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Difluoroester solvent toward fast-rate anion-
intercalation lithium metal batteries under
extreme conditions

Yao Wang1,3, Shuyu Dong2,3, Yifu Gao1, Pui-Kit Lee2, Yao Tian1, Yuefeng Meng1,
Xia Hu1, Xin Zhao1, Baohua Li 1, Dong Zhou 1 & Feiyu Kang1

Anion-intercalation lithiummetal batteries (AILMBs) are appealing due to their
low cost and fast intercalation/de-intercalation kinetics of graphite cathodes.
However, the safety and cycliability of existing AILMBs are constrained by the
scarcity of compatible electrolytes. Herein, we showcase that a difluoroester
can be applied as electrolyte solvent to realize high-performance AILMBs,
which not only endows high oxidation resistance, but also efficiently tunes the
solvation shell to enable highly reversible and kinetically fast cathode reaction
beyond the trifluoro counterpart. The difluoroester-based electrolyte
demonstrates nonflammability, high ionic conductivity, and electrochemical
stability, alongwith excellent electrode compatibility. The Li| |graphite AILMBs
reach a high durability of 10000 cycles with only a 0.00128% capacity loss per
cycle under fast-cycling of 1 A g−1, and retain ~63% of room-temperature
capacity when discharging at −65 °C, meanwhile supply stable power output
under deformation and overcharge conditions. The electrolyte design paves a
promising path toward fast-rate, low-temperature, durable, and safe AILMBs.

Facing formidable environmental challenge, substantial progress in
battery technology is paramount for enabling a transformative shift in
energy paradigms, ultimately aiming for a society with reduced carbon
footprints. As a promising candidate for next-generation battery sys-
tem that offers higher energy density, lithium (Li) metal batteries
(LMBs) are highly pursued owing to the unparalleled theoretical spe-
cific capacity (3860mAh g−1) and the lowest redox potential (−3.04 V
vs. standard hydrogen electrode) of Li metal anodes1–3. However, the
practical implementation of LMBs has been plagued by the prevailing
transitionmetaloxide-based cathodes, whichnot only suffer fromhigh
costs and raise concerns of an economically and geopolitically con-
strained supply, but also exhibit sluggish intercalation/de-intercalation
kinetics and limited lifespan arising from cathode structure dete-
rioration (e.g., transition metal dissolution, gas evolution)4. The later
issues will be further exacerbated under fast-rate and low-temperature
operating conditions2. Therefore, it is essential to eliminate transition

metal elements from cathode materials and thus, re-design battery
chemistry for the developments of LMBs. In this regard, anion-
intercalation LMBs (AILMB) have emerged by replacing the Li+-hosting
transition-metal oxide cathodes with cost-efficient graphitic carbons
as anion hosts5,6. In contrast to the “rocking-chair” mechanism in tra-
ditional LMBs based on transition-metal oxide cathodes, the simulta-
neous redox process on both the anion-intercalation cathode and
cation-plating anode in AILMBs potentially weakens the de-solvation
barrier, endowing this battery system with fast-rate and low-
temperature characteristics7. However, the high operating voltage (5
V-class vs. Li/Li+) of the anion-intercalation chemistry at graphite
cathodes causes irreversible side reactions with conventional electro-
lytes, leading to the formation of high-resistance cathode|electrolyte
interphase (CEI) on the cathode surface which seriously inhibits anion
insertion8–10. Moreover, the substantial and repeated cathode volume
change (>130%) and the co-intercalation of solvent molecules trigger

Received: 12 January 2024

Accepted: 13 June 2024

Check for updates

1Tsinghua Shenzhen International Graduate School, Tsinghua University, Shenzhen 518055, China. 2School of Energy and Environment, City University of
Hong Kong, Hong Kong SAR 999077, China. 3These authors contributed equally: Yao Wang, Shuyu Dong. e-mail: zhou.d@sz.tsinghua.edu.cn;
fykang@tsinghua.edu.cn

