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ABSTRACT: Tungsten, a non-Li-intercalating material, was
used as a platform to study solid−electrolyte interface/
interphase (SEI) formation in lithium hexafluorphosphate in
mixed diethyl carbonate (DEC)/ethylene carbonate electro-
lyte solutions using in situ neutron reflectometry (NR). A NR
measurement determines the neutron scattering length density
(SLD)-depth profile, from which a composition-depth profile
can be inferred. Isotopic labeling/contrast variation measure-
ments were conducted using a series of three electrolyte
solutions: one with both solvents deuterated, one with neither
deuterated, and another with only DEC deuterated. A two-
layer SEI formed upon polarization to +0.25 V vs Li/Li+.
Insensitivity of the inner SEI layer to solvent deuteration suggested limited incorporation of hydrogen atoms from the solvent
molecules. Its low SLD indicates that Li2O could be a major constituent. The outer SEI layer SLD scaled with that of the
solution, indicating that it either had solution-filled porosity, incorporated hydrogen atoms from the solvent, or both. Returning
the electrode to +2.65 V removed lithium from both surface layers, though the effect was more pronounced for the inner layer.
Potential cycling had the effect of increasing the solution-derived species content in the inner SEI and decreased the contrast
between the inner and outer layers, possibly indicating intermixing of the layers.

KEYWORDS: electrochemical neutron reflectometry, lithium-ion battery, solid electrolyte interphase, ethylene carbonate,
diethyl carbonate, scattering length density, differential evolution adaptive metropolis, X-ray reflectometry

■ INTRODUCTION

Lithium-ion batteries achieve high energy density by using
electrodes poised at extreme potentials. The anode typically
lies at potentials outside the thermodynamic window of
stability of the electrolyte solution. Continuous breakdown of
the solution would occur if not for the formation of an ionically
conductive and electronically insulating surface layer, known as
the solid electrolyte interface or interphase (SEI).1 The
importance of the SEI to cell performance is evident in the
amount of study it has received.2−8 The nature of the SEI is
critical to cell lifetime and safety. SEI formation can sequester
lithium in insoluble compounds, which degrades cell capacity,
can include gas-evolving reactions,9 and can increase cell
resistance. The latter two of these can be significant safety
concerns.
An understanding of the SEI and the ability to control its

properties are highly desirable, but the SEI presents challenges
for characterization due to its sensitivity to the environment
and its light-element containing constituents. A range of
techniques have previously been employed.6 Neutron
reflectivity (NR) and X-ray reflectivity (XRR) have been
shown to be effective methods for characterization of the
SEI4,10−21 and of the cathode electrolyte interface.22−25 NR
measures a scattering length density (SLD)-depth profile in the
surface normal direction with sub-nanometer resolution under

ideal conditions. The SLD for a given volume is the summation
of the products of the bound coherent scattering length (bc,j)
and number density (Nj) of each isotope (j) present, as given
in eq 1

b NSLD
i

j jc,∑=
(1)

The SLD-depth profile and knowledge of the initial chemical
species present in the cell can be used to infer a composition-
depth profile. Neutrons can be a more sensitive probe of light
elements than X-rays or electrons since neutron scattering
lengths vary in a nonmonotonic manner with the atomic
number and with the isotope.26 This is because the interaction
is with the nucleus, rather than with the electron cloud.
Furthermore, neutrons cause negligible damage to the sample
and can travel through sample environment materials with
relatively little attenuation, facilitating in situ measurements.
The initial NR study of SEI formation on a nonlithium-

alloying electrode used copper with a titanium adhesion layer
on silicon as a model electrode. The high SLD contrast
between the copper electrode and adjacent materials

Received: September 13, 2019
Accepted: November 6, 2019
Published: December 9, 2019

Research Article

www.acsami.orgCite This: ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2019, 11, 47553−47563

This article not subject to U.S. Copyright.
Published 2019 by the American Chemical
Society

47553 DOI: 10.1021/acsami.9b16592
ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2019, 11, 47553−47563

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

vi
a 

N
A

T
L

 I
N

ST
 O

F 
ST

A
N

D
A

R
D

S 
&

 T
E

C
H

N
O

L
O

G
Y

 o
n 

A
pr

il 
21

, 2
02

0 
at

 1
6:

20
:0

0 
(U

T
C

).
Se

e 
ht

tp
s:

//p
ub

s.
ac

s.
or

g/
sh

ar
in

gg
ui

de
lin

es
 f

or
 o

pt
io

ns
 o

n 
ho

w
 to

 le
gi

tim
at

el
y 

sh
ar

e 
pu

bl
is

he
d 

ar
tic

le
s.

www.acsami.org
http://pubs.acs.org/action/showCitFormats?doi=10.1021/acsami.9b16592
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsami.9b16592


dominated the NR pattern.4 In the present study, tungsten was
selected as an electrode since it has a relatively low contrast
with the silicon substrate and did not require an additional
adhesion layer. Tungsten is also not expected to alloy with
lithium,27 allowing changes at the solid−solution interface to
be considered in the absence of major alteration of the bulk of
the electrode. Preliminary measurements on this contrast-
optimized system supported the existence of a two-layer SEI.28

In that work, NR data were measured at open circuit and after
polarization to reducing potentials at one isotopic contrast.
Herein, a more extensive characterization of the SEI in this
system is presented, with measurements considering the effects
of returning to more oxidizing potentials after having polarized
the electrode to reducing potentials and the effect of potential
cycling. The present study also utilizes isotopic contrast
variation of the solution to ascertain which portions of the SEI
incorporate species derived from the solvent molecules. NR
was measured in three mixed diethyl carbonate (DEC)/
ethylene carbonate (EC) solutions in which both solvents,
DEC only, and neither solvent was deuterated.

■ EXPERIMENTAL SECTION
Lithium hexafluorophosphate, EC, and DEC were obtained from
BASF, and deuterated diethyl carbonate (99 atom % deuterium) and
deuterated ethylene carbonate (99 atom % deuterium) were obtained
from CDN isotopes.29 Mixtures of EC and DEC with a nominal 1 to 1
volume ratio were prepared gravimetrically, using the reported EC
and DEC densities of 1.3214 g/cm3 and 0.9690 g/cm3, respectively.30

