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ABSTRACT: The important electrochemical processes in a battery
happen at the solid/liquid interfaces. Operando ambient pressure
photoelectron spectroscopy (APPES) is one tool to study these
processes with chemical specificity. However, accessing this crucial
interface and identifying the interface signal are not trivial.
Therefore, we present a measurement setup, together with a
suggested model, exemplifying how APPES can be used to probe
potential differences over the electrode/electrolyte interface, even
without direct access to the interface. Both the change in electron
electrochemical potential over the solid/liquid interface, and the
change in Li chemical potential of the working electrode (WE)
surface at Li-ion equilibrium can be probed. Using a Li4Ti5O12
composite as a WE, our results show that the shifts in kinetic energy
of the electrolyte measured by APPES can be correlated to the electrochemical reactions occurring at the WE/electrolyte interface.
Different shifts in kinetic energy are seen depending on if a phase transition reaction occurs or if a single phase is lithiated. The
developed methodology can be used to evaluate charge transfer over the WE/electrolyte interface as well as the lithiation/
delithiation mechanism of the WE.

KEYWORDS: Li-ion battery, electrochemistry, electrochemical potential, photoelectron spectroscopy, operando,
ambient pressure photoelectron spectroscopy, solid/liquid interface

■ INTRODUCTION

Photoelectron spectroscopy (PES) is one of the most used
techniques to study interfaces in Li-ion batteries (LIBs) due to
its surface and chemical sensitivity.1,2 While traditional
ultrahigh vacuum PES has been limited to the study of solids,
the development of ambient pressure photoelectron spectros-
copy (APPES) instruments has diminished the vacuum
constraint, enabling the study of both solid/gas and solid/
liquid interfaces.3−5 With pressures up to ∼100 mbar in the
analysis chamber, APPES can be used to study most organic
electrolytes used in LIBs.6−9 Together with sample holders
designed for electrochemical measurements, operando APPES
measurements can be performed under conditions resembling
those during real battery operation.10−13 By combining
electrochemistry and photoelectron spectroscopy, both the
chemical composition and the electrochemical potential
differences can be probed. This gives valuable knowledge
about important properties such as charge transfer, reaction
pathways, and kinetics at the solid/liquid interfaces.
While solid/gas interfaces have been studied extensively

during the last ∼15 years using APPES, solid/liquid interfaces
remain challenging due to the short inelastic mean free path of
the emitted photoelectrons in liquids and solids.14−17 To be

able to probe the solid/liquid interface directly, either the solid
or the liquid must be very thin (on the order of 10−30 nm,
depending on the photon energy).18 Despite the limited
thickness, the phases must remain functional to gain results
representative of the system under study. Previous studies of
solid/liquid interfaces in electrochemical systems have shown
that in order for the liquid layer to be electrochemically active,
the thickness of the electrolyte needs to be at least 10−20
nm.19−21 Due to this constraint, access to tender X-rays (∼4−6
keV) is essentially necessary to directly probe the solid/liquid
interface of electrochemical systems operando.18,19,21−23

Unfortunately, APPES instruments with electrochemical
measurement capabilities and tender X-rays are very rare. In
this regard, it is interesting to consider what information can
be gained by probing only the liquid electrolyte outside the
electrode surface. This methodology is explored in this study.

Received: July 2, 2021
Accepted: January 19, 2022
Published: January 31, 2022

Research Articlewww.acsami.org

© 2022 The Authors. Published by
American Chemical Society

6465
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.1c12465

ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2022, 14, 6465−6475

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

vi
a 

U
PP

SA
L

A
 U

N
IV

 o
n 

A
pr

il 
7,

 2
02

2 
at

 1
1:

53
:2

8 
(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.

https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Ida+Ka%CC%88llquist"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Tove+Ericson"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Fredrik+Lindgren"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Heyin+Chen"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Andrey+Shavorskiy"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Julia+Maibach"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Maria+Hahlin"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Maria+Hahlin"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/showCitFormats?doi=10.1021/acsami.1c12465&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsami.1c12465?ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsami.1c12465?goto=articleMetrics&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsami.1c12465?goto=recommendations&?ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsami.1c12465?goto=supporting-info&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsami.1c12465?fig=tgr1&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/toc/aamick/14/5?ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/toc/aamick/14/5?ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/toc/aamick/14/5?ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/toc/aamick/14/5?ref=pdf
www.acsami.org?ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org?ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.1c12465?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://www.acsami.org?ref=pdf
https://www.acsami.org?ref=pdf
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://acsopenscience.org/open-access/licensing-options/


A three-electrode setup is used, where a voltage can be applied
between the working and reference electrode (WE and RE,
respectively) by the use of a potentiostat. Thus, the electron
electrochemical potential of the WE (μ̅e

WE) vs the RE can be
controlled and/or measured. Further, by electrically connect-
ing the WE to the spectrometer, their Fermi levels align, and
μ̅e
WE can be used as an energy reference for the spectroscopic

measurements. In this way, the kinetic energy (Ekin) of the
photoelectrons stemming from the liquid phase can be
followed as a function of applied voltage to the WE.19−21,24−26

For an ideal polarizable interface (i.e., no charge transfer
occurs), a shift in Ekin of 1 eV/V can be expected for the
electrolyte peaks.27 This behavior, expected for pure electrical
double layer (EDL) charging, has also been seen in many
previous studies.19,20,24,25,28,29 However, studies performed
during charge transfer are more scarce. In this case a 1 eV/V
slope cannot generally be expected, as the equilibrium at the
interface will be dominated by faradaic reactions rather than
EDL charging.27,30−32 In our previous work, the behavior of a
Au WE and a Cu WE was studied during charge transfer, and
the results showed a deviation from the 1 eV/V shift.33 A
model to explain this behavior was proposed based on
equilibration of the Li-ion electrochemical potential at the
WE/electrolyte interface.
In this work we further develop this model and methodology

by investigating how changes in the different potentials μ̅
(electrochemical), ϕ (electrostatic), and μ (chemical) can be
followed during LIB operation by operando APPES. In
particular, we evaluate how the cycling protocol affects the
potential differences between the WE and probed (bulk)
electrolyte. Operando APPES measurements are performed on
a 1 M LiClO4 in propylene carbonate (PC) electrolyte during
electrochemical cycling of a Li4Ti5O12 (LTO) electrode. LTO
was chosen as the WE due to its flat (main) lithiation plateau,
corresponding to a first-order phase transition around 1.55 V
vs Li+/Li.34−36 During this phase transition the chemical
potential of LTO is constant,37,38 which facilitates the
interpretation of the APPES results. In addition, LTO has a
high power capability and relatively high reduction potential
(above the onset of solid electrolyte interphase formation).
These properties make LTO a suitable electrode material for
our study. The presented measurements are of high
importance to further understand the charge transfer kinetics
at the electrode/electrolyte interface, as well as the phase
transitions occurring in the active material during battery
cycling.