Nature Communications |         (2024) 15:5408 1

12
34

56
78

9
0
()
:,;

12
34

56
78

9
0
()
:,;

http://orcid.org/0000-0002-4876-2659
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-4876-2659
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-4876-2659
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-4876-2659
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-4876-2659
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2578-7124
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2578-7124
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2578-7124
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2578-7124
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2578-7124
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1038/s41467-024-49795-9&domain=pdf
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1038/s41467-024-49795-9&domain=pdf
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1038/s41467-024-49795-9&domain=pdf
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1038/s41467-024-49795-9&domain=pdf
mailto:zhou.d@sz.tsinghua.edu.cn
mailto:fykang@tsinghua.edu.cn


an exfoliation of graphite layers during cycling, significantly deterior-
ating the graphite cathode structure11. As for the Li metal anode, the
fragile solid electrolyte interphase (SEI) and uncontrollable dendrite
growth during cycling results in low Coulombic efficiency (CE) and
even catastrophic safety issues (e.g., internal short circuit)3,12,13. These
drawbacks lead to the degraded cycle life and serious self-discharge in
existing AILMBs8,14.

Electrolyte engineering is promising for enhancing the electrode|
electrolyte compatibility, thereby achieving durable AILMBs. Ether-
based electrolytes have been widely employed in traditional LMBs due
to their relatively low reactivity with Limetal15,16. Nevertheless, they are
incompatible with anion-intercalation cathodes because of their
intrinsic oxidative instability at high voltage (<4 V vs. Li+/Li)15,17. In
contrast, linear carbonates represented by ethyl methyl carbonate
(EMC) endow a reversible anion intercalation/deintercalation on gra-
phite cathode in AILMBs. However, the safety concerns originating
from their high flammability, the insufficient stability of linear carbo-
nates toward Li metal anode together with solvent co-intercalation on
the cathode, remain to be solved18,19. Although applying high-
concentration salt can alleviate above issues via reducing the propor-
tion of free solvent molecules, the high salt cost along with high
viscosity and poor electrode wettability of such concentrated elec-
trolytes significantly restrict the application feasibility20,21. Recently,
ester solvents have been widely utilized to enhance the low-
temperature and fast-charging performance of Li-ion batteries bene-
fiting from their low freezing points and low viscosities22,23. However,
their poor compatibility with Li metal anode and limited oxidation
stability (<4.7 V vs. Li+/Li) greatly block their application in AILMBs24; to
the best of our knowledge, the esters have not been reported as a
solvent in AILMB system yet. Thereby, designing highly compatible
electrolyte systems for safe, durable, fast-charging, and low-
temperature AILMBs remains a significant challenge.

Herein, we systematically investigated a family of fluorinated
esters as the solvent for the electrolytes of AILMBs. Our findings reveal
that fluorination to ester molecules effectively enhances both the anti-
oxidative property and stability with Li anode. Unexpectedly, as ver-
ified by computational modeling and experimental results, compared
with the trifluoro (-CF3) counterpart, the difluoroester (-CHF2) effec-
tively attenuates the anion-solvent interactions, thereby reducing
corresponding anion de-solvation kinetic barrier and suppressing
solvent co-intercalation into graphite cathodes. This balanced elec-
trolyte design enables highly reversible and kinetically fast anion
intercalation. The difluoro 2,2-difluroethyl acetate (DFEA)-based elec-
trolyte demonstrates high ionic conductivity (7.2mS cm−1, 25 °C),
remarkable electrochemical stability (up to 5.5 V vs. Li+/Li), excellent
compatibility with the Li metal anode and high safety without com-
bustion concerns. Under fast-cycling condition of 1 A g−1, the as-
developedAILMB exhibits record-high durability of 10,000 cycleswith
a capacity retention of 88.0% (with negligible capacity fade of
0.00128% per cycle only), much beyond the reported LMBs based on
LiFePO4 (LFP) or LiNi0.8Co0.1Mn0.1O2 (NCM811) cathodes. More
importantly, this AILMB remains ~63%of room-temperature (RT, 25 °C)
capacity when discharging at −65 °C, and offers steady power output
of pouch cells under abusive conditions (e.g., deformation and over-
charge). This work represents a significant advancement in LMB per-
formance and is particularly advantageous for applications in extreme
conditions (e.g., fast-charging electric vehicles, aerospace and polar
region devices).