This corresponds to a EC/DEC mole ratio of 1.83:1. Solutions with 1
mol/dm3 of LiPF6 in this solvent mixture were prepared gravimetri-
cally assuming a density of 1.24 g/cm3 for a solution with natural
isotopic abundance solvents. When using deuterated solvents, it was
assumed that the number density of solvent molecules in the solution
would be unaffected by deuteration and the density was scaled
accordingly. Lithium foil (0.38 mm thick, 99.9% trace metals basis,
Sigma-Aldrich) was scraped to expose a clean surface prior to use.
The mixed solvents were dried over 3 Å molecular sieves (UOP type,
1.6 mm pellets, Sigma-Aldrich) for several days prior to adding LiPF6
to the solutions. The sieves were activated by heating in a vacuum
oven for longer than 12 h at 120 °C and were, subsequently,
prewashed with diethyl carbonate and dried prior to use. Significantly
more reduction charge was passed during a measurement (not
presented in this work) carried out without drying over molecular
sieves. This indicated that some reducible contaminants were present
in the as-received deuterated solvents. Drying was done prior to
adding the LiPF6 to avoid the possibility of cation exchange with the
sieves. Solution preparation and cell assembly were carried out in a
helium-filled glovebox. Cell components were heated in a vacuum
oven to remove adsorbed water prior to bringing them into the
glovebox.
Silicon wafers [ITME, phosphorus-doped, (100) oriented, 5 mm

thick] served as substrates for the tungsten working electrode films.
Thick wafers were selected to minimize the sample warp and to
provide a uniform incident medium at higher angles. The wafers were
RCA-cleaned and oxidized at 900 °C for 23 min to form a nominal 10
nm dry thermal oxide layer prior to tungsten film deposition. The
thermal oxide was intended to block tungsten silicide formation31 and
to block any lithium, which may have traversed the tungsten layer
during electrochemical measurements (e.g., along grain boundaries or
via pinhole defects), from entering the silicon substrate. Uniformity of
the thermal oxide across the wafer was mapped using a variable angle
spectroscopic ellipsometer (J.T. Woollam M-2000) prior to tungsten
deposition. The thickness map determined by ellipsometry was later
used in selecting the orientation of the working electrode that would
present the most uniform thickness to the neutron beam footprint
when mounting the electrode in the cell. Tungsten films were
deposited by controlled-current direct current magnetron sputtering

(Denton Discovery 550 Sputtering System) at 0.21 A with 0.13 Pa
(1.3 × 10−3 mbar) of argon using a 76 mm diameter W target
(99.95% pure, Kurt J. Lesker), which resulted in a gun voltage of 370
V and a deposition rate of about 84 pm/s. Deposition was not
initiated until the base chamber pressure had fallen below 4 × 10−4 Pa
(4 × 10−6 mbar) or better. The target was presputtered (with a
shutter in place to prevent deposition) for at least 300 s at 0.21 A and
0.6 Pa (6 × 10−3 mbar) of argon to clean its surface. The substrate
was rotated during deposition to improve film uniformity. Resistivity
of the films was checked with a four-point probe (Jandel) with a 1
mm stylus spacing.

X-ray diffraction of the tungsten films was measured using a Rigaku
SmartLab diffractometer with parallel beam optics. To keep the
sampling depth of the X-rays shallow, the incident beam angle with
the substrate was fixed at 0.6° while the detector angle was varied. X-
ray reflectivity (XRR) was measured using a Bruker reflectometer to
check the film roughness prior to NR measurements. Both
instruments used Cu Kα radiation (with λ = 0.15419 nm). Both X-
ray and neutron reflectivity data are reported in terms of Qz, which is
related to the angle by eq 2

Q 4 / sin( )z π λ θ= (2)

A diagram of the cell used in these measurements is shown in Figure
1. A solution reservoir of minimal volume was formed by compressing
a 0.5 mm thick Kalrez perfluoroelastomer gasket between the working
electrode and counter electrode substrate (borosilicate glass or single
crystal quartz). The working electrode area left exposed to the
solution by the gasket was 16 cm2, and the total volume of the
solution in the cell was less than 1 cm3. Electronic contact with the
working electrode film was made with an annular strip of a copper foil,

Figure 1. Diagram of the cell used for in situ neutron reflectometry
measurements showing (a) a cross-section, (b) a close-up cross-
section of the area circled in (a), and (c) a perspective drawing of the
assembled cell.
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which was compressed between the gasket and working electrode.
Electrochemical cells were of a three-electrode configuration. The
counter and reference electrodes consisted of pieces of lithium ribbon
adhered to a backing plate by rolling, and electrical contact was made
via strips of copper foil. An additional 19 mm thick silicon backing
plate was placed behind the working electrode to further minimize
warp and to increase the range over which angle of incidence could be
scanned while still having silicon as the incident medium. The cell was
filled with the solution via two ports drilled through the counter
electrode substrate, to which poly(tetrafluoroethylene) tubing was
connected with polychlorotrifluoroethylene compression fittings
(Valco Instruments Co. Inc.). This cell was enclosed in a container,
which was purged with argon gas throughout the measurement to
provide an additional level of protection from the ambient
atmosphere. A sealed helium-filled aluminum can was used to
maintain an inert atmosphere around bare wafers during those NR
measurements.
Electrochemical measurements were carried out using a Solartron

ModuLab 2100A potentiostat/galvanostat (Ametek). A 10 mV/s
potential sweep was used to move between the potential holds during
which NR data were collected. Acquisition of specular NR scans was
not initiated until the current fell below about 0.25 μA/cm2. Several
specular NR scans were acquired at each applied potential and
compared to ascertain whether the SLD-depth profile was evolving
with time. When earlier scans were found to differ significantly from
later scans, only the later scans were included when reducing the data.
Judgements of differences between scans were based upon whether
oscillations in the reflectivity profile shifted position in a statistically
significant manner and whether points shifted in a consistent manner
between sequential scans.
NR measurements were carried out at the Multi-Angle Grazing-

Incidence K-vector (MAGIK) reflectometer at the NIST Center for
Neutron Research (NCNR) using λ = 0.5004 nm neutrons. A similar
instrument (AND/R) has been described in the literature.32

Measurements on bare, as-deposited samples were carried out with
the neutron beam incident on the front side of the wafer, while in situ
measurements were carried out in a back-reflectivity configuration
(i.e., with the incident beam passing through the silicon substrate
before reaching the interface). Counting time and slit openings were
increased as the incident angle was increased to compensate for the
expected overall Q−4 dependence of the reflected intensity.
The XRR and NR data were reduced using the Reductus software

package.33,34 Data reduction consisted of applying monitor and
detector dead time corrections, joining segments of data collected
over different Qz ranges, subtracting background scans from the data,
and normalizing the data to a slit scan (i.e., measurement of the
incident intensity as a function of slit aperture width). The reduced
NR data presented in this work is included in the Supporting
Information. Steps associated with the data reduction are stored in the
file header information and can be viewed by reloading the files into
Reductus.
The measured NR intensity is the product of the reflected

amplitude (which is essentially the Fourier transform of the SLD-
depth profile) and its complex conjugate . Direct inversion, or
obtaining an inverse transform, is not possible because phase
information of the amplitude is not available in the measured
intensity. Thus, it is necessary to develop a model with adjustable
parameters to fit the data. Reflectometry data were modeled and fit
with the Python packages Refl1D35,36 and Bumps37 using the
differential evolution adaptive metropolis (DREAM) algorithm,
which is a population-based Markov Chain Monte Carlo method.38

This approach is particularly effective at finding global minima
compared to gradient descent methods, which may become trapped
in local minima. It can also identify whether multiple solutions exist
and show how fit parameters are correlated. Statistical analysis of the
posterior distribution of a DREAM fit yields confidence intervals on
the parameter values and fitted NR and SLD-depth profiles.
Confidence intervals (68% and 95%) are represented by semi-
transparent bands in the figures. Throughout this manuscript, values
in brackets following a fit parameter indicate the 68% confidence

interval produced from the fit based upon counting statistics and do
not take into account any additional systematic errors. Uncertainties
and error bars represent one standard error. Models used in fitting the
NR data, best fit parameter values, confidence intervals, and
histograms for the posterior distribution of the DREAM fits have
been included in the Supporting Information (Figures S7−S13, S15,
and S21). The Nevot−Croce approximation was used to decrease the
computational expense of calculating the effects of interface roughness
on the reflectivity from the models.