■ METHODS
LTO based electrodes were prepared by mixing 80 wt % active
material with 10 wt % sodium carboxymethyl cellulose and 10 wt %
carbon black. Water was added to achieve a slurry that was mixed by
ball milling for 1 h. The slurry was bar-coated onto an aluminum
substrate and dried in a vacuum oven at 120 °C for at least 5 h. A
LiNi1/3Mn1/3Co1/3O2 (NMC) slurry was prepared in the same
manner, using the composition 80/10/10 wt % of NMC, poly-
(vinylidene fluoride-co-hexafluoropropylene), and carbon black,
respectively. In this case n-methyl-2-pyrrolidone was added as the
solvent. The NMC slurry was coated onto the same type of aluminum
substrates as the LTO composite. The mass of active material was
approximately 2.0 mg for LTO and 5.4 mg for NMC. A 1 M LiClO4
in PC electrolyte was prepared from as received LiClO4 and PC by
mixing for several days.
Experimental capacities of the LTO and NMC electrodes were

tested in pouch cells versus Li metal (see Figure S1 in the Supporting

Information). The specific capacity was calculated to approximately
160 mAh/g for LTO and 130 mAh/g for NMC, in both cases based
on the weight of active material. Since the NMC electrodes have a
higher mass loading, these will have a large overcapacity compared to
the LTO electrodes. This ensured that the LTO WE could be fully
lithiated during battery operation.

Operando APPES measurements were performed at the HIPPIE
beamline at MAX IV,10 using the electrochemistry end station. A
three-electrode setup was used for the measurements. The setup is
illustrated in Figure 1. The LTO composite was used as the WE, the

NMC composite as the counter electrode (CE), and a Li metal piece
as the RE, and the 1 M LiClO4 in PC solution was used as the
electrolyte.

Electrochemical cycling was performed using a SP-200 Biologic
potentiostat. The potentiostat was set on floating mode, and the WE
was separately grounded to the same electrical ground as the
spectrometer. Different cycling protocols were used, where either the
WE voltage vs the Li/Li+ RE was controlled (constant potential (CP)
mode) or the current between the WE and CE was controlled
(constant current (CC) mode). For CC measurements the C-rate was
based on the theoretical capacity of LTO (175 mAh/g) and the mass
of active material (2 mg). Currents corresponding to C-rates between
1 C (350 mA = one charge in 1 h) and C/16 (22 mA = one charge in
16 h) were used.

For PES a photon energy of 1800 eV was used for all
measurements. The incident angle of the photons was 55° relative
to the sample normal, and the spot size on the sample was
approximately 25 × 50 μm (vertical × horizontal). The spectra were
recorded with a Scienta Hipp-3 analyzer. The photoemission was
aligned with the sample normal, and the cone opening of the analyzer
cone was 0.3 mm.

APPES measurements were performed on a liquid meniscus
created by a dip-and-pull procedure.19,33 The electrodes were
immersed (dipped) into the electrolyte so that the bottom edge of
the sample plate was approximately 15 mm under the electrolyte
surface. The dipped position was kept during electrochemical cycling,
and the electrodes were only withdrawn (pulled) from the electrolyte
beaker during APPES measurements. The two different electrode
positions used during operando APPES are illustrated in Figure S2 in
the Supporting Information.

For the APPES measurements the electrodes were retracted so that
a sample spot previously immersed under the bulk electrolyte surface
could be probed by APPES. To achieve this, the electrodes were
pulled up by 3 mm (limited by the distance between the bulk
electrolyte surface and analyzer cone opening). The electrochemical
cell remained fully operational during APPES measurements as the
major part of the electrodes was always kept in the electrolyte beaker.

Figure 1. Illustration of the three-electrode setup used for operando
APPES measurements. A thick part of the liquid electrolyte is probed.
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The liquid meniscus probed by APPES was thick enough to limit any
signal from the solid electrode; i.e., the liquid thickness is larger than
the probing depth (estimated to be ∼15 nm33,39). Between each
spectroscopic measurement the electrodes were redipped to the same
height. The sample was moved 0.1 mm sideways between each
measurement to ensure a fresh measurement spot and avoid beam
damage. After a voltage was applied, no electrode material could be
detected on any spot on the sample, including the electrode material
kept above the bulk electrolyte surface (also depicted in Figure S2 in
the Supporting Information). This is expected to be caused by the
porosity of the composite electrode, which for standard batteries is
designed to optimize the wetting of the material.
C 1s and O 1s spectra of the electrolyte were measured during

electrochemical cycling for different voltages and/or currents. No
normalization or energy calibration was performed. Curve fitting of
the C 1s spectra was done using Igor Pro (version 6.37). For each C
1s spectrum three peaks with an intensity ratio of 1:2:1 were assigned
corresponding to the different carbon environments of the PC
molecule. The energy difference between the carbonate peak and the
hydrocarbon peak was fixed to 5.7 eV. Additional peaks necessary to
accurately fit the measured data were assigned to adventitious
carbons. All peaks were set to a FWHM of 0.2 eV for the Lorentzian
part, and the Gaussian part was allowed to vary between a minimum
of 0.9 eV and a maximum of 1.3 eV.

■ RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Below we start by introducing some general concepts and
relations necessary to interpret the operando APPES measure-
ments. This is followed by a presentation of the operando
APPES results, including the electrochemical and spectro-

scopic data. The results and their implications are thereafter
discussed based on a suggested model for evaluating potential
differences in LIB systems using operando APPES.

Combining Electrochemistry and Spectroscopy
Basic Concepts and Relations. In this study, we use a
previously developed operando APPES methodology for solid/
liquid interfaces19,21,24,33 to systematically evaluate the effect
different currents and/or overpotentials have on Ekin of the
electrolyte peaks. To connect APPES and electrochemical
measurements, the equality between the Fermi level, EF, and
the electron electrochemical potential, μ̅e, is recognized (if
determined versus the same reference). The electrochemical
potential can conceptually be divided into one contribution
from the chemical potential and one contribution from the
electrostatic potential, according to

μ μ ϕ̅ = +α α αzi i (1)

where μ̅i
α is the electrochemical potential of species i in phase

α, μ̅i
α is the chemical potential of species i in phase α, z is the

unit charge (e.g., + 1, −1) and ϕα is the electrostatic potential
of the phase α. The unit of μi

α and μ̅i
α is here given in eV

(rather than J/mol) to facilitate comparison to APPES
measurements. For the reader unfamiliar with these electro-
chemical concepts, we recommend reading the excellent
viewpoint by Boettcher et al.,40 which explains these concepts
and the relationship between different potentials in electro-
chemistry.

