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Examining the Electrochemical Properties of Hybrid
Aqueous/Ionic Liquid Solid Polymer Electrolytes through
the Lens of Composition-Function Relationships

Kyle B. Ludwig, Riordan Correll-Brown, Max Freidlin, Mounesha N. Garaga,
Sahana Bhattacharyya, Patricia M. Gonzales, Arthur V. Cresce, Steven Greenbaum,
Chunsheng Wang, and Peter Kofinas*

Solid polymer electrolytes (SPEs) have the potential to meet evolving Li-ion
battery demands, but for these electrolytes to satisfy growing power and
energy density requirements, both transport properties and electrochemical
stability must be improved. Unfortunately, improvement in one of these
properties often comes at the expense of the other. To this end, a “hybrid
aqueous/ionic liquid” SPE (HAILSPE) which incorporates
triethylsulfonium-TFSI (S2,2,2) or N-methyl-N-propylpyrrolidinium-TFSI (Pyr1,3)
ionic liquid (IL) alongside H2O and LiTFSI salt to simultaneously improve
transport and electrochemical stability is studied. This work focuses on the
impact of HAILSPE composition on electrochemical performance. Analysis
shows that an increase in LiTFSI content results in decreased ionic mobility,
while increasing IL and water content can offset its impact. pfg-NMR results
reveal that preferential lithium-ion transport is present in HAILSPE systems.
Higher IL concentrations are correlated with an increased degree of
passivation against H2O reduction. Compared to the Pyr1,3 systems, the S2,2,2

systems exhibit a stronger degree of passivation due to the formation of a
multicomponent interphase layer, including LiF, Li2CO3, Li2S, and Li3N. The
results herein demonstrate the superior electrochemical stability of the S2,2,2

systems compared to Pyr1,3 and provide a path toward further enhancement
of HAILSPE performance via composition optimization.
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1. Introduction

The rise of lithium-ion batteries (LIBs)
to ubiquity over the last 30 years has
been due, in part, to their long cycle
lives, high charge–discharge rates, high
specific energy (≈150 Wh kg−1), and
low cost.[1–5] Decades of research and
technical advancements have been fu-
eled by applications that demand high
power density (power tools, rapid charg-
ing) or high energy density (portable
electronics, electric vehicles).[6–8] Despite
the progress of commercial LIBs, these
demands are gradually approaching the
theoretical limits of current materials
and are outpacing the discovery of new
ones.[9,10] At the same time, appeals to
improve the safety of LIBs have become
prominent. To address these concerns,
strategies must be developed to deter-
mine safer materials that ensure compat-
ibility with both high power density and
high energy density applications.[11,12]

Solid polymer electrolytes (SPEs) are
safer materials that can improve the
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efficacy of LIBs. They represent an attractive alternative to the
flammable organic liquid electrolytes commonly used in com-
mercial batteries because they are nonflammable, lightweight,
and can prevent leaking of toxic solvents and salts.[13] However,
in high power density applications, which rely on fast ionic trans-
port and charge transfer, SPEs fail to meet the demand as their
ionic conductivity and lithium-ion (Li+) transport number are
generally limited (104–106 S cm−1, <0.40) due to polymer crys-
tallinity and/or high glass-transition temperatures (Tg).[14] To
improve the power density of SPEs, researchers have focused
on improving ionic transport by adding plasticizers such as ce-
ramic particles, ionic liquids (ILs) and even water to the elec-
trolyte system to suppress polymer crystallinity and imbue chain
mobility.[15–17] In polymer-in-salt electrolytes, the inclusion of
ionic liquids can also facilitate charge transfer in high power
density applications by improving interfacial contact at the elec-
trode/electrolyte interface through the development of robust
solid electrolyte interphases (SEIs).[13,18–20]

For high energy density applications (E = V × Capacity), SPEs
can meet the demand through strategies that extend the electro-
chemical stability window (ESW). This unlocks a wider range
of electrode materials, such that the voltage output or capacity
can be rationally designed. In the case of aqueous SPEs (AS-
PEs) – a noteworthy modification to SPEs that improves trans-
port and ensures safety by using water as a solvent and plasti-
cizer – this is realized through contemporaneous improvement
at both the anodic and cathodic limits.[21] By switching from the
traditional poly(ethylene oxide) (PEO) support to polyacrylonitrile
(PAN), the thermodynamic instability at 4 V versus Li/Li+ due to
oxidation of the electron-rich ether oxygens in PEO-based SPEs
can be avoided.[22,23] PAN-based SPEs have shown enhanced
anodic limits upward of ≈5.5 V versus Li/Li+.[24,25] At the ca-
thodic limit, minimizing the activity of water assists in lower-
ing its onset reduction potential that allows for anion-derived
passivation and SEI formation. This can be achieved through
the “water-in-salt” electrolyte (WiSE) strategy of superconcen-
trated systems utilizing bis(trifluoromethylsulfonyl)imide anion
([TFSI]−)-based salts.[26–28]

Practically, the optimization of power density and energy den-
sity come as a tradeoff. As seen in a new class of “hybrid aque-
ous/nonaqueous” electrolytes (HANEs), although the inclusion
of a nonaqueous component can extend the ESW and boost the
energy density of the system, it often leads to significant drops
in ionic conductivity. For example, the inclusion of dimethyl car-
bonate resulted in further reduction of the cathodic limit – from
1.9 V versus Li/Li+ in the groundbreaking WiSE system to 1.0 V
versus Li/Li+ in the subsequent HANE system – at the cost of re-
ducing the ionic conductivity by nearly half.[26,29] In recent work,
we demonstrated that the incorporation of triethylsulfonium-
TFSI (S2,2,2) or N-methyl-N-propylpyrrolidinium-TFSI (Pyr1,3) ILs
(Figure S1, Supporting Information) as the nonaqueous com-
ponents of “hybrid aqueous/ionic liquid” SPEs (HAILSPEs) can
overcome this conductivity challenge. These electrolyte systems
exhibited a remarkable improvement in transport properties
compared to their predecessors due to the reduction in apparent
activation energy and nearly complete decoupling of ionic trans-
port from polymer chain mobility.[30] We also demonstrated sta-
ble and complete growth of a passivating layer that was tuned by
changing the IL. The sulfur-based S2,2,2 cation was chosen based

on previous studies of a nonaqueous ionic liquid SPE (ILSPE)
which concluded that the inclusion of the ionic liquid resulted in
strong passivating behavior and interfacial stability with lithium
metal.[17] The nitrogen-based Pyr1,3 cation was chosen as an addi-
tional promising cation based on numerous reports of its stable
electrochemical reduction products, such as Li3N, and its abil-
ity to contribute to LiF formation in the SEI when paired with
the [TFSI]− in lithiated systems.[30] After this precursory work,
which primarily explored the impact different ionic liquid types,
we sought to better understand how the composition-function re-
lationships describe the electrochemical properties in these sys-
tems.