Conclusions can be drawn not only based on the best fits of layer
parameters, but also, more importantly in some instances, significant
conclusions are based upon whether or not a layer exists. It
is therefore vital to use rigorous statistical means to establish the
number of layers in the model which best represents the sample at
each condition. Models consisted of a series of slabs, each of which
had parameters for SLD, thickness, and interfacial roughness that were
allowed to vary over a wide range. Interfaces were represented by
error functions. For thinner layers, the interfacial roughness was
defined in a manner that limited the interface width to about 60% of
the thickness of the thinner adjacent layer to avoid sharp
discontinuities in the SLD-depth profile. Further information about
the models may be found in the Supporting Information (text
accompanying Figures S6, S14, and S16). Values of normalized χ2 and
Bayesian information criterion (BIC), given by eqs 3 and 4, were used
to quantify the appropriateness of a model, as established previously39

r

n k
i
n

i2
2

χ =
∑

− (3)

n k k nBIC ( ) ln( )2χ= − + (4)

r
R R

Rdi
i fit i

i

,=
−

(5)

In these equations, ri is the residual for the ith data point, n is the
number of points in the data being fit, k is the number of parameters
being fit. Ri, Rfit,i, and dRi are the measured reflectivity, fitted
reflectivity, and error in the reflectivity of the ith data point,
respectively. Errors were propagated from the specular, background,
and slit scans from which the reflectivities were calculated. Adding
additional layers to a model may improve the χ2 value, but comparing
BIC values for models is a way of determining whether this
improvement is significant. Lack of convergence of a fit after a
reasonable duration of iterations was taken as another indicator of
whether the number of layers in a model was excessive. Plots of χ2 and
BIC vs number of layers for the three data sets are included in the
Supporting Information (Figures S3, S11, and S18) as are plots of the
fitted SLD profiles for some of the cursory fits (Figures S4, S5, S12,
and S19).

The general approach to fitting the data in each contrast series
began by fitting each NR data sets by a series of unconstrained models
with different numbers of layers (two to six layers) to ascertain if a
common structure for the buried layers existed and how many
additional layers for each test condition were required to represent the
sample beyond the buried layers. These fits used Latin hypersquares
initialization to set random initial parameter values, which is best at
finding the global minimum in χ2 within the range limits of the
parameter space. It was established that the buried layers, in order,
consisted of the Si substrate, the thermal Si oxide, an interfacial layer,
and the tungsten layer and that the parameters for these layers (except
tungsten thickness) could be considered fixed (i.e., did not vary with
conditions including applied potential). Simultaneous fits, which held
parameters for buried layers and for the solution SLD consistent
across multiple data sets, were run after deciding how many additional
layers were required from the cursory fits. While slight variations
existed in the approaches to fitting the different contrast series,
consistency between the models was achieved. Exceptions to the
general approach and the fitting results at various stages of the process
are included in the Supporting Information.
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■ RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Characterization of the Bare Electrode. X-ray diffrac-
tion showed the sputtered W films to consist of the β-phase or
of mixtures of the α and β-phases (Figure S1, Supporting
Information), which have A2 (body-centered cubic) and A15
structure, respectively.40 The relative amounts of the two
phases present may depend upon partial pressure of oxygen
present during deposition, with higher oxygen contents
favoring the β-phase.41,42 The presence of carbon may also
favor β-phase formation.42 The distribution of the phases was
homogeneous nearer to the center of the wafer. In a separate
measurement, not shown here, however, in which the wafer
was placed off-center on the platen during sputtering, it was
found that the relative proportion of the α-phase was greater
near the edges of the platen.
The resistivity of the films was found to be about 1.5 × 10−4

Ω cm, which is of similar magnitude to previously reported
values.43,44 While this is higher than desired, currents during
the electrochemical measurements were generally lower than
0.5 mA. The expected potential drop to the center of the
electrode due to electrode resistance was estimated to be on
the order of 10 mV.
XRR and NR were collected on a bare W sample, Figure 2.

Fitting of both data sets suggested that the film consisted of
four layers above the silicon substrate: SiO2, a SiO2/W
interfacial layer, tungsten, and a surface oxide layer. The
intensity oscillation period is different between the X-ray and
neutron data because Si and SiO2 have relatively high SLD
contrast for neutrons but low contrast for X-rays. The X-ray

reflectivity data periodicity, thus, corresponds predominantly
to the tungsten thickness, although the other layers still
contribute to the scattering in ways that allow their
characterization, while the periodicity for neutrons corre-
sponds primarily to the total thickness. Determination of the
presence of the SiO2/W interfacial layer was tenuous.
Including this layer in models for the neutron data typically
yielded a marginal improvement in the fit, however it tended to
give more significant improvements for fits of the XRR data.
Tungsten silicides exist, but the ternary phase diagram suggests
that there should not be W−Si−O compounds45,46 and the
silicon oxide initially present should block silicide formation.31

Thus, the nature of this interfacial layer is not clear.
Several bare electrodes were characterized with NR and

XRR. Figure 3 shows a plot of the fitted tungsten layer and

tungsten oxide layer SLDs for both X-rays and neutrons and
corresponding 68% and 95% confidence intervals. Assuming
that the tungsten and tungsten oxide layers contain only two
elements, tungsten and oxygen, two separate measurements
can be used to determine the number densities of these
constituents (and hence their ratio and the mass density of the
layer). Details of this calculation are included in the Supporting

Figure 2. Independent fits of neutron reflectivity and X-ray reflectivity
data measured on a tungsten thin film on a silicon substrate. Each
model used four layers, with expected compositions indicated in the
top plot.