Figure 2. Electrochemical cycling of the three-electrode cell, using (a) constant current or (b) constant potential steps. (c) Zoom-in of the current
and WE voltage in the time range marked with red lines in (a). (d) Zoom-in of the time range marked (b). The arrows indicate where the
electrodes are retracted (arrow up) for APPES measurements and thereafter redipped (arrow down) for EC-cycling. The measurement time for
each APPES measurement is approximately 5 min.
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Using operando APPES, the difference in μ̅e between two
phases can be probed by measuring one Fermi level relative to
the other (e.g., by connecting one phase to the spectrometer
and measuring EF of the other). However, for nonmetals
measuring EF with (AP)PES is not straightforward, and it
might be necessary to measure a core level instead. In this case
a shift in the binding/kinetic energy of the core level may not
directly represent the energy shift of EF. A shift in μ as a result
of a change in chemical composition (e.g., during a redox
reaction) will result in different chemical shifts for different
core levels, depending on how different electrons and atoms
are affected by the chemical reaction. This ambiguity can be
avoided if the chemical composition of the measured phase
(e.g., the electrolyte) can be kept constant, so that μe

α is
constant. In this case the core level shift is equal to the shift of
EF and only depends on the change in ϕ of the phase.
Applicable Relations for Our APPES Setup. For our

operando APPES measurements, a three-electrode setup with
LTO as the WE, NMC as the CE, and Li metal as the RE is
used. A 1 M LiClO4 in PC solution is used as the electrolyte.
The chemical composition of the electrolyte can be regarded as
constant since a large excess of Li-ions is present in the
electrolyte. In addition, the Li-ions that are inserted
(extracted) into the WE are also compensated by an extraction
(insertion) of Li-ions at the CE (see further note S3a in the
Supporting Information). When the chemical potential of the
electrolyte is constant, it follows from eq 1 that Δμ̅eel = −Δϕel

(with z = −1 for an electron). This condition serves as a
foundation for our suggested model, presented below.
In our setup, the WE is electrically connected to the

spectrometer, and thus EF
WE serves as the energy reference in

the APPES measurements (see also note S3b in the Supporting
Information). In the electrochemical measurements, the Li/Li+

RE serves as a fixed reference with a constant electron
electrochemical potential (note S3c in the Supporting
Information). Since μ̅e

WE = EF
WE is continuously measured vs

the RE during the operando APPES measurements, a kinetic
energy measured vs EF

WE can also be referenced against the RE
by adding the difference in electron electrochemical potential
between the WE and the RE (i.e., −1×V).
Thus, for our setup the shift in kinetic energy (ΔEkin) of any

electrolyte core level measured by APPES can be used to
evaluate Δμ̅eel (vs the RE) according to

μΔ ̅ = − × Δ + ΔV E1e
el

kin (2)

where ΔV is the change in WE voltage (vs the RE), multiplied
by −1 to gain the corresponding change in μ̅e

WE (see also
Supporting Information note S3c). The derivation of this
relationship and the necessary assumptions originate from our
previous paper28 and are for convenience also explained in
note S4a in the Supporting Information. Equation 2 shows
how electrochemical measurements (providing ΔV) and
APPES measurements (providing ΔEkin) can be combined to
directly probe Δμ̅eel (vs a fixed reference such as the RE).
Equation 2 serves as the basis for the interpretation of the
operando APPES results.
Electrochemical Cycling of LTO. Figure 2 shows the

electrochemical cycling using either constant current cycling
(CC, Figure 2a and c) or constant potential cycling (CP,
Figure 2b and d). The WE is cycled between 1.2 and 2.2 V vs
the RE (all voltages are given versus the Li/Li+ RE in this
work). For CC cycling, a potential hold is added at the cutoff

voltages to allow for APPES measurements at the end points of
charge/discharge. When the LIB is charged with a constant
current the rate of the reaction is controlled, and the measured
voltage corresponds to the overpotential necessary to support
this reaction rate. Higher currents are thus expected to be
correlated with a larger change in ϕ to increase the driving
force for the reaction. When the LIB instead is charged/
discharged by a series of constant potentials steps, the
measured current corresponds to the rate of the reaction at a
given applied voltage. If the voltage is above the onset of
reduction (for charging), no faradaic reactions occur, and only
a small capacitive current, corresponding to EDL charging, will
be seen. The onset of a faradaic reaction during CP cycling is
visible by a large increase in current. Depending on the applied
voltage, the redox reaction can be studied either close to the
equilibrium potential of the reaction or at a large overpotential.
In Figure 2a it can be seen that the WE (LTO) voltage curve

exhibits a plateau around 1.5 V during charge (lithiation of
LTO) and around 1.6 V during discharge (delithiation of
LTO) for CC cycling using a C-rate of 1 C. Correspondingly, a
large current is measured when the voltage is lowered to 1.5 V
during charge and increased to 1.6 V during discharge for the
CP cycling (Figure 2b). This is in accordance with the
expected redox potential for the (de)lithiation reaction of LTO
(i.e., Li4Ti5O12 + 3 Li+ + 3e− ↔ Li7Ti5O12) at 1.55 V.34,35 At
the lower cutoff voltage (1.2 V) the current never fully decays
to zero, even after holding the voltage constant for ∼3 h (see
Figure S3 in the Supporting Information). The measured
current could correspond to a further lithiation of LTO toward
Li9Ti5O12, i.e., full reduction of Ti4+ to Ti3+. A second
reduction peak has previously been observed around 0.75 V for
LTO, but a faradaic current can also be seen between the two
reduction peaks,41−43 indicating that lithiation can continue at
a low rate also between these voltages.
During cycling, the electrodes are regularly pulled up 3 mm

for PES measurements, decreasing the area of the electrodes
that are immersed in the bulk electrolyte. As can be seen in
Figure 2, this gives rise to a larger polarization for the CC
measurement (Figure 2c) and decreased currents for the CP
measurement (Figure 2d). This shows that the rate of the
redox reaction decreases when the electrodes are pulled up
from the electrolyte beaker. This is expected since the ion
transport at the top of the liquid meniscus is presumably
limited.20 It can also be noted that the voltage of the NMC CE
drops to very low values (around 1 V) during discharge. This is
probably due to slow kinetics and resistances in the NMC
composite, which was made thicker than LTO to ensure
enough Li was present in the cell to fully lithiate the WE.
However, the charge/discharge curves of LTO are comparable
to cycling of LTO performed in standard coin/pouch cells
using the same voltage range.34,35 Thus, it can be confirmed
that the APPES electrochemical cell functions as a regular
battery cell. The capacity obtained for LTO during operando
APPES measurements can be calculated to approximately 140
mAh/g on both charge and discharge based on the mass of
active material.