In this work, we further investigated HAILSPE systems, ex-
panding the design space to include more than 30 electrolyte
compositions with varying molar ratios of PAN, water, ionic
liquid, and lithium TFSI (LiTFSI) salt. Extensive analysis of
the transport properties found that a continued increase in the
LiTFSI content resulted in a significant drop off in ionic con-
ductivity, despite the simultaneous increase in H2O, a compo-
nent that is known to improve mobility. As increasing LiTFSI
concentration is a core strategy employed in most aqueous elec-
trolytes to widen the ESW, this effect was offset by incorpora-
tion of additional IL. Pulsed-field gradient NMR (pfg-NMR) re-
sults corroborated these findings and further cemented that the
influence of LiTFSI on transport properties supersedes that of
H2O. Nevertheless, all HAILSPE systems demonstrated prefer-
ential Li+ transport, as evidenced by transport numbers of 0.64–
0.80, depending on the composition. Linear sweep voltamme-
try (LSV) and cyclic voltammetry (CV) were used to assess the
ESW and passivation behavior of several HAILSPEs. Generally
wide windows were observed, depending on the composition,
with S2,2,2 electrolytes demonstrating greater electrochemical sta-
bility than their Pyr1,3 counterparts. Furthermore, increasing the
amount of IL was shown to assist with passivation against water
reduction, even when the H2O content increased, with the S2,2,2
electrolytes exhibiting superior passivation. X-ray photoelectron
spectroscopy (XPS) analysis showed that this may be attributed
to the formation of more lithium fluoride (LiF) and lithium car-
bonate (Li2CO3) in S2,2,2 systems over Pyr1,3 systems. Despite
the benefits observed for the S2,2,2 electrolytes, cycling of analo-
gous liquid “hybrid aqueous/ionic liquid” electrolytes (HAILEs)
in Mo6S8/LiMn2O4 full cells demonstrated nearly identical per-
formance from both. These cells demonstrated an open circuit
voltage (OCV) of ≈2.3 V and were cycled at 1 C to 100 cycles with
≥99.0% coulombic efficiency.

2. Results and Discussion

To better understand the ways in which composition influences
the electrochemical properties of HAILSPEs, a variety of elec-
trolyte compositions and characterized to elucidate the effect of
each component. Tables S1–S7, Supporting Information give the
final compositions, in relative molar amounts, for all electrolyte
systems used in this work; 3.27–13.57 parts PAN, 6.94–57.30
parts H2O, 0–4 parts ionic liquid, and 3.03–17.06 parts LiTFSI.
The relative molar amount of PAN is based on the monomer
repeat unit (53.06 g mol−1) to ensure the analyses presented in
this work form design goals that are independent of the poly-
mer molecular weight and clarify the influence of water, IL, and
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LiTFSI on electrolyte properties. The compositions were carefully
selected based on a posteriori knowledge to cover a wide range
of polymer, water, ionic liquid, and salt contents that yielded
well-mixed, homogeneous films which were not phase separated.
Two versions of electrolytes H1–H18 and NMR1–NMR8 were
made using either S2,2,2 or Pyr1,3, except for “NMR3” which con-
tained no ionic liquid. Although the electrolytes were designed in
groups to elucidate the effect of a single component by keeping
all others constant, the hygroscopicity of the systems caused addi-
tional water absorption during processing in ambient conditions
and often resulted in electrolytes within the same group having
differing water contents. However, absorbed water was accounted
for via thermogravimetric analysis (TGA) measurements post-
processing and the analyses presented in this work reflect the
complexity of these quaternary systems.

2.1. Impedance and Ionic Transport

2.1.1. EIS and mDSC

The room-temperature (25 °C) electrochemical impedance spec-
troscopy (EIS) response of HAILSPE systems S2,2,2/Pyr1,3 H1–
H18 and Pyr1,3 H19–H24 were measured to assess ionic mobility
as a function of composition. Ionic conductivity, in units of mS
cm−1, was calculated from

𝜎 = 1000 t
R × A

(1)

where t (cm) and A (cm2) are the thickness and area, respec-
tively, of the electrolyte defined by the polytetrafluoroethylene
(PTFE) spacer, and R is the ohmic resistance. R values were ex-
tracted from the impedance response following a detailed proce-
dure outlined elsewhere.[30] Impedance responses varied based
on HAILSPE composition and fell into two categories based on
their Nyquist plot: those that showed a capacitive effect and those
that did not. For the electrolytes that did show capacitance, an
equivalent circuit model was used that contained a resistor (R1)
in series with a second resistor (R2) that is in parallel with a ca-
pacitor. To account for the non-ideal behavior seen in the Nyquist
plots, a constant phase element was used in place of the ideal ca-
pacitor. In these systems, R1 is indicative of the bulk electrolyte
resistance to ionic motion while R2 is indicative of the double
layer resistance to ionic motion at the electrode interface. There-
fore, the sum of R1 and R2 was used to find R for Equation (1).
For the electrolytes that did not show capacitance, a simple equiv-
alent circuit model for a pure ionic conductor, which consists of
a single resistor, was used to find R from the intercept of the data
at high frequencies.

Figure 1 shows the room-temperature ionic conductivity data
for S2,2,2 H1–H14, Pyr1,3 H1–H14, and Pyr1,3 H19–H22, which
all contain 1 part ionic liquid, as a function of PAN, H2O, and
LiTFSI composition. Values are indicated by color, with cooler
colors (blue) representing low values and warmer colors (red)
representing high values. For both S2,2,2 and Pyr1,3 electrolytes,
Figure 1A,B clearly show that increasing the relative amount of
PAN or LiTFSI in the electrolyte significantly reduces ionic con-
ductivity. Yet, the impact of water is less clear, as a maximum
ionic conductivity value is observed only at moderate water con-

centrations. The ovals in Figure 1 highlight two noteworthy re-
gions for each set of electrolytes. In the first region, between 10
and 30 parts H2O, the ionic conductivity values for both S2,2,2 and
Pyr1,3 systems are >5 mS cm−1 with less than 8 parts LiTFSI in
Figure 1C,D, respectively. In the second region, the water con-
tent is doubled to 30–60 parts, but the ionic conductivity values
decrease significantly by ≈68% to 2.26 mS cm−1 for S2,2,2 and by
≈85% to 1.25 mS cm−1 for Pyr1,3 at the highest amount of water
(H14). However, compositions with >30 parts H2O also corre-
spond to the electrolyte systems with the highest LiTFSI content
between 12 and 16 parts. To clarify these trends, a more heuristic
description of the impacts of composition on ionic conductivity
in both S2,2,2 and Pyr1,3 electrolytes is presented in Figure 2.

In Figure 2A and Figure 2E, both S2,2,2 and Pyr1,3 systems
show a significant increase in ionic conductivity when H2O is
increased and the ionic liquid and LiTFSI contents are held con-
stant. This finding is in agreement with several previous works,
which observed that ionic mobility is strongly positively corre-
lated to water concentration.[17,30,31] However, these trends are
limited to water contents <30 parts when LiTFSI content does
not also increase. As discussed above and shown in Figure 2C,G,
increasing LiTFSI content, even marginally, results in a decrease
in ionic conductivity because LiTFSI can aggregate and crystal-
lize at high concentrations, ultimately impeding ionic motion.
A similar trend is observed for PAN, in Figure 2D,H; increas-
ing the amount of polymer in the system can increase the de-
gree of crystallinity, resulting in lower ionic conductivity due to
the lack of segmental motion.[32] The decoupling of ionic trans-
port and polymer chain mobility has been observed in PAN-based
electrolytes such that polymer segmental motion is not a ma-
jor contributor to ionic motion. Electrolyte crystallinity imparted
by the polymer matrix – or LiTFSI aggregates – also impedes
the movement of free Li+ and Li+ associated with plasticizer
molecules, which are the major contributors to ionic conductivity
in these electrolytes.[30,33–35] As such, the decrease of ionic con-
ductivity with the increase of LiTFSI agrees with the results seen
in Figure 1, suggesting that the influence of salt on ionic mobil-
ity supersedes that of water in regions of the design space where
the relative LiTFSI content is >8 parts (H12–H15, Tables S1, S2,
Supporting Information).