Figure 3. Plots of the fitted X-ray SLD and neutron SLD values for
(a) the tungsten layer and (b) the surface oxide layer for three
different samples (which may be distinguished by color). The 68 and
95% confidence intervals (from the posterior distribution of the fit)
are indicated by the shaded rectangles. In both (a) and (b), positions
calculated from literature densities47,48,50−55 are indicated by open red
circles. Contours indicating O/W ratio and mass density are shown in
both plots.
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Information (page S-30). Positions for tungsten metal and
tungsten(VI) oxide calculated for reported densities are noted
on these two plots. Bulk α and β phases of tungsten have
densities of 19.26 g/cm3 and 19.01 g/cm3, respectively.47,48

Tungsten(IV) oxide has a density of 10.81 g/cm3,49 which is
outside of the range of this plot. WO3 can assume several
structures, with densities ranging from 6.42 g/cm3 to 7.41 g/
cm3 (points demarked by open circles in the plot).50−55 The
surface oxide varied in thickness from 1.20 nm [0.908, 1.39]
nm to 2.24 nm [1.96, 2.30] nm for the samples considered in
this study. In a separate set of measurements not shown here,
the surface oxide was found to become thicker with time at the
expense of tungsten thickness for a wafer exposed to the
ambient atmosphere, though the rate of growth decreased with
time. Shortly, after being brought into the ambient
atmosphere, the oxide growth rate was on the order of 100
pm/h. After about 50 h of exposure, the growth rate was on the
order of 10 pm/h. The samples considered in the present
measurements were exposed for much shorter durations than
this.
The data points in Figure 3a are quite close to the expected

value for metallic W, indicating low porosity and low oxygen
content, even though earlier reports indicated that the β phase
could incorporate a significant amount of oxygen.41 Two of the
points are in an unphysical region where the ratio of O to W
was less than zero. This may indicate that the confidence
intervals from the posterior distribution underestimate the true
error (e.g., fail to account for systematic errors). In Figure 3b,
points for the tungsten surface oxide layer all had an O to W
ratio greater than 3, which would be unphysical if only the −2
oxidation state of oxygen were considered. This result could
possibly be associated with an inability of the model to
accurately represent the large interface width of this layer
relative to its thickness.
Characterization of a SiO2/Si Substrate. To facilitate

the construction of more complicated layer models, two bare
SiO2/Si substrates were characterized by neutron reflectivity
prior to tungsten deposition to determine the layer density and
to ascertain whether there was an interfacial layer at the Si/
SiO2 interface, as has been reported.

56,57 A marginal preference
was shown for including a subtle downward SLD gradient
towards the free surface for one sample. For the other sample
including a thin second layer at the Si/SiO2 interface of slightly
higher SLD than SiO2 yielded a small improvement in χ2 and
BIC. There was no significant preference for including a layer
at the SiO2 surface. On the other hand, fits of XRR data for this
same sample showed a more distinct preference for a two-layer
model with a thin, slightly higher density layer between Si and
SiO2 (Figure S2, Supporting Information). For the purposes of
NR, however, the preference for including a second silicon
oxide layer or a SLD gradient was weak and has not been
included in fits of the in situ data shown in this work.
Co-analysis of the NR and XRR data indicated the

stoichiometry of the bulk layer was SiO2 to within error.
Furthermore, a measurement in which one of these bare SiO2/
Si wafers was brought into contact with the solution indicated
no significant porosity. The two independent NR measure-
ments on thermal oxides grown in two separate batches gave
SiO2 SLDs of 3.62 × 10−4 nm−2 [3.62, 3.63] × 10−4 nm−2 and
3.59 × 10−4 nm−2 [3.58, 3.60] × 10−4 nm−2, which would
correspond to a density of 2.28 ± 0.07 g/cm3 if the
stoichiometry were SiO2. The density obtained from the
XRR measurement was in close agreement at 2.261 g/cm3

[2.260, 2.262] g/cm3. These density values are in a comparable
range to previously reported values determined with NR,58

ellipsometry,59 and X-ray reflectivity,56 though the density may
depend upon the oxide growth conditions. The SiO2 was fixed
at the value measured with NR in fitting the in situ NR data for
two of the contrasts. In the third, it was allowed to vary but the
best fit values were consistent with that of the best fit value of
the bare electrode data set.

Voltammetry of the W Film. The voltammetric profile of
the tungsten film is shown in Figures 4 and 5. The former is an

off-line measurement done in a helium-filled glovebox, while
the latter measurement was carried out at the reflectometer
and has potential holds during which NR was measured. Note
that these measurements were done on two separate samples.
Two or three reduction processes (C1, C2, C3) were visible in
the negative-going sweep, and two or three oxidation processes
(A1, A2, A3) were visible in the positive-going sweep
depending on the upper limit of the potential range. In the
two voltammograms shown in Figure 4, the potential sweep
was reversed after passing process C2 in the negative-going
sweep in one case and was reversed before process A2 in the

Figure 4. Cyclic voltammograms of a W film electrode at 10 mV/s
with two different initial potentials and two different sets of potential
limits, denoted by orange and blue colored traces. The labels A2, A3,
C2, and C3 indicate different processes in the voltammograms. The
solution was 1 mol/dm3 LiPF6 in ethylene carbonate + diethyl
carbonate (in a 1 to 1 ratio on a volume basis).

Figure 5. Electrochemical data collected during the in situ NR
measurement with 1 mol/dm3 LiPF6 in deuterated ethylene carbonate
+ deuterated diethyl carbonate. Linear sweeps at 10 mV/s were used
to move to progressive potential holds. After the first hold at +2.65 V,
the electrode potential was cycled 10 times between +2.65 V and
+0.25 V at 10 mV/s and then swept to and held at +0.25 V.
Voltammetric profiles collected during the potential sweeps and
cycling are shown on the left. Applied potential, resulting current
density, and charge are shown at the right. The labels A2, A3, C2, and
C3 indicate different features in the voltammetric profiles.

ACS Applied Materials & Interfaces Research Article

DOI: 10.1021/acsami.9b16592
ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2019, 11, 47553−47563

47557

http://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsami.9b16592/suppl_file/am9b16592_si_001.pdf
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsami.9b16592/suppl_file/am9b16592_si_001.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsami.9b16592


positive-going sweep in the other case. This showed that
oxidation process A3 reversed reduction process C3 and that
oxidation process A2 reversed reduction process C2. Peaks C2
and C3 were not always as well resolved, as they are in Figure
4.
The C3/A3 couple could possibly correspond to lithium

underpotential deposition (UPD) and stripping. In plotting the
A3 and A2 peak positions against the difference between
lithium and tungsten work functions (literature values), the
former peak roughly fell along the trend reported for peak
positions for stripping of underpotential deposited (UPD)
metals and work function difference.60,61 Simply falling along
the trend line is not evidence enough to attribute this couple to
UPD, but it would be consistent. The position of A2 is
probably too positive for it to be the stripping of UPD Li.
In Figure 5, it can be seen that the charge passed decreased

each time the electrode potential was cycled, indicating
passivation. Another point to note is that significantly more
reduction charge was passed than oxidation charge, indicating
the reduction process(es) were chemically irreversible. Such
behavior would be expected for SEI formation.
In Situ NR Measurements. In situ NR was first measured

with the electrode at open circuit, followed by potential holds
at +0.25 V, +2.65 V, +0.25 V, and +2.65 V. The electrode
potential was cycled between +0.25 V and +2.65 V 10 times at
10 mV/s before the second potentials hold at +0.25 V and
+2.65 V (labeled +0.25 V-X and +2.65 V-X, respectively, to
distinguish them from the first measurements at these
potentials). Electrochemical data for the measurement done
in the solution with both EC and DEC deuterated are shown
in Figure 5 and are similar to those obtained in off-line
measurements (cf. Figure 4). NR data and corresponding fitted
SLD-depth profiles in solutions with both EC and DEC
deuterated, with only DEC deuterated, and with both solvents
at natural isotopic abundance are shown in Figures 6, 7, and 8,
respectively. SLD-depth profiles for each solution at each
potential are compared in Figure 9.
Open Circuit Potential (OCP). The open circuit potential