Results
Screenof ester solvents and investigationon anion-intercalation
It is known that despite the merits including appropriate dielectric
constant (6.02), low viscosity (0.45mPa s), and low melting point
(−84 °C)22, ethyl acetate (EA) exhibits large overpotential and poor Li
stability in LMBs originating from the high de-solvation energy and the

inability to form a protective SEI, respectively22. Besides, as seen from
inset of Fig. 1a, the 1.2M LiPF6 salt in EA electrolyte demonstrates high
flammability with a self-extinguishing time (SET) of 110 s g−1 due to the
high volatility of EA solvent. More seriously, the EA-based electrolyte
fails to support the anion-intercalation chemistry on the graphite
cathode. During the initial charging process at 20mAg−1 (0.2 C) in an
AIMIB, this electrolyte exhibits an abnormal charging profile, char-
acterized by a large irreversible charging capacity and an inability to
reach the cutoff voltage of 5.2 V, which can be attributed to the con-
tinuous electrolyte decomposition (Fig. 1b, left panel). No distinct
position change of the graphite (002) peak is observed in the X-ray
diffraction (XRD) pattern (Fig. 1b), suggesting a constant graphite
d(002) spacing (0.336 nm, Fig. 1c) caused by the blocked PF6

− anion
intercalation by the tick, non-uniform CEI as oxidative product of
electrolyte (5.7 to 8.1 nm, Fig. 1c). To tackle this issue, the terminal
methyl group (-CH3) of the EA molecule was functionalized to an
electron-withdrawing -CF3 group, thereby enhancing both the Li metal
compatibility and anti-oxidative stability (Fig. 1d). The as-obtained
1.2M LiPF6 salt in 2,2,2-trifluoroethyl acetate (TFEA) electrolyte deli-
vers nonflammable properties with a SET of 0 s (inset of Fig. 1d). Fur-
thermore, the TFEA-based electrolyte facilitates a reversible anion
intercalation into/de-intercalation from the graphite host, as evi-
denced by themultiple voltage plateaus on the charge-discharge curve
with a CE of 53.8% (the left panel of Fig. 1e) and redox peaks during the
initial cyclic voltammetry (CV) curve (Supplementary Fig. 1a). Notably,
the d(002) diffraction peak of graphite cathode progressively shifts to
23.9° (i.e., an interlayer spacing of 0.373 nm) upon charging to 5.2 V,
whereas for the fully discharged state, the appearance of a distinct
shoulder peak at lower angle implies incomplete PF6

− extraction or
graphite expansion caused by solvent co-intercalation (the right panel
of Fig. 1e and Supplementary Fig. 2). This phenomenonwas verified by
the irreversible lattice structure change of the distorted graphite
cathode after 1st cycle, even though a thinner (~2.8 nm) and more
uniform CEI is formed compared to the EA-based electrolyte (Fig. 1f).
As revealed by the in-depth X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy (XPS)
analysis, the graphite cathode after tested in EA electrolyte displays
increasing amounts of organic species including C-O, C =O, ROCO2Li
and Li2CO3 (Supplementary Fig. 3a), as the accumulated decomposi-
tion products of EA solvent. Besides, large amounts of LiF and LixPOyFz
species are observed in the core F 1 s spectrum due to the LiPF6
decomposition (Supplementary Fig. 4a). In contrast, the TFEA elec-
trolyte achieves reduced amount of these components for the cycled
cathode (Supplementary Figs. 3b and 4b), confirming alleviated side
reactions between the electrolyte and graphite electrode.