Kinetic Energy Shifts of the Electrolyte APPES Peaks
during Battery Cycling. To evaluate the changes in the
electrochemical potential of the (thick) electrolyte, operando
APPES measurements are performed during cycling of LTO.
Both CC cycling and CP cycling are performed to evaluate if
the cycling protocol affects the shifts in Ekin of the electrolyte
photoelectron peaks. In Figure 3 an overview of C 1s spectra
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recorded during one full charge/discharge cycle of the LTO
WE is shown. The spectra show the three peaks characteristic
of the PC molecule (all spectra are shown in more detail
together with curve fits in Figures S4−S7 in the Supporting
Information).7,38 Figure 3a shows spectra measured during CC
cycling, using a C-rate of 1 C. Figure 3b shows spectra
measured during CP cycling, using potential steps of 0.2 V
between 2.2 and 1.2 V.

It is observed that the electrolyte photoelectron peaks move
to lower Ekin when the WE voltage is lowered. When the WE
voltage is increased, Ekin shifts back to its initial value. This is
visualized by the dashed lines through the PC carbonate peak
located at Ekin ∼ 1511 eV. The difference in Ekin between the
upper and lower cutoff voltage is approximately 0.8 eV, i.e.,
somewhat lower than the total change in applied voltage. This
can be seen for both cycling protocols. In more detail, it is
interesting to note that Ekin seems rather constant when redox
reactions are ongoing (i.e., during (de)lithiation). This is
especially seen for the CC measurements. Additionally, it is
noted that the shift in Ekin increases with time at the end points
(1.2 and 2.2 V) as the current decays. At 1.2 V the shift in Ekin

saturates after ∼30 min, as the current has reached a value
below <10 μA (see Figure S3 in the Supporting Information).
At 2.2 V the current decays to zero after ∼30−45 min
(depending on cycling protocol), and Ekin returns to its initial
value (see the black spectra in Figure 3).

The Relationship between Kinetic Energy Shifts and
Electrochemical Reactions in a LIB. For a LIB only ϕ of the
electrodes will be changed before the onset of a (de)lithiation
reaction. In this case, the electrodes will behave as ideal
polarizable electrodes (no charge transfer), and a change of
electrode voltage will result in the buildup of an EDL at the
solid/liquid interface. This gives an electrostatic potential
difference between the WE and the electrolyte, and a shift in
the kinetic energy of the electrolyte APPES peak by 1 eV/V
can be expected.
During (de)lithiation, charge transfer (of Li-ions) occurs

over the electrode/electrolyte interface, and both ϕ and μ can
be changed of both phases. In this case a shift in Ekin of 1 eV/V
for the electrolyte photoelectron peaks cannot generally be
expected, as the faradaic reactions will dominate the
equilibrium at the interface.27,30−32 A deviation from a 1 eV/
V slope was also seen in our previous measurements of Cu and
Au during lithiation.28 In this section we seek to further
understand the interfacial potential differences during charge

Figure 3. C 1s spectra measured during a full cycle of LTO using (a)
CC cycling with a potential hold at 1.2 and 2.2 V and (b) using CP
cycling. The color scale follows the voltage, where dark and light
colors correspond to high and low voltage, respectively. A dashed line
indicates the position of the PC carbonate peak at OCV (2.2 V).

Figure 4. Kinetic energy of the carbonate peak in the PC solvent. The upper panel shows the results obtained during lithiation, and the lower panel
the results obtained during delithiation. The different columns show CC cycling with (a) varying voltage or (b) varying current and CP cycling with
(c) varying current or (d) varying voltage.
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transfer by evaluating the shifts in Ekin using different cycling
conditions.
To investigate the deviation from the 1 eV/V shift in Ekin

during (de)lithiation, additional measurements with different
cycling conditions are performed on the (de)lithiation plateau.
The aim is to evaluate if the shift in Ekin depends on the
applied current and/or overpotential during (de)lithiation.
Four different cases are evaluated during both lithiation and
delithiation, as presented in Figure 4. In the first case (Figure
4a) the current is kept constant, and the effect of a change in
voltage during cycling is evaluated. A high C-rate (1 C) is used
since this gives rise to higher overpotentials and thus a larger
variation in voltage during (de)lithiation. In the second case
(Figure 4b) the effect of changing the constant current is
evaluated. A total of five different C-rates are applied during
the (de)lithiation plateau, ranging from 1 C to C/16. The
APPES measurements are performed at the beginning of the
(de)lithiation plateau (where the voltage is most stable) for all
C-rates. However, due to polarization effects the voltage still
varies slightly: from 1.51 to 1.56 V during lithiation and from
1.57 to 1.62 V during delithiation (the highest overpotential
corresponds to the highest C-rate). Also, two cases using a CP
protocol are evaluated. In Figure 4c measurements are
performed during current decay after a change in applied
voltage. In this case the effect of a change in current can be
evaluate for a fixed WE voltage. Finally, different overpotentials
are applied (Figure 4d) during (de)lithiation.
As can be seen from the results presented in Figure 4, none

of these changes in current/voltage cause a notable change in
Ekin of the electrolyte APPES peaks while LTO undergoes a
phase transformation at the (de)lithiation plateau. This is a
different behavior compared to the results of the relaxation
af ter (de)lithiation, where it was seen that the peaks shifted
with time as the current decayed (see Figure 2 and Figure S3
in the Supporting Information).
To thoroughly evaluate the relation between shifts in Ekin

and WE voltage during a complete charge/discharge cycle of
LTO, all spectra presented in Figure 3 and 4 are curve fitted. A
few examples are shown in Figure 5, while curve fits for all
measurements are shown in Figures S4−S7 in the Supporting
Information. Since the PC molecule consists of four carbon

atoms in three different chemical environments, the C 1s
spectra of pure PC will consist of three different C 1s peaks
with an intensity ratio of 1:2:1.7,44 These are represented by
purple peaks. In order to accurately fit the spectra, peaks
corresponding to adventitious carbon bonded to hydrogen
and/or oxygen are also needed (gray peaks). Such compounds
are commonly seen for LIB electrolyte drops.7,8,33 From the
curve fits it can be seen that the PC peak stemming from the
carbonate group (marked with dashed lines in Figure 5) is the
only peak that does not overlap with an adventitious carbon
peak. Hence, this peak position is not affected by surface
carbons and is exclusively representative of Ekin for the
electrolyte solvent. The PC carbonate group is therefore used
to track shifts in Ekin of the electrolyte solvent as a function of
WE voltage.
In Figure 6, Ekin of the PC carbonate peak is shown as a