In Figure 1, the electrolyte compositions >30 parts H2O (H12–
H14) were extraneous systems that did not fit the general cat-
egories of Tables S1 and S2, Supporting Information, because
PAN, H2O, and ionic liquid contents all changed. To more closely
investigate the transition in ionic conductivity at high LiTFSI con-
tent, and to remove any effect from PAN, electrolytes H19–H21
were designed and further studied in Figure 3. Since Pyr1,3 H14
showed the largest reduction in ionic conductivity (≈85%), only
Pyr1,3 H19–H21 electrolytes were synthesized (Table , Support-
ing Information). Although these compositions were designed to
have the same overall water content and were handled in an en-
vironment with a controlled humidity, the hygroscopicity of each
electrolyte was different due to their varying salt contents. This
led to a large degree of water absorption in the system with the
most salt in Figure 3A. At 15 parts LiTFSI, Pyr1,3 H21 (blue) had
the lowest ionic conductivity of the three systems (0.18 mS cm−1),
despite having the highest water content. Conversely, Pyr1,3 H19
(pink) had the least amount of salt – and water – but displayed the
highest ionic conductivity (0.97 mS cm−1). A one-way ANOVA on
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Figure 1. Room-temperature (25 °C) ionic conductivity as a function of PAN, H2O, and LiTFSI content for A) S2,2,2 H1–H14 and B) Pyr1,3 H1–H14,
H19–H22. The ionic conductivity values as a function of just H2O and LiTFSI are also given for C) S2,2,2 and D) Pyr1,3. Conductivity is indicated by
color, with cooler colors representing low values and warmer colors representing high values. Ovals are used to highlight two notable regions for each
set of electrolytes: one where compositions yield high ionic conductivity (>5 mS cm−1) and one where compositions yield significantly reduced ionic
conductivity (<5 mS cm−1) despite high water content. All electrolyte compositions are given in Tables S1–S3, Supporting Information.

the mean ionic conductivities of Pyr1,3 H19–H21 at a 95% confi-
dence interval (Figure S2A, Supporting Information) showed that
H19 and H21 exhibit a statistically significant conductivity differ-
ence with a p-value of 0.0045, while H19 and H20 also exhibit a
statistically significant conductivity difference with a p-value of
0.0393. Due to the large variation amongst the H20 samples –
likely caused by minor fluctuations in water content despite be-
ing processed at the same time – the one-way ANOVA found the
difference between H20 and H21 was not statistically significant
(p= 0.3592). However, the general trend of the HAILSPE systems
investigated in Figure 3A agrees with the trends observed in the
HAILSPE systems investigated in Figures 1 and 2.

To further understand the results of Figure 3A, the thermal
properties of the three electrolytes were investigated via mod-
ulated differential scanning calorimetry (mDSC); their thermo-
grams are shown in Figure 3B. The resulting Pyr1,3 H19 elec-
trolyte (pink) exhibited a solid-liquid melting transition, Tm, at
−1.61 °C. Pyr1,3 H20 (green), which had the next highest ionic
conductivity ≈0.45 mS cm−1, exhibited two solid-solid rearrange-
ments (Ts-s), at 0.32 and 19.43 °C, before ultimately exhibiting
a Tm at 30.49 °C. Pyr1,3 H21 (blue), which had the lowest ionic
conductivity, exhibited a Ts-s at 5.77 °C and a Tm at 43.07 °C. The
formation of multiple endothermic peaks upon heating for Pyr1,3
H20 and Pyr1,3 H21 is attributed to the presence of “excess” wa-

ter and/or ionic liquid which do not significantly interact with
the other components.[18] Pyr1,3 H20 and Pyr1,3 H21 also exhibit
melting temperatures significantly greater than that of Pyr1,3 H19
and the operating temperature of 25 °C, with an increase in the
breadth and intensity of the melting transition. The latent heat
for Pyr1,3 H20 and Pyr1,3 H21 – found from the area under the
curve – is 12.71 and 10.05 J g−1, respectively. Compared to the la-
tent heat of 0.88 J g−1 for Pyr1,3 H19, this suggests a meaningful
increase in the degree of crystallinity for these two systems. Thus,
the broader melting transitions in Pyr1,3 H20 and Pyr1,3 H21 are
likely the result of a wider distribution of crystal sizes.[36] Further-
more, while many different factors affect Tm, the increase in Tm
for Pyr1,3 H20 and Pyr1,3 H21 is likely due to this increase in crys-
tallinity, since crystalline lamellae exhibit strong intermolecular
forces that severely restrict chain flexibility and increase latent
heat. These findings agree with the conductivity values reported
in Figure 3A, as crystalline structures would impose effective re-
strictions on the mobility of ions, reducing ionic conductivity.[37]

While Figure 3C demonstrates that ionic conductivity in-
creases with increasing relative ionic liquid content up to 1 part,
Figure 2B,F shows that beyond this point, further increasing the
amount of IL in the system begins to decrease ionic conduc-
tivity; from 2.29 to 1.44 mS cm−1 when increasing the relative
amount of S2,2,2 to 3 parts from 1, and from 3.56 to 1.89 mS
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Figure 2. Radar plots displaying representative trends in room-temperature (25 °C) ionic conductivity based on altering H2O, ionic liquid, LiTFSI, and
PAN composition for A–D) S2,2,2 and E–H) Pyr1,3 electrolyte systems. Conductivity is indicated by color based on the provided scale bars, with cooler
colors representing low values and warmer colors representing high values. For H2O, ionic liquid, and LiTFSI, the relative PAN molar ratio was held
constant at 6.14. For PAN, the relative ionic liquid molar ratio was held constant at 1.
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Figure 3. Ionic conductivity as a function of relative composition and associated mDSC thermograms for corresponding electrolyte systems (blue, green,
pink) for A,B) LiTFSI and H2O (Pyr1,3 H19–H21) and C,D) ionic liquid (Pyr1,3 H22–H24). Relevant thermal transitions, such as solid-solid and melting,
and their associated temperatures are labeled. All electrolyte compositions are given in Table S3, Supporting Information.

cm−1 when increasing the relative amount of Pyr1,3 from 3 parts
to 4. Phase separation of the ionic liquid from the bulk elec-
trolyte may be the cause of these drops in conductivity, which
was visually observed for systems whose relative ionic liquid con-
tent was >2 parts. To this end, the importance of ionic liquid
on transport properties below the observed limit of phase sep-
aration was also more closely investigated with electrolytes Pyr1,3
H22, Pyr1,3 H23, and H24 (no ionic liquid) in Figure 3C. As the
relative LiTFSI content in these electrolytes was held constant,
the variation in water content was relatively constant, ranging be-
tween 8.82 and 10.75 parts (Table S3, Supporting Information).
With 1 part ionic liquid, Pyr1,3 H22 (pink) had the highest room-
temperature ionic conductivity of 0.25 mS cm−1. When the ionic
liquid content was halved in Pyr1,3 H23 (green) the conductivity
decreased to 0.15 mS cm−1, and when the ionic liquid was com-
pletely removed from the electrolyte in H24 the ionic conductivity
decreased even further to 0.06 mS cm−1. The room-temperature
conductivity values of these electrolyte systems are consistent
with Figure 1 and other systems with <10 parts water. A one-way
ANOVA of the mean ionic conductivities at a 95% confidence in-
terval was also performed for Pyr1,3 H22, Pyr1,3 H23, and H24. In

this case, because the water contents were relatively constant, the
differences of all possible combinations were found to be statis-
tically significant with p-values <0.001 (Figure S2B, Supporting
Information).