(OCP) was typically about +2.6 V. The SLD-depth profile for
the OCP data set presented here differs from that recently
reported for a similar system in that the best fit model in that
case showed a very broad layer with a SLD close to that of the
solution at open circuit.28 While such gradient layers were
observed in some fits not presented here, it was suspected that
this feature compensated for systematic errors not otherwise
accounted for.
While the surface state was not expected to differ between

contrasts, only the natural isotopic abundance case (Figure 8a)
distinctly exhibited the surface oxide layer that had been visible
for the bare electrodes. In the other two cases, a there was a
relatively broad interface between the W layer and the
electrolyte solution which crossed the SLD-depth profile for
the bare electrode near the outer extent of the surface oxide
layer. In another measurement, to be published separately, an
intentionally grown thicker tungsten oxide showed no
significant change in thickness at open circuit. This suggests that
the surface oxide likely did not dissolve or react in the the two
cases in which it was not observed at open circuit. Instead, the
replacement of a separately discernable tungsten oxide layer
with a broad interface in Figures 6 and 7 may indicate that in
these cases the monotonic increase in SLD with z provided a
less favorable contrast for observation of the tungsten oxide
layer, particularly since that layer was relatively thin for NR

measurements. For the case with only DEC deuterated, Figures
7 and 9, the interface at OCP was somewhat broader than for
the other two contrasts. This is consistent with the larger oxide
thickness obtained for the fit of the bare electrode data for the
case with only DEC deuterated.

+0.25 V. For each contrast, the data were fit with a two-
surface layer model, with a low SLD inner layer and an outer
layer with an SLD close to that of the solution. The inner layer
was 2 nm to 3.5 nm thick, and the outer layer was roughly 3
nm to 5 nm thick. If it were assumed the SEI had a volume-
specific capacity on the order of 1 Ah/cm3, this would
correspond to 0.1 μAh/cm2 per nanometer of SEI deposited.
The charge passed during this step was significantly larger than
this (Figure 5), suggesting that either only a small fraction of
the species generated by the reduction reaction was
incorporated into the SEI (e.g., if some of the reduction
products were soluble or gaseous) or that only part of the SEI

Figure 6. (a) Fitted SLD profiles for a tungsten film electrode in a 1
mol/dm3 solution of LiPF6 in deuterated ethylene carbonate +
deuterated diethyl carbonate (in a 1 to 1 ratio on a volume basisv/v)
poised at the potentials indicated, (b) neutron reflectivity, and (c)
residuals. The profiles labeled +0.25 V-X and +2.65 V-X were
collected after 10 potential cycles. In each case, the bands around the
best fit line indicate 68% and 95% confidence intervals determined
from the analysis of the posterior distribution of the DREAM fit. Data
for the bare electrode and for the two sets collected at +0.25 V were
fit simultaneously (χ2 = 2.82), with the parameters for all layers below
tungsten held in common. The z axis for the SLD profiles has been
cropped to more clearly show the surface layers. The zero point on
the z axis is the Si/SiO2 interface and not visible in this plot. The
entire structure from the Si substrate (leftmost layer) to the solution
(rightmost layer) is shown in the inset.

ACS Applied Materials & Interfaces Research Article

DOI: 10.1021/acsami.9b16592
ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2019, 11, 47553−47563

47558

http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsami.9b16592


was observable with NR. This could happen if the material had
a low SLD contrast with the electrolyte solution.
This type of two-layer structure was consistent across the

three contrasts shown here and was reproduced in another
data set collected under nominally the same conditions as the
case with only DEC deuterated (Figure S17, Supporting
Information). The SLD of the inner surface layer present at
+0.25 V was not strongly affected by the deuteration of the
solvent. This indicated that it did not incorporate a significant
number of hydrogen atoms from either DEC or EC. SEI
candidate species, their densities (taken from literature
data),47,62−70 and their calculated SLDs are listed in Figure
9. The low value of the inner SEI SLD eliminated most of the
candidate species as major constituents, except for Li, Li2O,
LiOH, LiH, and gas-filled volume. The electrode potential was
too positive for bulk lithium to be deposited, and under-
potential deposited lithium can be rejected as a major

contributor to the low SLD of this layer as it can only account
for one to two monolayers, which is insufficient to account for
the thickness of this layer.
Assuming that no protons entered the cell from the

environment, Li2O would be the best candidate. If the surface
layer initially present on the tungsten were WO3 and it was
completely reduced to W and Li2O upon polarizing to
reducing potentials, there would be an approximate factor of
1.7 expansion and the SLD of the mixture of products would
be about 1.2 × 10−4 nm−2. While the expansion varied between
the contrasts and the product SLD was less than this SLD
value, the values were not so far off as to confidently reject a
mixture of W and Li2O as the major constituent with a minor
contribution of lower SLD material. Another set of measure-
ments on a W film with purposely grown surface oxide (to be
published separately), however, suggested that the low SLD
inner layer seen here may have been related to a surface
process, possibly incorporating species from both the solution
and the oxide. A study of the silicon surface found that native
oxide reduction products were incorporated in the SEI.19,20

If incorporation of adventitious proton-containing species
into the SEI did occur, LiOH and LiH would also be possible
candidates for inclusion in the inner layer in addition to Li2O.
These species could have come from impurities either in the
solution or initially present on the electrode surface. Note that
if LiH had been present in the SEI, a similar amount of higher

Figure 7. (a) Fitted SLD profiles for a tungsten film electrode in 1
mol/dm3 LiPF6 solution in ethylene carbonate (natural isotopic
abundance) + deuterated diethyl carbonate (in a 1 to 1 ratio on a
volume basis), at the potentials indicated and for the bare electrode
prior to the in situ measurements, (b) reflectivity, and (c) residuals.
The data sets were all fit simultaneously, and values of χ2 are shown
for each data set. For the in situ data sets, mixed models which
included a small fraction of the electrode area in contact with the
gasket material (or other high SLD material). In these cases, two χ2

values are listed: one including contributions from both areas and the
other (lower value) including only the contribution from the area in
contact with the solution. This model is described in greater detail in
the Supporting Information (text accompanying Figures S14 and
S16).