Subsequently, the degree of fluorination was tuned by transi-
tioning from -CF3 groups to -CHF2, resulting in a more stable solvent,
DFEA (Fig. 1g). The asymmetric -CHF2 group contains a local dipole,
which enhances Li+ solvation and reduces PF6

− coordination compared
to the symmetric -CF3 group, as discussed later. The commonly used
fluoroethylene carbonate (FEC, 10wt%) was added to the 1.2M LiPF6
salt in DFEA electrolyte (Supplementary Fig. 5), henceforth referred to
as DFEA-based electrolyte. In addition to inheriting the high non-
flammability from the TFEA (inset of Fig. 1g), the DFEA-based electro-
lyte enables a reversible anion de-/intercalation process on the gra-
phite host (Supplementary Fig. 1b, c) with an improved CE of 82.0%
(the left panel of Fig. 1f). The interlayer spacing of the graphite cathode
expands to 0.370 nm at the fully charged state, and reversibly reverts
to 0.337 nm upon discharging to 3.0V (Fig. 1h and Supplementary
Fig. 2). This illustrates that the application of DFEA solvent efficiently
precludes solvent co-intercalation. The transmission electron micro-
scope (TEM) image shows that thehigh resistance ofDFEA tooxidation
contributes to an in situ construction of a uniform and thin (~1.4 nm)
CEI with reduced resistance for ion migration (Fig. 1i). The uniformity
stability of the formed CEI was further verified by the XPS depth pro-
filing, showing noobvious evolution in the LiF and LixPOyFz contents as
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the etching time was increased (Supplementary Fig. 4c). In addition,
amounts of products derived from solvent decomposition was sig-
nificantly reduced (Supplementary Fig. 3c). All these verify the super-
iority of DFEA in developing durable AILMBs.

Electrochemical performanceof the anion-intercalationLimetal
batteries
Li| |graphite AILMBs were assembled to assess their cycling perfor-
mance under a high cycling current density of 1 A g−1 (corresponding to
10C, 1 C = 100mAhg−1 based on the mass of graphite active material)
at 25 °C. Li| |LFP LMBsusing a commercial electrolyte of 1.2MLiPF6 salt
in ethylene carbonate (EC)/diethyl carbonate (DEC) (denoted as EC/
DEC electrolyte) were used for performance comparison (Fig. 2a). It is
seen that the Li| |LFP cell exhibits a 47.6% capacity retention after 3000
cycles (Supplementary Fig. 6), associating with a huge polarization
increase upon cycling (Supplementary Fig. 7a). The AILMB with TFEA
electrolyte delivers an initial discharge capacity of ~85.7mAhg−1, which
gradually declines to ~24.1mAh g−1 at the 500th cycle (Fig. 2a, b),
accompanied by a noticeable growing polarization (Supplementary
Fig. 7b) and lowCE. This short lifetime is primarily caused by structural
deterioration of graphite cathode (Supplementary Fig. 8a, seen from
the wrinkled thin sheets) caused by solvent co-intercalation. In sharp
contrast, the DFEA-based electrolyte effectively alleviates the rise in
cell polarization (Supplementary Fig. 7c), ensuring the preservation of
voltage platforms with minimal deviation upon cycling. Furthermore,
the average CE is as high as ~99.7% over 10,000 cycles, benefiting from

the protective effect of interphases on both the graphite cathode and
the Li metal anode. Notably, the cycled graphite electrode displays a
well-maintained structural integrity with laminar microstructure
(Supplementary Fig. 8b). Consequently, the AILMB operates stably for
10,000 cycles with a capacity retention of 88.0% and negligible capa-
city fade of 0.00128% per cycle. To the best of our knowledge, this
work shows improved fast-cycling stability compared to LMBs based
on LFP or NCM811 cathodes and other AILMBs (Supplementary
Table 1).