The results of Figure 3C clearly indicate that the inclusion of
ionic liquid, to an extent, can promote ionic mobility; Figure 3D
further explores this result through mDSC. The Pyr1,3 H22 sys-
tem (pink), which has 1 part ionic liquid, exhibited a Tm at 7.66 °C
with a latent heat of 1.01 J g−1. As the amount of ionic liquid in the
electrolytes was decreased, a positive shift in Tm and an increase
in latent heat was observed. Pyr1,3 H23 (green, 0.5 parts ionic liq-
uid) exhibited a Tm at 39.39 °C with a latent heat of 4.10 J g−1 and
H24 (blue, 0 parts ionic liquid) exhibited a Tm at 40.70 °C with a
latent heat of 9.11 J g−1. Pyr1,3 H23 and H24 also exhibited a sin-
gle Ts-s at 26.11 and 27.44 °C, respectively. As with the increase
in LiTFSI content observed in Figure 3B, the decrease in ionic
liquid content yielded electrolytes that exhibited an increase in
the breadth and amplitude of melting transitions. This indicates
an increased degree of crystallinity, which is correlated with the
decrease in ionic conductivity shown in Figure 3C. Thus, the re-
sults of Figure 3D suggest that ionic liquid is an effective plasti-
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Figure 4. pfg-NMR results highlighting the influence of H2O (“group 3”), ionic liquid (“group 1”), and LiTFSI (“group 2”) concentration on diffusion
coefficients of Li+, IL+, and [TFSI]− for A–C) S2,2,2 and D–F) Pyr1,3 electrolyte systems. (A/D) represent group 3, (B/E) represent group 1, and (C/F)
represent group 2. All electrolyte compositions are given in Tables S4–S7, Supporting Information.

cizer that assists in reducing crystallinity and lifting restrictions
on ionic mobility, resulting in an increase in ionic conductivity.

2.1.2. pfg-NMR and Lineshape Analysis

Ionic transport in HAILSPEs was also investigated with pfg-
NMR. Much like compositions H1–H18, systems were carefully
designed and categorized into three main groups, each focus-
ing on how ionic liquid, LiTFSI, or water influences transport.
Tables S4–S7, Supporting Information, give the relevant com-
positions for the different systems (NMR1–7) for both S2,2,2 and
Pyr1,3. From pfg-NMR measurements, diffusion coefficients for
H2O (1H), Li+ (7Li), ionic liquid cations (IL+) ([S2,2,2]+/[Pyr1,3]+;
1H), and [TFSI]− (19F) were calculated and plotted in Figure 4.
Each plot within Figure 4 focuses on one of three groups in
Tables S4–S7, Supporting Information, with Figure 4A–C cor-
responding to S2,2,2 electrolytes and Figure 4D–F corresponding
to Pyr1,3 electrolytes. From Figure 4, it is immediately clear that
the diffusion coefficient of Li+ (DLi+ ) is greater than that of IL+

(DIL+ ) or [TFSI]− (DTFSI− ), indicating preferential cation transport.
In fact, the diffusion coefficients follow the same order for all
electrolytes, regardless of changes to composition: DLi+ (blue) >
DIL+ (green) > DTFSI− (red). When only water content is changed,

Figure 4A,D (“group 3”) suggest that transport is increased for all
available ions in both S2,2,2 and Pyr1,3 systems, respectively. Cu-
riously, the diffusion coefficients increase dramatically, in both
systems, when XH2O > 0.55.

While efforts were made to keep water content as constant
as possible, the hygroscopic nature of the electrolyte systems
resulted in water content changing when either ionic liquid
or LiTFSI content was also changed. As a result, Figure 4B,E
(“group 1”) and Figure 4C,F (“group 2”) present the results as
a function of both IL and H2O or LiTFSI and H2O content. For
S2,2,2 electrolyte systems, increasing ionic liquid concentration in
Figure 4B clearly leads to increased Li+ ionic mobility, as DLi+ in-
creases from ≈3.75 × 10−12 to 6.16 × 10−12 m2 s−1 when the ionic
liquid content is doubled at the same water concentration (XH2O
= 0.55). Similarly, for Pyr1,3 electrolyte systems, increasing ionic
liquid content in Figure 4E from 0 (NMR3) to 0.5 parts (Pyr1,3
NMR2) resulted in an increase in DLi+ from 3.34 × 10−12 to 6.90
× 10−12 m2 s−1 at XH2O = 0.49. Interestingly, further increasing
the amount of ionic liquid from 0.5 parts to 1 part (Pyr1,3 NMR1)
subsequently decreased DLi+ to 3.50 × 10−12 m2 s−1, which is sim-
ilar to that of NMR3. This is likely due to an overestimation of
the water content caused by minor changes between the NMR1
sample that was measured with pfg-NMR and the sample that
was measured with TGA to calculate the final water amount. The

Adv. Energy Mater. 2023, 2301428 2301428 (7 of 16) © 2023 The Authors. Advanced Energy Materials published by Wiley-VCH GmbH
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H2O diffusion coefficient for Pyr1,3 NMR1 (1.73 × 10−11 m2 s−1)
corroborates this claim, as it is consistent with that of NMR3 (1.69
× 10−11 m2 s−1) which only has 12.67 parts H2O.

The influence of LiTFSI content on ionic transport is pre-
sented in Figure 4C for S2,2,2 electrolytes (NMR1, 4, and 5). The
results do not readily show an obvious trend as the salt concen-
trations are relatively constant. The magnitude of DLi+ does in-
crease – from 6.16 × 10−12 to 7.08 × 10−12 m2 s−1 – with a slight
increase in salt concentration from S2,2,2 NMR5 (XLiTFSI = 0.18)
to S2,2,2 NMR1 (XLiTFSI = 0.22), however XH2O also increases; this
makes it difficult to determine the influence of LiTFSI. When
the water concentration is increased at a constant LiTFSI con-
centration (XLiTFSI = 0.22), all three diffusion coefficients increase
from S2,2,2 NMR1 to S2,2,2 NMR2, which is in general agreement
with Figures 1 and 2 as well as prior work.[17,30] For the Pyr1,3
electrolytes, the influence of LiTFSI concentration on ionic mo-
bility is more obvious in Figure 4F as the diffusion coefficients
from Pyr1,3 NMR5 (XLiTFSI = 0.20) significantly decrease to Pyr1,3
NMR4 (XLiTFSI = 0.31) when the salt concentration is increased by
more than 50%. Despite XH2O also increasing – from 0.46 to 0.49
– DLi+ still decreases ≈73%, although the change in salt concen-
tration exceeds that of water. If the salt concentration is held rela-
tively constant, however, and XH2O is significantly increased from
0.46 (Pyr1,3 NMR5) to 0.56 (Pyr1,3 NMR1; XLiTFSI = 0.22), then DLi+

decreases by ≈37%. This supports the claim made above that the
influence of salt on ionic mobility supersedes that of water.