function of WE voltage. A black line with slope 1 eV/V,
starting from the kinetic energy measured at OCV (2.2 V), is
included as a guide to the eye. This line corresponds to the
expected behavior for pure EDL charging. Data points
measured during charge and discharge are shown in blue and
red, respectively. Considering first the measurements per-
formed during CC cycling (Figure 6a), it can be seen that Ekin
is essentially constant during the (de)lithiation plateau located
around ∼1.55 V. For CC cycling, APPES measurements can in
principle only be performed at the cutoff voltages and during
the voltage plateau, as the voltage changes very rapidly when
no redox reactions occur. However, it can still be seen that the
difference in Ekin between OCV and the onset of lithiation
roughly corresponds to a shift of 1 eV/V, since the black line
passes close to the first points during lithiation (at 1.55 V).
During and after lithiation (1.55−1.2 V), the measured shift in
Ekin is smaller compared to the 1 eV/V line.
Looking at the data points from the CP cycling (Figure 6b),

it is possible to get a better picture of the behavior over the full
voltage region. At the beginning of the charge, before the onset
of lithiation (voltage region 2.2−1.6 V), the ratio between the
shift in Ekin and the applied WE voltage is close to 1 eV/V (i.e.,
measurement points follow the black line). This is expected for
pure EDL charging.19,20,24,25,28,29 However, during and after
lithiation, the shifts are clearly smaller than 1 eV/V. During
discharge the shift in Ekin is initially roughly reversed. After the
delithiation plateau, the shift in Ekin is significantly smaller
compared to the same voltage region (1.8−2.2 V) during the
charge. The different behavior in this voltage region is believed
to be related to the delithiation reaction occurring during
discharge, while only EDL charging occurs during charge.
Possible explanations for the different behaviors are further
discussed below.

A Suggested Model to Explain the Shifts in Kinetic
Energy during Charge Transfer of Li-Ions. The deviation
from a 1 eV/V slope implies that when the WE voltage (i.e.,
μ̅e
WE) is changed during charge transfer, μ̅e

el of the probed
electrolyte also changes. The measured shift in μ̅e

el (vs the RE)
can have several possible explanations, including an iR-drop
over the electrolyte, a change in μe

el (due to, e.g., ion
concentration gradients or a reduction of the electrolyte), or
a change of ϕel when charge transfer occurs at the WE/
electrolyte interface.
If the deviation from a 1 eV/V slope was due to an iR-drop,

the slope would primarily be affected by the current. In this
case, a CC measurement should result in the same slope
regardless of voltage. This is not the case, as seen in Figure 6a.

Figure 5. Curve fitted C 1s spectra measured at different constant
potentials during charge. Dots show data points and solid lines the
total curve fit. The vertical dashed lines indicate the kinetic energy of
the PC carbonate peak.
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In addition, a varying current during charge transfer (see
Figure 4b and c) does not appear to affect Ekin. Thus, an iR-
drop cannot consistently explain the measured results.
If the shift in μ̅e

el was due to an ion concentration gradient in
the electrolyte as a result of Li-ion (de)intercalation at the
interface, the effect should be most prominent for large
currents (i.e., high rate of reaction). However, for our system
the reaction rate is expected to be limited by Li diffusion in the
WE bulk, and the Li-ion concentration in the electrolyte would
equilibrate quickly (see note S5 in the Supporting
Information). The deviation from a 1 eV/V slope can neither
be related to electrolyte reduction and the following change of
the electrolyte composition, as this should occur at reduction
potentials characteristic of the electrolyte (typically below 1
V2,45). This is not where the deviation from the 1 eV/V slope
is observed. Thus, a change in μe

el can also be disregarded as an
explanation of the results.
Instead, a decreased slope of Ekin as a function of WE voltage

is observed at the reduction potential of the WE, in both these
and previous results.33 In this manner, the only plausible
explanation we can suggest for the deviation from a 1 eV/V
shift in Ekin is that ϕ

el is changed when charge transfer occurs at
the WE/electrolyte interface.
In our previous study we proposed a model to understand

the shifts in ϕel, based on the equilibration of Li-ions over the
WE/electrolyte interface.33 Based on the new results in this
study, we further elaborate on this model and continue the
discussion to also include the change of the Li chemical
potential of the WE.
In a LIB, the electrolyte is an ion conductor but an electron

insulator. In this manner, equilibration of electrons cannot be
achieved at the electrode/electrolyte interface, but Li-ion
equilibrium can be established during charge transfer (i.e.,
during (de)lithiation) if given sufficient time. In the case of Li-
ion equilibrium between the WE surface and the probed
electrolyte, μ̅Li+

WE = μ̅Li+
el holds.27 This can be assumed if the

redox reaction is occurring at limiting current conditions, set
by the bulk diffusion of Li in LTO.
The movement of Li-ions over the interface can cause

changes in both chemical and electrostatic potential of both

phases. However, for an electrolyte with a high Li-ion
concentration and high Li-ion mobility, the electrolyte
composition can be assumed constant (i.e., Δμeel = ΔμLi+

el =
0). In this case a change in electrochemical potential will only
stem from a change in ϕel, and Δμ̅eel can be linked to Δμ̅Li+

el (see
eq 1, where z = −1 for e− and z = 1 for Li+):

μ ϕ μΔ ̅ = Δ = −Δ ̅+Li
el el

e
el

(3)

From operando APPES, Δμ̅eel can be measured (eq 2). Further,
by using eq 2 in eq 3, we would in the case of Li-ion
equilibrium (Δμ̅Li+

WE = ΔμLi+
el ) between the WE surface and the

probed electrolyte get

μ μΔ ̅ = Δ ̅ = − − × Δ − Δ+ + V E( 1 )Li
WE

Li
el

kin (4)

From thermodynamics we can write the Li chemical potential
as the sum of the electrochemical potential of the Li-ion and
the electron, Δμ̅Li = Δμ̅Li = Δμ̅Li+ + Δμ̅e,27 and for Li-ion
equilibrium between the WE surface and the probed
electrolyte we arrive at (see also note S4b)

μ μ μ μ μ

μ

Δ = Δ ̅ + Δ ̅ = Δ ̅ + Δ ̅ =

= − − × Δ − Δ + − × Δ → Δ

= −Δ

+ +

V E V

E

( 1 ) ( 1 )
Li
WE

Li
WE

e
WE

Li
el

e
WE

kin Li
WE

kin (5)

As noted, eq 5 only holds for the assumption of Li-ion
equilibrium. During nonequilibrium it is possible that |Δμ̅Li+

WE| >
| Δμ̅Li+

el | since Δμ̅Li+
WE will change immediately upon a change in

ϕWE. Depending on the Li-ion mobility in the electrolyte, it
may take some time for the electrolyte to respond to this
change and re-establish equilibrium. However, this process is
in our case expected to be fast due to the high Li+

concentration and high Li+ mobility in the electrolyte. Thus,
it is reasonable to assume that practical equilibrium of the Li-
ions at the WE/electrolyte interface can be achieved at limiting
current conditions. In addition, even if Li-ion equilibrium is
not achieved, the strive toward equilibrium would still be the
driving force causing a change in ϕel.