Figure 8. (a) Fitted SLD profiles for a tungsten film electrode in 1
mol/dm3 LiPF6 solution in ethylene carbonate + diethyl carbonate (in
a 1 to1 ratio on a volume basis), with both solvents at natural isotopic
abundance, (b) reflectivity, and (c) residuals. The data sets were fit
simultaneously.
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SLD material would also have to be present. As examples, a
layer with an SLD of about 1 × 10−4 nm−2 could be produced
by a 5 to 4 mixture of Li2CO3 and LiH or by a 19 to 10 mixture
of LiF and LiH (volume/volume basis).
SEI-forming reactions do produce gaseous species,71,72

namely ethylene from EC, which could potentially form
nanobubbles on the surface. While bubbles on such a small
scale are not expected to be stable due to high internal pressure
arising from surface tension, they can form under some
conditions.73 The existence of nanobubbles in this system
seems unlikely, as their stability may be contingent upon
saturation of the bubble-forming gas in the solution.74

Electrogenerated nanobubbles can exist at steady state if the
rate of gas evolution balances the rate of dissolution of the
bubble,75 but the low current density in the case presented
here during NR measurements would not support this over a
sufficiently large area of the electrode to account for this low
SLD layer. The bubbles could potentially have been stabilized
if the outermost layer of the SEI had low permeability for the
gas.
Unlike the inner layer, the SLD of the outer layer at +0.25 V

depended on solvent deuteration. This could be consistent
either with a layer with solution-filled porosity or with a layer
which incorporated hydrogen-containing species from the
solvent (e.g., as alkyl carbonates). Density data for lithium alkyl
carbonates were not available from the literature, so
commenting about their suitability as candidates is not
possible.
A recently reported SLD-depth profile for a reduced

tungsten electrode was qualitatively similar to the profile at
+0.25 V seen in the present work. However, there was a broad
layer with a SLD close to that of the solution that was not seen
in the present work.28 Because the data reported in the present
work have better statistics and extend to a higher Qz range, fits
of the data presented here should be considered more robust.
In an earlier study of SEI formation on a copper electrode, only
a single surface layer was distinguishable at reducing potentials
and the minimum SLD was not as low as that observed here.
The difference may be because NR was not measured until

after cycling the electrode potential several times, which was
found in the present work to decrease the contrast between the
inner and outer layers (more similar to the +0.25 V-X case)
and raise the SLD of the inner layer (see below). Furthermore,
the only electrolyte contrast used in that study was similar to
the contrast with only DEC deuterated in the present study,
which is less favorable for observing the outer layer. In the
Supporting Information of that study, contrast variations by
exchanging the electrolyte with a high SLD solvent did identify
the outer layer, although with caveats.4 In the Supporting
Information of the present study, SLD-depth profiles from the
earlier work are plotted on the same scale as those from the
present work for comparison.

+2.65 V. Returning the electrode to more oxidizing
potentials increased the SLD of the inner layer, suggesting
removal of lithium and/or protons. If the inner surface layers
formed by polarizing to reducing potentials were W and Li2O,
these might be converted back to higher SLD tungsten oxide
upon returning to sufficiently oxidizing potentials. Alter-
natively, if LiH and Li2O were present in the reduced layer,
these could be oxidized to form higher SLD LiOH.
In the case with both solvents deuterated (Figure 6), the

fully dense tungsten layer was apparently thinner than at lower
potentials and a thin layer with a SLD slightly lower than that
of tungsten formed below the original location of the tungsten
surface (the profile at the second +2.65 V hold in the same
solution was similar). Ex situ XRR on other samples suggested
that the tungsten thickness did not change by more than about
0.5 nm during the measurement. This suggests incorporation
of material into or pore formation in the tungsten rather than
loss of tungsten thickness. Formation of material with a lower
SLD at more oxidizing potentials would be unexpected, as
oxidation would generally be accompanied by expulsion of
lithium cations or protons into the solution. Alternatively,
oxidation has been observed to compress hydrogen already
absorbed in materials.76 If tungsten oxidation at this potential
produced solution-filled porosity, the SLD at the tungsten
surface would increase because the solution is higher in SLD
than the tungsten. This explanation is therefore not consistent

Figure 9. Comparison of the fitted SLD profile for each contrast at each applied potential (noted in the upper right of each plot, shown in
chronological order from left to right) and a list of SEI candidate species with corresponding SLDs calculated from the listed literature densities.
The SLD profiles have been offset along the z axis to facilitate comparison. The labels in the +0.25 V panel indicate (a) both solvents deuterated,
(b) only DEC deuterated, and (c) both solvents at natural isotopic abundance. Two values are listed for the WO3 SLD to indicate upper and lower
limits on reported densities (hexagonal WO3 excluded). LEDC is lithium ethylene dicarbonate and PEG is poly(ethylene glycol). Densities for the
deuterated materials were calculated from densities reported for their natural abundance counterparts, assuming that number density is unaffected
by deuteration.
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with the results, and the nature of this layer is thus unclear and
it could be an artifact.
In the case with only DEC deuterated (Figure 7), the

apparent thickness of the tungsten increased. This was
unexpected, as poising the potential at more oxidizing
potentials would not be expected to produce more tungsten.
This is also inconsistent with the subsequent measurement at
more reducing potentials. In models in which the tungsten
thickness was constrained to values less than or equal to that
shown in Figure 7, the best fit either produced a similar SLD-
depth profile by an alternate route or had a higher value of χ2.
Thus, while the tungsten thickness appeared to have increased,
this may have been due to the formation of another material
with very low contrast with tungsten adjacent to the tungsten
surface.
+0.25 V-X, after Cycling. When the electrode potential

was returned to +0.25 V after 10 potential cycles, the thickness
of the inner surface layer was similar to those observed during
the first hold at +0.25 V. Unlike the first potential hold at
+0.25 V, however, the SLD of the inner layer was a function of
solvent deuteration, indicating incorporation of hydrogen-
containing species from the solvent. This would be consistent
with roughening of the electrode with cycling and intermixing
of the inner and outer surface layers as indicated by the lower
SLD of the outer layer and higher SLD of the inner layer.
Additionally, it could be due, in part, to increased solution-
filled porosity of the inner layer.
+2.65 V-X, after Cycling. The SLD-depth profiles are like

those of the first hold at +2.65 V, but with the overall outer
surface layer SLD being slightly lower. There was little change
in the overall surface layer thickness going from the second
+0.25 V hold to this final potential, indicating that if the
material was lost in reoxidizing the layer, it did not collapse the
SEI structure.
Porosity. The surface layer SLDs depended upon the

isotopic labeling of the solution for most cases (Figure 9). This
dependence indicates incorporation of hydrogen-containing
species from the solvent. These could have been present as
solution-filled porosity, as species derived from the solvents, or
as a combination of both. While it is not possible to discern
between these possibilities with these measurements alone,
plots of the layer SLD against the solution SLD (Figure S23,
Supporting Information) would yield the porosity and SLD of
the non-solution material if the effect were solely due to
porosity. This analysis indicated an apparent outer layer
porosity of about 70%−90% for all measured cases. The
apparent inner layer porosity was about 6% for the first hold at
+0.25 V, about 15% for the first+2.65 V hold, and about 30%
for the second +0.25 V hold. While it is difficult to make a
direct comparison due to different experimental conditions,
these apparent porosities for the inner layer are in a
comparable range to those observed for a single layer forming
on a copper electrode in a propylene carbonate solution of
lithium perchlorate.21