Furthermore, cells employing the DFEA-based electrolyte
demonstrate an exceptional rate performance (Fig. 2c and Supple-
mentary Fig. 9a), with retentions as high as ~93.0%, ~89.7%, and ~83.4%
of themaximumcapacity at 0.5 A g−1 when the cycling rate increases to
6A g−1, 7 A g−1, and 8A g−1, respectively (Fig. 2d). This remarkable ultra-
fast rate capability suggests that the PF6

–anion de-/intercalation pro-
cesses from/into the graphite cathode is facile and highly reversible in
the DFEA-based electrolyte. In contrast, the TFEA electrolyte provides
rapid capacity decay at current densities higher than 1 A g−1, associated
with an increased cell polarization (Supplementary Fig. 9b). Although
LFP-based LMB is capable of achieving higher capacities at low current
rates (i.e., 0.1–1 A g−1), the reversible capacity ismuch inferior to that of
AILMB when the current density exceeds 1.5 A g−1, with capacity
retention of only 39% and 36.5% at 7 A g−1 and 8A g−1, respectively
(Fig. 2c, d). The rapid capacity decay is ascribed to the growing cell
polarization with increased current density (Supplementary Fig. 9c).
The AILMB delivers a substantially shorter charging time of ~5.5min to
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Fig. 1 | Investigation of esters on anion-intercalation.Molecule structure and
characteristics of (a) EA, (d) TFEA and (g) DFEA. Combustion tests for electrolyte
samples are shown in the insets. Intensity contour maps obtained from the ex-situ
XRD patterns of Li| |graphite cells during initial charge-discharge processes at

20mAg−1 using (b) EA, (e) TFEA and (h) DFEA (with 10wt% FEC) electrolytes. The
corresponding voltage-testing time curves are shown on the left panels. TEM
images of the graphite cathodes after the 1st cycle in (c) EA, (f) TFEA, and (i) DFEA
(with 10wt% FEC) electrolytes.
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reach a 100% state-of-charge (SOC, i.e., the maximum reversible
capacity), compared to ~1.4 h and ~1.8 h required for the LFP-based and
NCM 811-based LMBs (Supplementary Fig. 10), respectively. The
charging time of this AILMB can be further reduced to within 1min
when reaching a 90% SOC (Fig. 2e). These results suggest that the
anion-intercalation cathode chemistry effectively enhances the high-
rate capability of LMBs,which is among thebest performance reported
for fast-charging LMBs (Supplementary Table 2).

The parasitic reactions on the graphite surface of AILMBs at
charged state were further examined by potentiostatic tests (Fig. 2f).
The cells were pre-cycled at 20mAg−1 for three cycles, followed by
charged to andmaintained at a constant voltageof 5.1, 5.2, and 5.3 V for
10 h, subsequently. Notably, as the voltage is raised, the cell with TFEA
electrolyte exhibits much higher leakage currents compared to that
with the DFEA-based electrolyte. The AILMB with TFEA-based elec-
trolyte displays a leakage current of ~0.03mA at 5.3 V, mainly attrib-
uted to the serious side reactions between graphite cathode with co-
intercalated solvent. In contrast, theDFEA-based electrolyte effectively

stabilizes the graphite cathode even at 5.3 V. Above excellent long-
term durability and ultrafast-cycling capability infer that the DFEA-
based electrolyte greatly facilitates the electrode reaction kinetics in
AILMBs.