Applying the Model to Interpret the Operando
APPES Results of LTO. Relating the operando APPES results

Figure 6. Kinetic energy of the PC carbonate peak as a function of WE voltage during (a) CC cycling and (b) CP cycling. Blue markers are
measured during charge and red markers during discharge. A black line corresponding to a slope of 1 eV/V, starting from the OCV value (black
star), is included as a guide. The error of Ekin is estimated from the standard deviation of the measurement points measured at the same potential
and is included in the marker size (<0.01 eV).
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of LTO to the suggested model, eq 5 implies that if the
measured Ekin of the electrolyte APPES peaks is constant, the
Li chemical potential of the WE (μLi

WE) is also constant. This is
seen for LTO at the (de)lithiation plateau and is in agreement
with the thermodynamically predicted constant chemical
potential during a first-order phase transition.34,35,38 During a
first-order phase transition, μWE is constant for all species,37,38

and only ϕWE is changed when the WE voltage is changed
during lithiation (by applying an overpotential). In this case
the change in electrochemical potential of electrons and Li-
ions is directly related through −μ̅eWE = Δμ̅Li+

WE = ΔϕWE. To re-
establish Li-ion equilibrium between the WE surface and the
electrolyte when the WE voltage is changed, Δμ̅Li+

el = Δμ̅Li+
WE

needs to be fulfilled. Since μLi+ and μe of both phases are
constant during phase equilibrium, this gives Δϕel = ΔϕWE.
Consequently, Δμ̅eWE and Δμ̅eel will also be equal (since it is
only affected by Δϕ). This is schematically illustrated in Figure
7a.
If also the chemical potential of the WE is changed during

lithiation (e.g., during a single phase reaction), this
contribution to μ̅WE will counteract ΔϕWE for Li+, while it
will add to ΔϕWE for the electron, due to the opposite charges.
In this case, there is no direct correlation between Δμ̅eWE and
Δμ̅Li+

WE. Consequently, the shift in Δμ̅eel will not be equal to
Δμ̅eWE. This case is illustrated in Figure 7b. It should be noted
that the orange arrows (Δϕ) in the WE have the same
magnitude, while the magnitude of the blue arrows (Δμ) for
Li+ and e− can be different. Depending on the ratio between
Δμ and Δϕ, this will give a different slope of Ekin as a function
of WE voltage.
The presented model can also be used to explain the

different slopes seen in Figure 6 for charge/discharge based on
the (de)lithiation mechanism. Since the Li-ions strive to
establish equilibrium at the WE/electrolyte interface, Δμ̅Li+

el will
be affected by Δμ̅Li+

WE at the WE surface. Any gradients in Δμ̅Li+
WE

in the bulk WE will not be seen by APPES. During lithiation,
the active material closest to the electrolyte will quickly
undergo the phase transition from spinel Li4Ti5O12 to rock-salt
Li7Ti5O12.

38 After this, μLi
WE remains constant at the WE

surface, as the phase transformation continues into the bulk. In
this region, Ekin is essentially constant (particularly visible
during CC charging, see Figure 6a). The close to constant Ekin

agrees with a phase equilibrium and a constant chemical
potential of the WE according to eq 5. In this regard it can also
be noted that the deviation of the applied/measured voltage
from the standard equilibrium potential (1.55 V) directly
represents the overpotential (η) of the reaction.
Below the first lithiation plateau (1.4−1.2 V), lithiation of

the rock-salt phase can continue toward Li9Ti5O12. In this case
μLi
WE can change as more Li is intercalated into a single phase,

giving rise to a shift in Ekin as the WE voltage is decreased.
Assuming Li-ion equilibrium also in this region, the slope of
∼0.5 eV/V would signify that the change in applied voltage
corresponds to both a change in overpotential and a change in
Li chemical potential of the WE. The latter parameter can be
estimated from eq 5, and the overpotential then corresponds to
the deviation from the equilibrium potential at nonstandard
conditions, according to the Nernst equation.27

During discharge the cycling is initially reversed, with
lithium deintercalation from the rock-salt phase followed by
the phase transition back from rock-salt to spinel. After the
phase transition is completed, final delithiation of the spinel
phase occurs. In this case, delithiation does not occur instantly
but depends on the rate at which Li can diffuse out from the
bulk of the WE. In this case a gradual change of Li
concentration at the WE surface can be expected, which
would correspond to a gradual change in μLi

WE during discharge.
This can explain the shifts in Ekin as measured by operando
APPES in this region.
A similar explanation can be used for the behavior during

relaxation at the cutoff voltages (1.2 and 2.2 V). As the applied
voltage to the WE is kept constant, μ̅e

WE is constant. However,
as the (de)lithiation becomes complete, μe

WE can be changed
followed by an equal change in ϕWE (in order to keep μ̅e

WE

constant). Similarly, μLi+
WE can be changed, and together with a

change in ϕWE this will alter μ̅Li+
WE. This in turn affects the Li-ion

equilibrium between the WE and the electrolyte. Thus, the
shift in Ekin seen during current relaxation at the cutoff voltages
can also be explained by a change in μLi

WE. Alternatively, if
(de)lithiation is fully completed and a redox couple no longer
exists at the WE/electrolyte interface, a shift in Ekin can also be
a result of the relaxation of Δϕel (driven by the Li-ion
equilibrium) when charge transfer no longer occurs.

Figure 7. Schematic illustration of possible shifts in the electrochemical potential of Li+ and e when charge transfer/lithiation occurs during (a) a
phase transition or (b) a single phase reaction. Shifts stemming from a change in ϕ are illustrated with orange arrows, while shifts stemming from a
change in μ are illustrated with blue arrows. The shifts are illustrated with an arbitrary magnitude. During nonequilibrium it should be noted that
μ̅Li+ may not be constant in the phases.
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■ SUMMARY
In Figure 8 a summary of the results for the operando APPES
measurements during a full charge−discharge cycle of LTO is
shown. The figure displays the data points measured during
constant potential cycling and shows the kinetic energy of the
PC carbonate APPES peak (left axis) and the WE voltage
(right axis) as a function of time. The cycling is initiated by
EDL charging until the reduction potential of LTO is reached.
In this first EDL region only ϕWE is changed, and the interface
shows ideal polarizable behavior with a shift in Ekin of 1 eV/V.
When the voltage is decreased below 1.55 V, lithiation begins,
and LTO undergoes a phase transition (spinel to rock-salt).
During the phase transition, the chemical potential of the WE
remains constant, and a change in WE voltage during the phase
transition will stem from a change in ϕWE. During (Li-ion)
charge transfer the Li-ions in the electrolyte strive to achieve
Li-ion equilibrium with the WE surface and will thereby try to
follow any changes in μ̅Li+

WE. This gives an essentially constant
Ekin in this region. After the phase transformation is completed,
lithiation of the single rock-salt phase can continue. In this case
both μe

WE and ϕWE can be changed. The shift in Ekin measured
in this region will depend on the relative magnitude of the
shifts in μe

WE and ϕWE, as illustrated in Figure 7b. The total shift
in Ekin during (de)lithiation can be used to estimate the shift in
μLi
WE according to eq 5. During discharge the rock-salt phase is

first delithiated, followed by the phase transition back to the
spinel. A similar behavior as during lithiation is seen here. After
the phase transformation the final Li will gradually diffuse out
through the WE surface, giving an additional single phase
region. Finally, after the material is completely delithiated, a
relaxation of the shift in ϕel back to its initial value is seen.