Regardless of the composition, all S2,2,2 and Pyr1,3 electrolytes
displayed a majority contribution to ionic conductivity from the
movement of Li+, as shown by the transport number, tLi+ . While
in non-aqueous systems this is readily measured using the Bruce-
Vincent method, this technique requires a lithium metal refer-
ence electrode that is not compatible with our HAILSPEs. In-
stead, the pfg-NMR results were used to calculate the transport
number using

tLi+ =
cLi+ × DLi+(

cLi+ × DLi+
)
+
(
cTFSI− × DTFSI−

)
+
(
cIL+ × DIL+

) (2)

where cLi+ , cTFSI− , and cIL+ are the concentrations of Li+, [TFSI]−,
and ionic liquid cation ([S2,2,2]+/[Pyr1,3]+), respectively, in units of
mol m−3. The values of tLi+ (Tables S4 and S6, Supporting Infor-
mation) agree with past work, showing a decrease with additional
water content because the concentration of ions decrease.[30] The
results also shed new light on tLi+ decreasing with additional ionic
liquid and increasing with additional LiTFSI.

As shown in Figure 3B, the mDSC results of Pyr1,3 H20 and
Pyr1,3 H21, which showed multiple endothermic peaks upon
heating, suggest various degrees of interaction among the com-
ponents. These interactions, or lack thereof, can have significant
implications. In the context of concentrated solid phase aqueous
polymer electrolytes, frequent Li+–H2O interactions lead to new
domains that facilitate facile ionic transport through the polymer
matrix with a high degree of specificity.[17,30] Consequently, this
can be limiting to the overall electrochemical stability of the sys-
tem as lithium ions shuttle H2O to the electrode surfaces dur-
ing charging and discharging, causing water reduction and oxi-
dation. Furthermore, non-interacting, or “free,” water is also able
to diffuse to electrode surfaces. Therefore, a common strategy
employed is to limit the overall activity of free, unbound H2O

by increasing the concentration of additional species that force
it to interact with less mobile moieties.[26,31,38–41] In the context
of concentrated liquid phase aqueous electrolytes – such as the
WiSE or HANE – this is beneficial as it allows Li+–[TFSI]− in-
teractions to prevail, which leads to anion-derived SEI forma-
tion from lithium ions shuttling the anions during charging and
discharge.[26,27,29,38,41] To this end, the degree of strongly interact-
ing (“bound”) and weakly interacting (“weakly bound”) H2O in
HAILSPE systems was investigated.

NMR is a powerful tool for investigating water interactions be-
cause spectra are typically sensitive to complex formations and
structures, even if interactions are weak.[42] In the absence of in-
teractions, the unbound state has a characteristic, or resonant,
frequency of precession. When the unbound state associates with
another species, this new interaction alters the local environment
causing a shift in this resonant frequency. As such, changes in
interactions result in differing spectra depending on several fac-
tors, including the degree of interaction, the difference in reso-
nant frequency between the bound (𝜔b) and weakly bound (𝜔wb)
states, Δ𝜔 = 𝜔wb − 𝜔b, and the rate of exchange between bound
and weakly bound states, kex. If kex >> Δ𝜔, then the exchange
between states is fast and interactions are observed as a single
species-averaged peak with a shifted resonant frequency some-
where between 𝜔b and 𝜔wb, based on the degree of interaction.
However, if kex << Δ𝜔, then the exchange between states is slow
and interactions are observed as a change in the relative inten-
sity of the peaks at 𝜔b and 𝜔wb, based on the degree of interac-
tion. Finally, if kex ≈ Δ𝜔, then the exchange between states occurs
at similar time lengths as the resonant frequencies of the two
states and interactions are observed as a change in the breadth
of the peak (broadening) at the resonant frequency.[42–44] Some
complex systems may observe all three scenarios. Therefore, to
both qualitatively and quantitatively assess the degree of bound
and unbound water, a lineshape analysis (LSA) derived from the
obtained 1H NMR spectra was conducted.

Figure 5 outlines the LSA for S2,2,2 and Pyr1,3 NMR1, 6, and
7 (“group 3”) where only the relative water content was changed.
Qualitatively, Figure 5A,D – which show the measured spectra for
S2,2,2 and Pyr1,3, respectively – suggest that the HAILSPE systems
investigated exhibit a low-to-intermediate kex, evidenced from the
peak broadening and differences in amplitude; while chemical
shifts did occur, they are not as significant. The amplitude, A,
and position, xo, of the primary peak observed in the deconvo-
luted spectra (Figure S3, Supporting Information), which is at-
tributed to water and its various states of interaction, were easily
extracted from the spectral data (Tables S5 and S7, Supporting
Information) for analysis. To quantify the relative peak broaden-
ing, the full width at half maximum (FWHM) was calculated of
these primary peaks, assuming a Lorentzian lineshape, by

FWHM (A, x, y) =

√√√√4y
(
xo − x

)2

A − y
(3)

where x and y are an arbitrary pair of frequency and inten-
sity data within ±0.10 ppm of xo. For the S2,2,2 electrolytes in
Figure 5A, both amplitude and FWHM correlated strongly with
water concentration displaying R2 values of 0.94 and 0.95, re-
spectively (Figure S4, Supporting Information); as the amount
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Figure 5. Lineshape analysis (LSA) of NMR 1, 6, and 7 (“group 3”), where only the relative water content was changed, for A–C) S2,2,2 and D–F) Pyr1,3
HAILSPEs. (A/D) spectral lineshapes of each electrolyte obtained from 1H NMR measurements. (B/E) and (C/F) calculated ionic diffusion coefficients
and conductivity, respectively, as a function of the concentration of weakly bound H2O in each system, determined by LSA. All electrolyte compositions
are given in Tables S4–S7, Supporting Information.

of water is increased, the concentration drops along with the
probability of interaction, causing the amplitude and FWHM
to slowly align with the completely unbound state, indicating
weakly bound H2O. For the Pyr1,3 electrolytes in Figure 5D, the
correlations were significantly weaker (0.41, 0.06; Figure S5, Sup-
porting Information). In some cases, this may be due to self-
aggregation of the Pyr1,3 ionic liquid, which would reduce the de-
gree of water interactions and enhance the frequency of weakly
bound water.[30,45] As the self-aggregation process creates slower
surfactant-like moieties, this speculation agrees with the mea-
sured DIL+ values for Pyr1,3 NMR1, 6, and 7, which are 1.33–1.55
times slower than their S2,2,2 counterparts.