Physicochemical properties and coordination chemistry of
electrolytes
Density functional theory (DFT) simulations were conducted to assess
the highest occupied molecular orbital (HOMO) and the lowest
unoccupiedmolecular orbital (LUMO) energies of EA, TFEA, and DFEA
solvent molecules with various degree of fluorination. As depicted in
Fig. 3a, TFEA (−8.1 eV) and DFEA (−8.0 eV) exhibit reduced HOMO
energy levels compared to EA (−7.7 eV), suggesting superior anti-
oxidative resistance due to the incorporation of electron-withdrawing
fluorine atoms into the solvent structure25. This result was further
confirmed by the anti-oxidative stability of electrolytes evaluated via
linear sweeping voltammetry (LSV) on a Pt electrode. As expected,
compared with the EA electrolyte with an oxidation potential of 4.6 V
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Fig. 2 | Electrochemical performance of the anion-intercalation Li metal bat-
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charging time for our AILMB and LMBs based on the LFP and NCM811 cathodes, at
90%SOC and 100% SOC, respectively. f Potentiostatic profiles of AILMBswith TFEA
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vs. Li/Li+, both TFEA and DFEA-based electrolytes remain stable up to
5.5 V, satisfying the need of high-voltage anion-intercalation cathode
(Fig. 3b). Meanwhile, TFEA and DFEA also display a decline of LUMO
levels (−0.22 eV and −0.13 eV, respectively) compared with EA, bene-
fiting their preferential reduction on Li metal anodes to form robust
SEI layers. To verify the ion-solvent coordination environment in
electrolytes, the electrostatic potential (ESP) distribution of solvent
molecules (Supplementary Fig. 11) and binding energies of both Li+-
solvent complexes andPF6

−-solvent complexeswere calculated byDFT
(Fig. 3c and Supplementary Fig. 12a–c). It is seen that the DFEA mole-
cule exhibits stronger binding energy with Li+ (−101.27 kJmol−1 vs.
−96.46 kJmol−1) but weaker binding energy (−9.84 kJmol−1 vs.
−17.95 kJmol−1) with PF6

− compared to the TFEA. This is consistent with
the ESP results (Supplementary Fig. 11), suggesting a weakened DFEA-
PF6

− interaction which reduces the corresponding anion de-solvation
kinetic barriers and suppresses the co-intercalation of solvents during
the charging process of AILMB. In addition, the DFEA-Li+ interaction is
enhanced due to the existence of local dipole on the -CHF2 (Supple-
mentary Fig. 12d–h), which is similar to the recent report by Bao et al. 3.
Solvation energy (ΔGsol) values of the electrolytes were further deter-
mined using a homemade H-type cell to investigate the solvation
structures (Supplementary Fig. 13)26. The DFEA-based electrolyte
exhibits a much lower ΔGsol (2.83 kJmol−1) compared to the TFEA
electrolyte (10.64 kJmol−1, Fig. 3c), further confirming the stronger

coordination between Li ions and DFEA, which promotes the Li salt
dissociation and thus gives rise to a higher ionic conductivity of DFEA-
based electrolyte (7.2mS cm−1 at 25 °C) than the TFEA-based electro-
lyte (2.5mScm−1 at 25 °C). Moreover, the Li+ transference number of
DFEA-based electrolyte (0.49, Supplementary Fig. 14 and Supplemen-
tary Table 3) is quite close to 0.5, which is beneficial to balance the
active ions in the AILMBs.

Raman vibrational spectroscopy was applied to get an in-depth
understanding of the electrolyte solvation structures (Fig. 3d). Two
peaks at approximately 741 and 749 cm–1 are attributed to the solvent-
separated ion pair (SSIP, i.e., uncoordinated PF6

−) and the contact ion
pairs (CIPs, i.e., PF6

− ions interacting with one Li+ ion)/aggregates
(AGGs, i.e., PF6

− ions interacting with two or more Li+ ions),
respectively27. The peak at around 729 cm–1 is assigned to the FEC
(Supplementary Fig. 15). Compared with the TFEA-based electrolyte,
the weaker CIP/AGG peak for DFEA-based electrolyte indicates that
PF6