■ CONCLUSION
In this work we have used operando APPES to probe a liquid
LIB electrolyte during cycling of a LTO WE. The shift in Ekin
of the (thick) electrolyte is measured versus the WE Fermi
level. In this way the changes in the electron electrochemical
potential difference between the probed electrolyte and the
WE can be followed. Different cycling protocols are used to
evaluate the effect of current and/or applied overpotential on
the electron electrochemical potential difference. When no
charge transfer occurs, the WE/electrolyte interface behaves as

an ideal polarizable interface, and a shift in Ekin of the
electrolyte APPES peaks of 1 eV per applied voltage is seen.
However, during charge transfer the shift in Ekin deviates from
the 1 eV/V slope. The results show that during the phase
transition of LTO (around 1.55 V), Ekin of the probed
electrolyte is very stable and does not change when the current
or voltage is changed. At the end of charge/discharge of LTO,
when instead a single phase is (de)lithiated, a shift in Ekin is
seen, but it is significantly lower than 1 eV/V. We suggest a
model to explain this based on the equilibration of Li-ions over
the WE/electrolyte interface. Further, if the reaction rate is
limited by Li diffusion in the bulk WE rather than Li-ion
transport in the electrolyte, the shifts in Ekin of the electrolyte
APPES peaks can be used to assess the change in Li chemical
potential of the WE surface. Thus, by probing the electrolyte
during charge transfer, the (de)lithiation mechanism of the WE
can be studied. In this way, operando APPES can be a highly
useful tool to gain further knowledge concerning the interfacial
properties that influence the charge transfer kinetics and phase
transitions occurring during cycling of LIBs.

■ ASSOCIATED CONTENT
*sı Supporting Information
The Supporting Information is available free of charge at
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsami.1c12465.

Electrochemical cycling of pouch cells; schematic
illustration of the APPES electrochemical cell; assump-
tions made for the experimental setup; measuring
potential differences by APPES; relaxation of the current
at 1.2 V; curve fits of APPES measurements; O 1s
spectra (PDF)

■ AUTHOR INFORMATION
Corresponding Author

Ida Källquist − Department of Physics and Astronomy,
Uppsala University, 751 20 Uppsala, Sweden; orcid.org/
0000-0001-8333-0088; Email: ida.kallquist@physics.uu.se

Authors
Tove Ericson − Department of Chemistry-Ångström, Uppsala
University, 751 20 Uppsala, Sweden

Figure 8. Kinetic energy of the PC carbonate peak (purple dots, left axis) and the LTO WE voltage (black line, right axis) as a function of
measurement time. The LTO reduction potential (red dotted line) is added as a guide. The different processes occurring during charge/discharge
are indicated by regions separated by black dashed lines.

ACS Applied Materials & Interfaces www.acsami.org Research Article

https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.1c12465
ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2022, 14, 6465−6475

6473

https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsami.1c12465?goto=supporting-info
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsami.1c12465/suppl_file/am1c12465_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Ida+Ka%CC%88llquist"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8333-0088
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8333-0088
mailto:ida.kallquist@physics.uu.se
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Tove+Ericson"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Fredrik+Lindgren"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsami.1c12465?fig=fig8&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsami.1c12465?fig=fig8&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsami.1c12465?fig=fig8&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsami.1c12465?fig=fig8&ref=pdf
www.acsami.org?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.1c12465?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as


Fredrik Lindgren − Department of Physics and Astronomy
and Department of Chemistry-Ångström, Uppsala University,
751 20 Uppsala, Sweden

Heyin Chen − Department of Chemistry-Ångström, Uppsala
University, 751 20 Uppsala, Sweden

Andrey Shavorskiy − MAX IV Laboratory, Lund University,
225 94 Lund, Sweden; orcid.org/0000-0002-7517-5089

Julia Maibach − Institute for Applied Materials (IAM),
Karlsruhe Institute of Technology (KIT), 76344 Eggenstein-
Leopoldshafen, Germany; orcid.org/0000-0003-1339-
7804

Maria Hahlin − Department of Physics and Astronomy and
Department of Chemistry-Ångström, Uppsala University, 751
20 Uppsala, Sweden; orcid.org/0000-0002-5680-1216

Complete contact information is available at:
https://pubs.acs.org/10.1021/acsami.1c12465

Notes
The authors declare no competing financial interest.

■ ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
We gratefully acknowledge the Swedish Energy Agency
(40495-1), Swedish Research Council (2020-04512, 2018-
06465, 2016-03545), and STandUP for Energy for funding the
research presented in this article. In addition, J.M. gratefully
acknowledges funding from the German Federal Ministry of
Education and Research (FKZ 03XP0131). We acknowledge
MAX IV Laboratory for time on Beamline HIPPIE under
Proposal 20200419. Research conducted at MAX IV, a
Swedish national user facility, is supported by the Swedish
Research council under contract 2018-07152, the Swedish
Governmental Agency for Innovation Systems under contract
2018-04969, and Formas under contract 2019-02496. The
authors also thank Suyun Zhu for his assistance at the HIPPIE
beamline, William Brant for valuable input on language and
readability, and Leif Nyholm, Erik Berg, and Fredrik Björefors
for valuable discussions on electrochemistry. This work
contributes to the research performed at CELEST (Center
for Electrochemical Energy Storage Ulm-Karlsruhe).

