calculated BET specific surface area. 
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Fig. S4: Galvanostatic charge/discharge profiles of H2Ti3O7 and d-H2Ti3O7 at a rate of 

17.5 mA/g (A) and corresponding rate handling behavior at rates between 

17.5 mA/g and 35 A/g (B). Galvanostatic charge/discharge profiles of HTO and d-

HTO at a rate of 17.5 mA/g (C) and corresponding rate handling behavior at rates 

between 17.5 mA/g and 35 A/g (D). The counter electrode is metallic lithium, 1 M 

LiPF6 in EC/DMC is used as electrolyte. 
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Table S1: Areal resistance of electrodes calculated from potential drop electrochemical rate 

tests in half-cells. The resistance values were calculated by use of the iR drop from 

galvanostatic charge/discharge cycling. 
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5. Conclusions and Outlook 

My Ph.D. work explored the nanoscale hybridization design of electrode materials and energy storage 

devices, including the importance of the choice of the electrolyte, to obtain improved lithium- and 

sodium-ion hybrid batteries. Through the synthesis of nano-scale hybrid material and the subsequent 

electrochemical benchmarking, my work showed that the carbon substrate has a very important 

impact on the distribution homogeneity and the physical parameters of the synthesized metal oxide. 

Thereby, there is a strong influence on the resulting energy storage performance. From investigating 

different hybrid energy storage device concepts, this work has shown the potential of ionic liquids and 

the mixed solvent system as a proper electrolyte that enhances safety and performance. 

Motivated by the small size and graphitic ordering, this work explores specifically carbon onions as a 

highly promising carbon material for electrode hybridization with different metal oxides. For 

comparison, another graphitic carbon nanostructure was also explored for some metal oxide materials, 

namely, carbon nanohorns. In my work, I used a tailored sol-gel reaction to control the size of the sols 

via an appropriate selection of chemicals; different metal alkoxides were used for the synthesis of 

titanium oxide hybrids, titanium niobium oxide hybrids, and lithium titanium oxide hybrids. After the 

nanosized sol was prepared, the impregnation of carbon onions or carbon nanohorns was conducted, 

incorporating the sub-micrometer (nano-size) carbon with nanosized metal oxide sols. Subsequent 

thermal treatment under Argon at high temperatures resulted in nanosized hybrids. 

The nanosized anatase TiO2-hybrid material was synthesized after thermal treatment at 400 °C with a 

domain size of below 10 nm. From the electrochemical quantification of the lithium storage kinetics, 

the rate and cycling performances of the hybrid are superior in comparison to nano-TiO2, commercial 

TiO2, and graphite. The lithium diffusivity was quantified, and in parallel, the evolution of internal 

resistance for hybrid and non-hybrid TiO2 was monitored. As a result, a lower internal resistance of the 

hybrid TiO2 also aligned with a better lithium transport compared to non-hybrid TiO2. This finding 

confirms that the homogeneous distribution of the conductive carbon is crucial for providing a better 

charge transport network, enhanced by nanosizing of the electrochemically active metal oxide. 

The metal oxide domain size within the TNO-hybrid was 20-30 nm when using carbon onions, yielding 

Ti2Nb10O29. For TNO-hybrids with carbon nanohorns, the metal oxide domains had a size of about 

100 nm, and we noted the presence of the electrochemically non-favored niobian rutile phase. The 

comparison of electrodes based on either hybrid material or the physical mixing or separately prepared 

carbon and metal oxides served as a baseline to see which of the two design approaches is more 

promising. The carbon onion-based hybrid materials showed a higher rate performance compared to 

carbon nanohorn-based hybrids; in contrast, composites of TNO and carbon nanohorns were superior 

to composites based on TNO and carbon onions. Thereby, hybridization is not always automatically 
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better than composite strategies: it strongly depends, among others, on the resulting phase 

distribution homogeneity, phase distribution length scale, and crystal structures. 

In addition to TNO and TiO2, my work also investigated hybrid materials based on LTO and carbon 

onions. Two different types of carbon onions were used: one obtained at 1700 °C from vacuum 

annealing (with a higher degree of graphitic ordering) and one from annealing in Argon at 1300 °C 

(with a lower degree of graphitic ordering and which had both carbon onions and graphene 

nanoribbons present). The average metal oxide domain size was about 30 nm, and the hybrid 

electrodes were investigated as an anode for lithium-ion and sodium-ion batteries. The LTO hybridized 

with carbon onions treated under Argon yielded the best performance of 188 mAh/g and longevity of 

96% initial capacity after 400 cycles. This work further emphasized, as the other two previous works in 

this thesis, the influence of adequate selection of carbon substrates; the difference in surface area, 

degree of carbon order, and structure of carbon onions prepared under different conditions were 

compared, but no direct conclusions could be drawn. The key defining property is less the structure of 

the carbon itself but its nanoscale distribution and homogeneity within the hybrid, as it appears. The 

hybrid was also tested for the sodium-ion energy storage, witnessing an excellent longevity 

performance of maintaining 96% of initial capacity after 500 cycles. 