From the LSA, a quantitative assessment of the amount of
strongly bound and weakly bound water in each of the electrolytes
was also made based on the relationship between water concen-
tration and FWHM. For each set, boundary conditions were set
such that at XH2O = 1 water is entirely in the unbound state and as
XH2O → 0 water is entirely in the bound state. Thus, the amount
of bound water in each system was found as a ratio of the sam-
ple’s FWHM to the FWHM in the completely bound state. The
equation of the fit line for the two systems was algebraically rear-
ranged, such that

%H2Obound

(
S2,2,2

)
=

FWHM (ppm) + 2.7
7.5

(4)

and

%H2Obound

(
Pyr1,3

)
=

FWHM (ppm) + 2.0
5.6

(5)

A schematic depicting this process is presented in Figure S6,
Supporting Information. Figure 5B,E now shows the diffusion
coefficients from Figure 4 as a function of the concentration of
strongly bound and weakly bound water. Despite the correlation
between water concentration and the spectral lineshape of the
Pyr1,3 electrolytes being weak, data from S2,2,2 and Pyr1,3 HAIL-
SPEs show that the increase in ionic mobility is correlated with
the amount of water in the weakly bound state. Furthermore,
the results suggest that the dramatic increase in diffusion coeffi-
cients for XH2O > 0.55, discussed above in Figure 4A,D, may be
due to the jump in total weakly bound water that changes the rel-
ative viscosity. This trend is translates well to ionic conductivity
in Figure 5C,F, which is expected as the Nernst–Einstein (NE) de-
rived values are calculated from the obtained pfg-NMR diffusion
coefficients by

𝜎NE25◦C
= F2

RT

[
cLiTFSI

(
DLi+ + DTFSI−

)
+ cIL

(
DIL+ + DTFSI−

)]
(6)

where F is the Faraday constant in units of C mol−1. The values
predicted from Equation (6) lie within the range of experimen-
tally determined values discussed above.

2.2. Electrochemical Stability and Passivation

Since PAN is not expected to influence the cathodic limit and the
effect of LiTFSI concentration is already well characterized, the
impact of water and ionic liquid content on the electrochemical

Adv. Energy Mater. 2023, 2301428 2301428 (9 of 16) © 2023 The Authors. Advanced Energy Materials published by Wiley-VCH GmbH
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Figure 6. LSV results as a function of H2O and ionic liquid content for A,B) S2,2,2 and C,D) Pyr1,3 H2 (black), H15 (green), and H16 (blue) HAILSPE
systems measured at room temperature with a scan rate of 0.5 mV s−1. Insets provide a zoomed-in, 2D view of the voltammograms. All electrolyte
compositions are given in Tables S8 and S9, Supporting Information.

stability of HAILSPEs and their ability to passivate was investi-
gated. For this reason, three model electrolyte systems – H2, H15,
and H16 – were chosen for further exploration (Tables S8 and S9,
Supporting Information).

2.2.1. LSV

Figure 6 shows the voltammograms for S2,2,2 (A/B) and Pyr1,3
(C/D) as a function of both water and ionic liquid content. At
the anodic limit >4 V versus Li/Li+, water and ionic liquid con-
tents do not have an obvious influence, as the onset of electrolyte
degradation overlaps for H2 and H16 – which contain different
H2O and ionic liquid contents – in both S2,2,2 and Pyr1,3 systems.
Here, the S2,2,2 these electrolytes show only minor oxidation up to
5.5 V versus Li/Li+, while in the Pyr1,3 electrolytes the onset of ox-
idation is shifted down to 4–5 V versus Li/Li+ with rapid current
evolution at potentials >5 V versus Li/Li+. The H15 electrolyte
exhibited the opposite behavior, with the Pyr1,3 system showing
greater anodic stability than the S2,2,2 system. Nevertheless, for
all six HAILSPEs only minor current evolution was observed be-
tween 4 and 5 V versus Li/Li+, followed by complete electrolyte
degradation for some systems >5 V versus Li/Li+. While it can
be complicated to precisely determine the ESW in SPEs, these
results agree with the generally observed anodic stability of PAN-
based SPEs.[46,47] At the cathodic limit, Figure 6 indicates that
S2,2,2 electrolytes are generally more stable than their Pyr1,3 coun-
terparts. This is evidenced by the prominent electrolyte reduction

at ≈0.70 V versus Li/Li+ for all three Pyr1,3 HAILSPEs, whereas
only one S2,2,2 electrolyte (H2) showed reduction at this potential.

2.2.2. CV

To further investigate the LSV results at the cathodic limit, CV
was also performed (Figure 7) for S2,2,2 and Pyr1,3, shown in
Figure 7A/B,C/D. A modest limit of ≈2 V versus Li/Li+ was cho-
sen so that the measurements would not cause irreversible elec-
trolyte degradation. From the zoomed-in inset, it is immediately
apparent that all three Pyr1,3 systems exhibit a greater evolution
of current at the cathodic limit than their S2,2,2 analogs, regard-
less of water or ionic liquid content, in agreement with Figure 6.
Furthermore, despite S2,2,2 and Pyr1,3 H2 containing the lowest
amount of water (21.20, 24.78), both systems exhibited slower
SEI formation that failed to limit H2O reduction, especially the
Pyr1,3 electrolyte. Meanwhile, both sets of H15 and H16 elec-
trolytes contained significantly more water (≳30 parts) and ex-
hibited some current evolution on the first cycle, indicating wa-
ter reduction. However, this response disappeared on the sec-
ond and subsequent cycles (Figures S7–S12, Supporting Infor-
mation). This result is also in agreement with Figure 6, which
showed that both S2,2,2 and Pyr1,3 H2 had poor anodic stability
compared to H15 and H16; this difference can be attributed to
the increase in ionic liquid in the system from 1 part to 2–2.5
parts, which helps to stabilize SEI formation and create a robust,
uniform layer.[30,48,49]

Adv. Energy Mater. 2023, 2301428 2301428 (10 of 16) © 2023 The Authors. Advanced Energy Materials published by Wiley-VCH GmbH
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Figure 7. CV results as a function of H2O and ionic liquid content for A,B) S2,2,2 and C,D) Pyr1,3 H2 (black), H15 (green), and H16 (blue) HAILSPE systems
measured at room temperature with a scan rate of 0.5 mV s−1, limited to 2 V versus Li/Li+. Insets provide a zoomed-in, 2D view of the voltammograms.
Only the first cycle shown; Figures S7–S12, Supporting Information, display the first five cycles for each system. All electrolyte compositions are given
in Tables S8 and S9, Supporting Information.