■ CONCLUSIONS
A series of in situ isotopic labeling/contrast variation neutron
reflectivity measurements with well-characterized low-contrast
W film electrodes have been used to gain a deeper
understanding of the solid electrolyte interface formed on
nonlithium-alloying electrodes. Combined analysis of X-ray
and neutron reflectivity data indicated that the as-deposited
films consisted of nonporous metallic tungsten with a surface

oxide that varied from 1.20 nm [0.908, 1.39] nm to 2.24 nm
[1.96, 2.30] nm thick for the three samples considered in this
study. Systematic modeling and fitting of these in situ results
indicate the formation of a two-layer SEI at reducing
potentials. For the first reduction to +0.25 V vs Li/Li+, the
inner layer was not porous and possibly contained a significant
volume fraction of Li2O (and possibly LiOH and LiH if
adventitious proton sources were present). The surface oxide
layer present on the as-deposited tungsten films likely
contributed to the inner SEI formed upon polarization to
reducing potentials. For the three samples studied, the
thickness of the inner SEI layer was in the range of 2 nm
to 3.5 nm. The outer layer was roughly 3 nm to 5 nm thick,
and either had a significant volume fraction of solution-filled
porosity or a large fraction of solvent-derived species. The
presence of this layer was previously suspected4 and later
observed under a different electrochemical history in a
preliminary study with tungsten electrodes.28 The data
reported in the present study provide more robust evidence
for the presence of this layer than the earlier studies due to the
relatively lower contrast of the tungsten with the silicon
substrate (scattering from the substrate/adhesion layer/copper
electrode interfaces dominated the reflectivity in the earlier
study4) and due to better controlled electrochemical history.28

The structure of the SEI was potential-dependent. When the
electrode was polarized to more oxidizing potentials (+2.65 V
vs Li/Li+), the SLD of the inner layer increased, which would
be consistent with the removal of lithium atoms and possibly
proton-containing species. Cycling the electrode resulted in
lower contrast between the inner and outer surface layers,
which may be indicative of intermixing of the layers, and also
increased the apparent porosity or content of hydrogen-
containing species in the inner layer.
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(9) Lanz, M.; Novaḱ, P. DEMS Study of Gas Evolution at Thick
Graphite Electrodes for Lithium-Ion Batteries: the Effect of γ-
Butyrolactone. J. Power Sources 2001, 102, 277−282.
(10) Dura, J. A.; Rus, E. D.; Kienzle, P. A.; Maranville, B. B.
Nanolayer Analysis by Neutron Reflectometry. In Nanolayer
Research;Imae, T., Ed.; Elsevier: Amsterdam, 2017; Chapter 5, pp
155−202.
(11) Kawaura, H.; Harada, M.; Kondo, Y.; Kondo, H.; Suganuma,
Y.; Takahashi, N.; Sugiyama, J.; Seno, Y.; Yamada, N. L. Operando
Measurement of Solid Electrolyte Interphase Formation at Working
Electrode of Li-Ion Battery by Time-Slicing Neutron Reflectometry.
ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2016, 8, 9540−9544.
(12) Jerliu, B.; Dorrer, L.; Huger, E.; Borchardt, G.; Steitz, R.;
Geckle, U.; Oberst, V.; Bruns, M.; Schneider, O.; Schmidt, H.
Neutron Reflectometry Studies on the Lithiation of Amorphous
Silicon Electrodes in Lithium-Ion Batteries. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys.
2013, 15, 7777−7784.
(13) Veith, G. M.; Baggetto, L.; Sacci, R. L.; Unocic, R. R.; Tenhaeff,
W. E.; Browning, J. F. Direct Measurement of the Chemical Reactivity
of Silicon Electrodes with LiPF6-Based Battery Electrolytes. Chem.
Commun. 2014, 50, 3081−3084.
(14) Veith, G. M.; Doucet, M.; Baldwin, J. K.; Sacci, R. L.; Fears, T.
M.; Wang, Y.; Browning, J. F. Direct Determination of Solid-
Electrolyte Interphase Thickness and Composition as a Function of
State of Charge on a Silicon Anode. J. Phys. Chem. C 2015, 119,
20339−20349.
(15) Fears, T. M.; Doucet, M.; Browning, J. F.; Baldwin, J. K. S.;
Winiarz, J. G.; Kaiser, H.; Taub, H.; Sacci, R. L.; Veith, G. M.