Expanding the hybrid concept to the device level, LTO was used as an anode paired with a composite 

of LMO and activated carbon as a cathode. Among the variety of electrolyte combination of salt and 

solvent, ionic liquids, and nitrile- or carbonate-based solvents were selected based on their promising 

compatibility with the electrode materials. For a comparison of the electrolyte performance, the cell 

voltage of 2.8 V was selected and electrochemically explored via voltage floating, known to 

demonstrate a better understanding of performance stability. Considering the real application 

condition at different weather and temperatures, four different temperature ranges were selected: -

10 °C, +25 °C, +60 °C, and +75 °C. Based on this dataset, we see the need for an appropriate 

combination of lithium-containing salt and solvent to strengthen the stability performance of the 

hybrid supercapacitors. Also, the widening of the operating temperature must be done carefully due 

to the possible degradation of the electrode material and electrolyte. The LMO degradation was 

observed as the voltage floating continued. Specifically, the degradation of the LMO was the weak link 

of the cell, which lead to the overall degradation of the energy storage system because the activated 

carbon counter-electrode could not compensate for the charge loss. The thermal stability of the ionic 

liquid was not able to establish anticipated performance stability. Further, the benefit of a mixed 

solvent system is observed from LiClO4 in ACN:EC electrolyte, that the narrow temperature range of 

ACN was remedied by admixing of EC, achieving the best performance at the elevated temperature of 

+75 °C. The findings from this work show potential of enhanced longevity or performance at various 
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temperatures by the different proportion of mixture or even employing a different combination of 

cyclic and non-cyclic solvents. 

Ionic liquids with added lithium or sodium salts were investigated as electrolytes for hybrid 

supercapacitor has LTO and activated carbon for anode and cathode, respectively. This approach 

allowed a cell voltage of 4 V for LTO based hybrid supercapacitors, which was enabled by the enlarged 

stability window of activated carbon cathode by using ionic liquid. The high thermal stability of ionic 

liquids resulted in a stable electrochemical performance at an elevated temperature of +80 °C, which 

enhanced the safety of the hybrid supercapacitor by reducing the flammability risk. This concept is 

attractive for applications in the field of an electric vehicle or other fields of application with enhanced 

safety requirements (e.g., aviation, medical devices). The data confirmed the high potential for a mixed 

solvent system for the liquid electrolytes, which comprises the findings of the previously mentioned 

work in this thesis. Employing materials such as hybrid materials has the potential for higher power or 

energy performance of the hybrid supercapacitors. 

Finally, this work also explored hydrogen titanium oxide (HTO) as a novel electrode material for hybrid 

systems. HTO was synthesized by exposure to hydrochloric acid for proton exchange reaction, followed 

by thermal treatment at +280 °C. The introduction of zinc nitrate during the synthesis approach yielded 

d-HTO with a high content of the rutile phase. After the synthesis steps, the different degree of 

interlayer protonation is observed for HTO and d-HTO. The electrochemical benchmarking of HTO and 

d-HTO for LIB anodes and demonstrated that the protonated HTO and d-HTO achieve enhanced 

performance compared to deprotonated samples. The hybrid supercapacitor cells using HTO anode 

and LMO-activated carbon cathode yielded a promising power (13 kW/kg) and energy performance 

(88 Wh/kg). 

The straightforward synthesis method used in this work and the findings presented in this thesis could 

provide a guideline for designing the hybrid materials for lithium or sodium ion intercalation. Regarding 

the suitable selection of carbon substrates, our finding suggests that the size and the degree of order 

of carbon are crucial. Furthermore, the device level hybridization carries the potential for the further 

investigation on applications for higher temperature operations, since the work in this thesis only 

investigated a few systems employing ionic liquid and mixed solvents as electrolytes. As a final 

recommendation to the development of enhanced electrochemical energy storage cells, one should 

consider not leaving any stone unturned: improvements in all aspects of electrode material design, 

electrode type architecture, choice and matching of the electrolyte, and doing so all by considering the 

power, energy, and sustainability metrics are requires for successful development of next-generation 

energy storage technology. 
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