2.2.3. XPS

Figures 6 and 7 suggest that both the choice and amount of ionic
liquid in the electrolyte impact the electrochemical stability and
passivation behavior of the system. Furthermore, as seen in the
zoomed-in insets of Figure 6, a reduction event occurs in both
S2,2,2 and Pyr1,3 electrolytes <2 V versus Li/Li+ before water re-
duction and electrolyte degradation. This behavior has also been
observed in WiSEs with ionic liquids.[28] Its origin remains un-
clear, but it may be caused by 1) reduction of [TFSI]−, an essential
process in anion-derived SEI formation, or 2) significant genera-
tion of hydroxyl groups from the reduction of H2O, which can nu-
cleophilically attack [TFSI]− and assist in the anion-derived SEI
formation.[50] Due to the lack of sensitivity in the two-electrode
configuration using L0.5FP, this reduction peak is not always ap-
parent in LSV and CV. Therefore, to further investigate this find-
ing and assess the passivation behavior with greater sensitivity, a
three-electrode configuration was necessary. To use the standard
Ag/AgCl reference electrode, liquid electrolytes were synthesized
sans PAN to circumvent the impracticality of using a fritted ref-
erence electrode with the HAILSPEs. These liquid HAILEs were
designed with the same H2O:LiTFSI molar ratio as the HANE,
rather than HAILSPEs, to ensure a single-phase system without
the solvation power of PAN, but the relative molar amount of the
nonaqueous portion – S2,2,2 or Pyr1,3 – was increased to ensure ob-
servation of the reduction of the ionic liquid.[29] The composition
of the liquid electrolytes is 1.43 parts H2O, 2 parts S2,2,2/Pyr1,3,
and 1 part LiTFSI. Three-electrode CV was conducted with these

electrolytes using a Ti foil working electrode and activated carbon
counter electrode at a scan rate of 5 mV s−1. Figure S13, Sup-
porting Information shows the first four and 10th cycle from the
CV measurements for both HAILEs, where the reduction event
<2 V versus Li/Li+ observed in Figure 6 was reproduced. Fur-
thermore, the CV results of the HAILEs agree with the observa-
tions of Figures 6 and 7, which suggested that S2,2,2-based elec-
trolytes provided better cathodic stability and passivation than
Pyr1,3. Therefore, we are confident that the HAILE systems, as
designed, are satisfactory analogs for the HAILSPE systems.

To further investigate the passivation behaviors of the S2,2,2
and Pyr1,3 electrolytes shown in Figure 7, XPS analysis was
conducted to determine the chemical compositions of the SEI
layers formed by the HAILE analogs, shown in Figure 8.
Mo6S8/HAILE/LiMn2O4 full cells were cycled 10 times; as seen
in Figure 8A–D, both systems observed strong capacity reten-
tion and displayed evidence of SEI growth through the jump in
coulombic efficiency from ≈92% in the first cycle to ≈97% by
the third cycle. Following the final discharge, cells were care-
fully opened and the cycled Mo6S8 electrodes were extracted. The
Mo3d spectra (Figure 8E) confirm the presence of SEI formation,
as the characteristic Mo(VI) peak, centered ≈232.46 eV, nearly
disappeared completely from the pristine anode to the cycled
anodes.[51]

The C1s (Figure 8F), F1s (Figure 8G), S2p (Figure 8H), and
N1s (Figure 8I) XPS core peaks of the cycled Mo6S8 electrodes
were analyzed to prove the composition of these SEIs. A sum-
mary of the elemental fittings is given in Table S10, Supporting

Adv. Energy Mater. 2023, 2301428 2301428 (11 of 16) © 2023 The Authors. Advanced Energy Materials published by Wiley-VCH GmbH
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Figure 8. XPS analysis of Mo6S8 anodes cycled in S2,2,2 and Pyr1,3 HAILE electrolytes. A,B) cycling stability and voltage profile of S2,2,2 HAILE. C,D)
galvanostatic cycling of Pyr1,3 HAILE. Spectral data and the relevant fittings are given for I Mo3d, F) C1s, G) F1s, H) S2p, and I) N1s. Cells were cycled at
a charge–discharge rate of C/2 at 40 °C for 10 cycles; anodes were then carefully extracted and washed with DMF three times. Specific capacities values
are based on the total mass of Mo6S8 (11.7 mg cm−2). A summary of the elemental fittings is given in Table S10, Supporting Information.

Information. The large characteristic C1s peak in both spectra
is attributed to adventitious hydrocarbons at 284.8 eV; both sam-
ples exhibited downward shifts due to static charge, therefore all
baselines were corrected.[52] At binding energies >292 eV, the
CF3 peak derives from excess LiTFSI salt on the electrode sur-
face that was not completely washed off, as well as the polyvinyli-
dene (PVdF) binder used in the anode. At lower binding ener-
gies <287 eV, the detected signals are attributed to C–S and C–N
species derived from S2,2,2 and Pyr1,3, respectively, as well as the
presence of excess LiTFSI.[53] Surprisingly, the C1s in Figure 8F
also indicate the formation of Li2CO3 as an SEI component in
the S2,2,2 HAILE. Formation of Li2CO3 was unexpected, but may
be possible through a two-step reaction pathway: 1) nucleophilic
substitution (umpolung) of S2,2,2 under alkaline conditions to
form ethanol, and 2) oxidation of ethanol into CO3

−.[54–58] The
oxidation of pure ethanol has been observed at potentials of 2.3–
2.4 V versus Li/Li+ in various works, which is within the region
of current evolution showed for the S2,2,2 HAILE in Figure , Sup-
porting Information.[57,58]

Formation of LiF from the reduction of [TFSI]−, which is con-
tributed by both LiTFSI and ionic liquid, is apparent from the
F1s in Figure 8G, which appear at 684.97 and 685.18 eV for
S2,2,2 and Pyr1,3, respectively. Interestingly, the amount of LiF
formed in the S2,2,2 HAILE is significantly greater than the Pyr1,3
electrolyte, which agrees with other studies that show limited
LiF growth in Pyr1,3-based electrolytes.[53] The residual signal
(688.42 and 688.71 eV) can be attributed to excess LiTFSI salt
and the PVdF binder. The S2p spectra in Figure 8H indicate the
presence of three components. The characteristic peak at 168.15
and 168.28 eV for S2,2,2 and Pyr1,3, respectively, is categorically as-
signed to LiTFSI, while the signal at 163.15 and 163.25 eV can be
attributed to sulfonyl groups of LiTFSI and S2,2,2 (only LiTFSI for
the Pyr1,3 HAILE).[59] At 160.78 and 160.89 eV, the formation of
Li2S is observed, which can be from the decomposition of both
LiTFSI and S2,2,2. This is supported by Figure 8H, as the S2,2,2
HAILE shows a peak (160.78 eV) with greater intensity than the
Pyr1,3 HAILE (160.89 eV), suggesting that the ionic liquid further
contributes to the formation of Li2S. Similarly, Figure 8I shows
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Figure 9. A) Cycling stability and B) voltage profile of Mo6S8/LiMn2O4 full cell with S2,2,2 HAILE at a charge–discharge rate of 1 C and 40 °C. C) cycling
stability and D) voltage profile of Mo6S8/LiMn2O4 full cell with Pyr1,3 HAILE at a charge–discharge rate of 1 C and 40 °C. Specific capacities values are
based on the total mass of Mo6S8 (11.7 mg cm−2).

that the formation of Li3N is greater in Pyr1,3 HAILE (397.86 eV)
compared to S2,2,2 HAILE (397.18 eV), which is due to the addi-
tional decomposition of the ionic liquid along with the decompo-
sition of LiTFSI.[59] Figure 8I also shows a characteristic signal
assigned to the imide groups of LiTFSI and Pyr1,3 (only LiTFSI
for the S2,2,2 HAILE) at 398.93 and 399.46 eV. The residual peak at
402.44 eV in the Pyr1,3 HAILE is attributed to the N+ of Pyr1,3

+.[53]