■ REFERENCES
(1) Philippe, B.; Hahlin, M.; Edstrom, K.; Gustafsson, T.; Siegbahn,
H.; Rensmo, H. Photoelectron Spectroscopy for Lithium Battery
Interface Studies. J. Electrochem. Soc. 2016, 163 (2), A178−A191.
(2) Verma, P.; Maire, P.; Novak, P. A Review of the Features and
Analyses of the Solid Electrolyte Interphase in Li-Ion Batteries.
Electrochim. Acta 2010, 55 (22), 6332−6341.
(3) Arble, C.; Jia, M.; Newberg, J. T. Lab-Based Ambient Pressure X-
Ray Photoelectron Spectroscopy from Past to Present. Surf. Sci. Rep.
2018, 73 (2), 37−57.
(4) Shavorskiy, A.; Karslioglu, O.; Zegkinoglou, I.; Bluhm, H.
Synchrotron-Based Ambient Pressure X-Ray Photoelectron Spectros-
copy. Synchrotron Radiation News 2014, 27 (2), 14−23.
(5) Takagi, Y.; Nakamura, T.; Yu, L.; Chaveanghong, S.; Sekizawa,
O.; Sakata, T.; Uruga, T.; Tada, M.; Iwasawa, Y.; Yokoyama, T. X-Ray
Photoelectron Spectroscopy under Real Ambient Pressure Con-
ditions. Applied Physics Express 2017, 10 (7), 076603.
(6) Maibach, J.; Xu, C.; Eriksson, S. K.; Åhlund, J.; Gustafsson, T.;
Siegbahn, H.; Rensmo, H.; Edström, K.; Hahlin, M. A High Pressure
X-Ray Photoelectron Spectroscopy Experimental Method for
Characterization of Solid-Liquid Interfaces Demonstrated with a Li-
Ion Battery System. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2015, 86 (4), 044101.
(7) Maibach, J.; Källquist, I.; Andersson, M.; Urpelainen, S.;
Edström, K.; Rensmo, H.; Siegbahn, H.; Hahlin, M. Probing a Battery

Electrolyte Drop with Ambient Pressure Photoelectron Spectroscopy.
Nat. Commun. 2019, 10 (1), 3080.
(8) Dietrich, P. M.; Gehrlein, L.; Maibach, J.; Thissen, A. Probing
Lithium-Ion Battery Electrolytes with Laboratory near-Ambient
Pressure Xps. Crystals 2020, 10 (11), 1056.
(9) Kaya, S.; Ogasawara, H.; Näslund, L.-Å.; Forsell, J.-O.;
Casalongue, H. S.; Miller, D. J.; Nilsson, A. Ambient-Pressure
Photoelectron Spectroscopy for Heterogeneous Catalysis and Electro-
chemistry. Catal. Today 2013, 205, 101−105.
(10) Zhu, S.; Scardamaglia, M.; Kundsen, J.; Sankari, R.; Tarawneh,
H.; Temperton, R.; Pickworth, L.; Cavalca, F.; Wang, C.; Tissot, H.;
Weissenrieder, J.; Hagman, B.; Gustafson, J.; Kaya, S.; Lindgren, F.;
Kallquist, I.; Maibach, J.; Hahlin, M.; Boix, V.; Gallo, T.; Rehman, F.;
D’Acunto, G.; Schnadt, J.; Shavorskiy, A. Hippie: A New Platform for
Ambient-Pressure X-Ray Photoelectron Spectroscopy at the Max Iv
Laboratory. J. Synchrotron Radiat 2021, 28 (2), 624−636.
(11) Glans, P.-A.; Liu, Y.-S.; Crumlin, E.; Yang, W.; Warwick, T.;
Hussain, Z.; Guo, J. An Advanced Materials Beamline for Energy
Research (Amber). Synchrotron Radiation News 2017, 30 (2), 41−43.
(12) Grass, M. E.; Karlsson, P. G.; Aksoy, F.; Lundqvist, M.;
Wannberg, B.; Mun, B. S.; Hussain, Z.; Liu, Z. New Ambient Pressure
Photoemission Endstation at Advanced Light Source Beamline 9.3.2.
Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2010, 81 (5), 053106.
(13) Novotny, Z.; Aegerter, D.; Comini, N.; Tobler, B.; Artiglia, L.;
Maier, U.; Moehl, T.; Fabbri, E.; Huthwelker, T.; Schmidt, T. J.;
Ammann, M.; van Bokhoven, J. A.; Raabe, J.; Osterwalder, J. Probing
the Solid-Liquid Interface with Tender X Rays: A New Ambient-
Pressure X-Ray Photoelectron Spectroscopy Endstation at the Swiss
Light Source. Review of scientific instruments 2020, 91 (2), 023103.
(14) Salmeron, M.; Schlögl, R. Ambient Pressure Photoelectron
Spectroscopy: A New Tool for Surface Science and Nanotechnology.
Surf. Sci. Rep. 2008, 63 (4), 169−199.
(15) Wu, C. H.; Weatherup, R. S.; Salmeron, M. B. Probing
Electrode/Electrolyte Interfaces in Situ by X-Ray Spectroscopies: Old
Methods, New Tricks. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2015, 17 (45),
30229−30239.
(16) Crumlin, E. J.; Liu, Z.; Bluhm, H.; Yang, W.; Guo, J.; Hussain,
Z. X-Ray Spectroscopy of Energy Materials under in Situ/Operando
Conditions. J. Electron Spectrosc. Relat. Phenom. 2015, 200, 264−273.
(17) Trotochaud, L.; Head, A. R.; Karslioglu, O.; Kyhl, L.; Bluhm,
H. Ambient Pressure Photoelectron Spectroscopy: Practical Consid-
erations and Experimental Frontiers. J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 2017,
29 (5), 053002.
(18) Starr, D. E.; Favaro, M.; Abdi, F. F.; Bluhm, H.; Crumlin, E. J.;
van de Krol, R. Combined Soft and Hard X-Ray Ambient Pressure
Photoelectron Spectroscopy Studies of Semiconductor/Electrolyte
Interfaces. J. Electron Spectrosc. Relat. Phenom. 2017, 221, 106−115.
(19) Axnanda, S.; Crumlin, E. J.; Mao, B.; Rani, S.; Chang, R.;
Karlsson, P. G.; Edwards, M. O. M.; Lundqvist, M.; Moberg, R.; Ross,
P.; Hussain, Z.; Liu, Z. Using “Tender” X-Ray Ambient Pressure X-
Ray Photoelectron Spectroscopy as a Direct Probe of Solid-Liquid
Interface. Sci. Rep. 2015, 5, 9788.
(20) Ali-Löytty, H.; Louie, M. W.; Singh, M. R.; Li, L.; Sanchez
Casalongue, H. G.; Ogasawara, H.; Crumlin, E. J.; Liu, Z.; Bell, A. T.;
Nilsson, A.; Friebel, D. Ambient-Pressure Xps Study of a Ni−Fe
Electrocatalyst for the Oxygen Evolution Reaction. J. Phys. Chem. C
2016, 120 (4), 2247−2253.
(21) Favaro, M.; Jeong, B.; Ross, P. N.; Yano, J.; Hussain, Z.; Liu, Z.;
Crumlin, E. J. Unravelling the Electrochemical Double Layer by
Direct Probing of the Solid/Liquid Interface. Nat. Commun. 2016, 7,
12695.
(22) Favaro, M.; Abdi, F. F.; Crumlin, E. J.; Liu, Z.; van de Krol, R.;
Starr, D. E. Interface Science Using Ambient Pressure Hard X-Ray
Photoelectron Spectroscopy. Surfaces 2019, 2 (1), 78−99.
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