Evaluating the Solid Electrolyte Interphase Formed on Silicon
Electrodes: a Comparison of ex situ X-ray Photoelectron Spectroscopy
and in situ Neutron Reflectometry. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2016, 18,
13927−13940.
(16) Seidlhofer, B.-K.; Jerliu, B.; Trapp, M.; Hüger, E.; Risse, S.;
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McGillivray, D. J.; Lösche, M.; O’Donovan, K. V.; Mihailescu, M.;
Perez-Salas, U.; Worcester, D. L.; White, S. H. AND/R: Advanced
Neutron Diffractometer/Reflectometer for Investigation of Thin
Films and Multilayers for the Life Sciences. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2006,
77, No. 074301.
(33) Reductus. https://github.com/reductus/reductus.
(34) Maranville, B.; Ratcliff, W., II; Kienzle, P. Reductus: a Stateless
Python Data Reduction Service with a Browser Front End. J. Appl.
Crystallogr. 2018, 51, 1500−1506.
(35) Kirby, B. J.; Kienzle, P. A.; Maranville, B. B.; Berk, N. F.;
Krycka, J.; Heinrich, F.; Majkrzak, C. F. Phase-Sensitive Specular
Neutron Reflectometry for Imaging the Nanometer Scale Composi-
tion Depth Profile of Thin-Film Materials. Curr. Opin. Colloid Interface
Sci. 2012, 17, 44−53.
(36) Refl1d. https://github.com/reflectometry/refl1d.
(37) Bumps. https://github.com/bumps/bumps.
(38) Vrugt, J. A.; Ter Braak, C. J. F.; Diks, C. G. H.; Robinson, B. A.;
Hyman, J. M.; Higdon, D. Accelerating Markov Chain Monte Carlo
Simulation by Differential Evolution with Self-Adaptive Randomized
Subspace Sampling. Int. J. Nonlinear Sci. Numer. Simul. 2009, 10,
273−290.
(39) DeCaluwe, S. C.; Kienzle, P. A.; Bhargava, P.; Baker, A. M.;
Dura, J. A. Phase Segregation of Sulfonate Groups in Nafion Interface
Lamellae, Quantified via Neutron Reflectometry Fitting Techniques
for Multi-Layered Structures. Soft Matter 2014, 10, 5763−5776.
(40) Kiss, A. B. Thermoanalytical Study of the Composition of β-
tungsten. J. Therm. Anal. Calorim. 1998, 54, 815−824.
(41) Shen, Y. G.; Mai, Y. W. Influences of Oxygen on the Formation
and Stability of A15 β-W Thin Films. Mater. Sci. Eng., A 2000, 284,
176−183.
(42) Girault, B.; Eyidi, D.; Goudeau, P.; Sauvage, T.; Guerin, P.;
Bourhis, E. L.; Renault, P.-O. Controlled Nanostructuration of
Polycrystalline Tungsten Thin Films. J. Appl. Phys. 2013, 113,
No. 174310.
(43) Liu, J.; Barmak, K. Topologically Close-Packed Phases:
Deposition and Formation Mechanism of Metastable β-W in Thin
Films. Acta Mater. 2016, 104, 223−227.
(44) Lee, J.-S.; Cho, J.; You, C.-Y. Growth and characterization of α
and β-phase tungsten films on various substrates. J. Vac. Sci. Technol.,
A 2016, 34, No. 021502.
(45) Naidu, S. V. N.; Sriramamurthy, A. M.; Rama Rao, P. Binary
Alloy Phase Diagrams, 2nd ed.; ASM International, 1990.
(46) Beyers, R. Thermodynamic Considerations in Refractory
Metal-Silicon-Oxygen Systems. J. Appl. Phys. 1984, 56, 147−152.
(47) Hart, M.; Cernik, R. J.; Parrish, W.; Toraya, H. Lattice-
Parameter Determination for Powders Using Synchrotron Radiation.
J. Appl. Crystallogr. 1990, 23, 286−291.
(48) Moss, R. L.; Woodward, I. The Structure of Evaporated
Tungsten Films. Acta Cryst. 1959, 12, 255−256.
(49) Ben-Dor, L.; Shimony, Y. Crystal Structure, Magnetic
Susceptibility and Electrical Conductivity of Pure and NiO-Doped
MoO2 and WO2. Mater. Res. Bull. 1974, 9, 837−844.
(50) Gerand, B.; Nowogrocki, G.; Guenot, J.; Figlarz, M. Structural
Study of a New Hexagonal Form of Tungsten Trioxide. J. Solid State
Chem. 1979, 29, 429−434.
(51) Vogt, T.; Woodward, P. M.; Hunter, B. A. The High-
Temperature Phases of WO3. J. Solid State Chem. 1999, 144, 209−
215.
(52) Salje, E.; Viswanathan, K. Physical Properties and Phase
Transitions in WO3. Acta Crystallogr., Sect. A 1975, 31, 356−359.
(53) Gebert, E.; Ackermann, R. J. Substoichiometry of Tungsten
Trioxide; the Crystal Systems of WO3.00, WO2.98, and WO2.96. Inorg.
Chem. 1966, 5, 136−142.
(54) Loopstra, B. O.; Rietveld, H. M. Further Refinement of the
Structure of WO3. Acta Crystallogr., Sect. B: Struct. Crystallogr. Cryst.
Chem. 1969, 25, 1420−1421.

(55) Aird, A.; Domeneghetti, M. C.; Mazzi, F.; Tazzoli, V.; Salje, E.
K. H. Sheet Superconductivity in: Crystal Structure of the Tetragonal
Matrix. J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 1998, 10, L569−L574.
(56) Awaji, N.; Ohkubo, S.; Nakanishi, T.; Sugita, Y.; Takasaki, K.;
Komiya, S. High-Density Layer at the SiO2/Si Interface Observed by
Difference X-Ray Reflectivity. Jpn. J. Appl. Phys. 1996, 35, L67.
(57) Irene, E. A. SiO2 Films. Handbook of Ellipsometry; William
Andrew Publishing: Norwich, NY, 2005; Chapter 8, pp 569−636.
(58) Dura, J. A.; Richter, C. A.; Majkrzak, C. F.; Nguyen, N. V.
Neutron Reflectometry, X-ray Reflectometry, and Spectroscopic
Ellipsometry Characterization of Thin SiO2 on Si. Appl. Phys. Lett.
1998, 73, 2131−2133.
(59) Irene, E. A.; Tierney, E.; Angilello, J. A Viscous Flow Model to
Explain the Appearance of High Density Thermal SiO2 at Low
Oxidation Temperatures. J. Electrochem. Soc. 1982, 129, 2594−2597.
(60) Kolb, D. M.; Przasnyski, M.; Gerischer, H. Underpotential
Deposition of Metals and Work Function Differences. J. Electroanal.
Chem. Interfacial Electrochem. 1974, 54, 25−38.
(61) Trasatti, S. Work Function, Electronegativity, and Electro-
chemical Behaviour of Metals. J. Electroanal. Chem. Interfacial
Electrochem. 1972, 39, 163−184.
(62) Wiley, V. C. H. Ullmann’s Polymers and PlasticsProducts and
Processes, 4 Volume Set; John Wiley & Sons, 2016; Vol. 2, p 900.
(63) Tasaki, K. Solvent Decompositions and Physical Properties of
Decomposition Compounds in Li-Ion Battery Electrolytes Studied by
DFT Calculations and Molecular Dynamics Simulations. J. Phys.
Chem. B 2005, 109, 2920−2933.
(64) Physical Constants of Inorganic Compounds. In CRC
Handbook of Chemistry and Physics; 99 (Internet version 2018) ed.;
Rumble, J. R., Ed.; CRC Press/Taylor & Francis: Boca Raton, FL,
2018.
(65) Mair, S. The Electron Distribution of the Hydroxide Ion in
Lithium Hydroxide. Acta Crystallogr., Sect. A 1978, 34, 542−547.
(66) Effenberger, H.; Zemann, J. Verfeinerung der Kristallstruktur
des Lithiumkarbonates, Li2CO3. Z. Kristallogr. 1979, 150, 133−138.
(67) Vidal, J. P.; Vidal-Valat, G. Accurate Debye-Waller factors of
7LiH and 7LiD by Neutron Diffraction at Three Temperatures. Acta
Crystallogr., Sect. B: Struct. Sci. 1986, 42, 131−137.
(68) Cota, L. G.; de la Mora, P. On the Structure of Lithium
Peroxide, Li2O2. Acta Crystallogr., Sect. B: Struct. Sci. 2005, 61, 133−
136.
(69) Farley, T. W. D.; Hayes, W.; Hull, S.; Hutchings, M. T.; Vrtis,
M. Investigation of Thermally induced Li+ Ion Disorder in Li2O Using
Neutron Diffraction. J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 1991, 3, 4761−4781.
(70) Nadler, M. R.; Kempier, C. P. Crystallographic Data 186.
Lithium. Anal. Chem. 1959, 31, 2109.
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