2.2.4. Galvanostatic Cycling

Despite the clear difference in SEI composition and the LSV/CV
results suggesting S2,2,2 is more stable and better prevents H2O
reduction, the full cell cycling of the S2,2,2 and Pyr1,3 HAILEs in
Figure 9 show comparable performance over 100 cycles. The elec-
trolytes were cycled in Mo6S8 (0.97 mAh cm−2)/HAILE/LiMn2O4
(1.19 mAh cm−2) full cells at a constant charge–discharge rate of
1C at 40 °C. A targeted N:P (negative:positive) capacity ratio of
1:1.3 was used to account for irreversible capacity loss during cy-
cling. S2,2,2 shows better capacity retention over the first 25 cycles
(87.8%) in Figure 9B compared to Pyr1,3 (82.4%) in Figure 9D, but
then shows a prominent drop in capacity by cycle 50 to match that
of Pyr1,3. Nevertheless, both HAILE systems display relatively ef-
ficient cycling (99.3%–99.6% CE) up to 100 cycles with clear SEI
growth evidenced by the increase in the CE from the first cycle –
93.92% for S2,2,2 and 92.60% for Pyr1,3 – however, capacity reten-
tion decreased to<80% by cycle 35 for both systems. For compari-
son, the HAILSPE S2,2,2 H15 was also cycled in a Mo6S8/LiMn2O4
full cell, and its performance is shown in Figure S14, Support-
ing Information. Notably, despite the CE (Figure S14A, Support-

ing Information) and intermittent EIS (Figure S14C, Support-
ing Information) clearly showing the formation of an SEI within
the first 3–5 cycles, the cycling performance and voltage profile
(Figure S14B, Supporting Information) display reduced initial ca-
pacity utilization (71.4 mAh g−1), slightly reduced average effi-
ciency (98.27% CE), and worse capacity fading over 100 cycles
compared to the HAILE analogs. Furthermore, this HAILSPE
system was only capable of cycling at a charge–discharge rate of
≈C/30, which is significantly slower than the 1C rate used for
the HAILEs. Since S2,2,2 H15 showed electrochemical stability be-
yond 2 V versus Li/Li+ and minimal water reduction at the lower
limit of CV in Figure 7, or significant passivation against H2O re-
duction in the case of the HAILEs, a thermodynamic limitation
caused by electrolyte degradation is unlikely to be the cause of
failure in these systems.[32]

While the exact cause for the cycling behavior observed in
Figure 9 and Figure S14, Supporting Information is not fully
known, the results indicate poor compatibility between the elec-
trode and electrolytes, likely due to kinetic limitations. This is
expected for the HAILSPEs, which is related to the use of porous
electrodes tailored for liquid electrolytes that prevent access to
available capacity when paired with SPEs. However, because a
similar behavior, although not as prominent, is observed in the
HAILEs, this behavior may indicate low-quality electrodes. While
the intercalation/deintercalation and charge-transfer processes
remain efficiently reversible, evidenced by the high coulombic
efficiency (>99.30%) after 100 cycles for both liquid and solid
systems, the access to usable capacity is being limited with each
cycle. This could be due to a reduction in the overall number
of lithium redox reactions occurring from the loss of electrical
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and/or ionic pathways through the bulk electrode or due to loss
of contact at the interface directly. The latter only applies to the
solid HAILSPEs, which already suffer from poor interfacial wet-
ting due to the solid nature of the electrolyte. A differential ca-
pacity analysis (DCA) of the cycling results from Figure 9 and
Figure S14, Supporting Information corroborates this (Support-
ing Note S1), showing both dQ/dV peak shifting and dQ/dV peak
reduction for both HAILE (Figure S15, Supporting Information)
and HAILSPE (Figure S14D, Supporting Information) systems.
The observation of both peak shifting and reduction with cy-
cling indicates the loss of lithium inventory due to the collapse
of both electrical and ionic pathways in the bulk electrode mate-
rial. This collapse can be caused by processes such as binder de-
composition, which decreases particle-particle interactions, and
solvent co-intercalation owing to high electrode porosity and/or
large pore sizes.[60–63] While the goal of this work was to pri-
marily examine the electrochemical properties of these HAIL-
SPE systems as they relate to transport, electrochemical stabil-
ity, and passivation, practical performance is a necessary bench-
mark. The full cell cycling presented herein, while intended to
be proof-of-concept, highlights the need for rationally designed
and well-fabricated electrodes that can improve the percolation
of both ions and electrons to reduce kinetic limitations and elec-
trode failure, assisting in the increased performance of HAIL-
SPEs in full cells.[64]

3. Conclusion

For solid polymer electrolytes (SPEs) to safely meet the demands
of high power density and high energy density applications, new
design strategies are essential. Contemporaneous improvement
of both transport properties and overall electrochemical stability
are necessary for this challenge, however these often come alone
and seldom together, particularly for aqueous-based SPEs (AS-
PEs) that add water as a plasticizer. In this work, the in-depth
characterization of the composition-function relationships of a
new class of ASPEs that includes ionic liquid, coined “hybrid
aqueous/ionic liquid” SPEs (HAILSPEs), shines light on an al-
ternative pathway to optimize electrolyte electrochemical stabil-
ity without sacrificing transport properties. Analysis of HAILSPE
transport properties found that the amount of LiTFSI is particu-
larly significant, as its deleterious effect on ionic mobility super-
sede the benefits of H2O traditionally seen in ASPEs. However,
incorporation of ionic liquid can offset this effect, helping elec-
trolytes achieve with room-temperature ionic conductivity values
upward of 8.30 mS cm−1 while maintaining Li+ transport num-
bers of 0.64–80, depending on the composition. The inclusion of
ionic liquid also assists in creating HAILSPE systems with wide
ESWs and strong passivation behavior against H2O reduction.
While the work presented here indicates that S2,2,2-based HAIL-
SPEs are superior to the Pyr1,3-based HAILSPEs, in terms of elec-
trochemical stability and passivation, cycling of Mo6S8/LiMn2O4
full cells with liquid HAIL electrolyte (HAILE) analogs showed
similar performance for both systems, likely due to the use of
the rather benign Mo6S8 anode. Comparison to cycling of the
solid HAILSPE demonstrated poorer performance, which was as-
signed to kinetic limitations of charge transfer and overall elec-
trode quality; this resulted in forced cycling at low C rate and un-
derutilization of the available capacity with capacity fading over

100 cycles. This challenge can be overcome by focusing on the
electrode/electrolyte interface to improve interfacial contact, as
well as by focusing on better designed electrodes that fulfill the
requirements for compatibility with SPEs.

Ultimately, the results of this work suggest that for HAILSPE
systems to continue improving, rational design choices that focus
on the composition-function relationships are necessary. For ex-
ample, the choice of ionic liquid has been shown to be paramount
to electrolyte performance in both this work and past work. De-
spite Pyr1,3 and other similar pyrrolidinium-based ionic liquids
being investigated as electrolyte additives for decades, our work
indicates that S2,2,2 – a seldomly studied ionic liquid – is supe-
rior at passivating against H2O reduction at the cathodic limit.
This example highlights the importance of further tailoring ad-
ditive chemistry in future iterations of HAILESPEs, including ad-
ditional novel ionic liquid chemistries that have not been inves-
tigated.
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the author.
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