– anions predominately exist in the formof SSIP, enhancing the fast
ion transport. This can be further validated by molecular dynamics
(MD) simulations. The MD snapshot in Supplementary Fig. 16a reveals
that TFEA electrolyte displays a CIP/AGG-rich structure, where 1.22
PF6

− coordinate to one Li+ based on the radial distribution functions
result (Fig. 3e). In contrast, the difluoro DFEA facilitates a SSIP-rich
electrolyte structure (Supplementary Fig. 16b), with 0.35 PF6

− coordi-
nating to one Li+ (Fig. 3e). Moreover, it is seen that the solvated PF6
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Fig. 3 | Electrolyte properties and coordination chemistry. a LUMO and HOMO
energy values of the EA, DFEA, and TFEA solvent molecules. The molecular struc-
tures and corresponding visual LUMO and HOMO geometry structures are shown
in the insets. Gray, white, red, and green balls represent carbon, hydrogen, oxygen,
and fluorine atoms, respectively. b LSV curves of the electrolytes at a scan rate of
5mV s−1, employing a Pt foil as the working electrode and Li foil as the counter and

reference electrodes. c Solvation energy (ΔGsol) values of electrolytes based on
TFEA and DFEA solvents, and binding energies of PF6

− anion with TFEA and DFEA
molecules. d Raman spectra of TFEA and DFEA-based electrolytes. e Li+ and (f) PF6−

RDF obtained from MD simulations of TFEA and DFEA-based electrolytes. Solid
lines represent g(r) while dashed lines represent coordination number.
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distinctly coordinated with the -CH3/CH2 groups on the fluorinated
solventmolecules, confirming the synergetic solvation environment of
PF6

− (Fig. 3f). This result further verifies the balanced solvation affinity
and salt dissociation of DFEA-based electrolyte, which is expected to
achieve rapid de-solvation and fast ion migration of both PF6

− and
Li+ ions.

Interfacial compatibility between electrolyte and the Li
metal anode
The Li plating/stripping cycling behavior was investigated using Li| |Li
symmetric cells at a constant current of 0.5mA cm−2 (Fig. 4a). The cell
employing EC/DEC electrolyte exhibits a substantial increase in over-
potential upon cycling (302mV at 1400 h), in stark contrast to the
lower overpotential and extended lifespan (16.5mV at 3000h)
achieved in the DFEA-based electrolyte (inset in Fig. 4a). Electro-
chemical impedance spectra (EIS) of symmetric Li| |Li cells were con-
ducted uponcycling tomonitor the interfacial resistance, and thus, the
distribution of relaxation times (DRT) analysis was derived. The peak
located at ~10−6 to 10−4 s represents the SEI, while the peak at ~10−4 to
10−2 s is related to transfer process28,29. It is seen that the integrated area

of these two peaks for the cell using EC/DEC electrolyte increases
remarkably with cycling (insets in the Fig. 4b and Supplementary
Fig. 17), which is attributed to the thickening of highly resistive SEI on
the Li metal and thus leading to rapid cell failure. On the contrary, the
cell with DFEA-based electrolyte exhibits much smaller integral area
values with slight variations as cycling, primarily due to the formation
of a stable and highly conductive SEI against detrimental parasitic
reactions (Fig. 4b and Supplementary Fig. 17). Moreover, the ability of
the DFEA-based electrolyte to stabilize Li metal becomes more pro-
nouncedwhen increasing the plating/stripping current densities. At an
improved current density of 1mAcm−2 with a cycling capacity of
1mAh cm−2, a reduced lifespan is observed for the symmetric cell with
EC/DEC electrolyte, with the overpotential rising to 777mV after only
750 h (Supplementary Fig. 18). Impressively, DFEA-based electrolyte
exhibits much smaller overpotential and negligible fluctuation upon
repeated plating/stripping processes (~80.0mV at 1660 h). Moreover,
upon further increasing the plating/stripping areal capacities, the Li| |Li
cells employing DFEA-based electrolyte still demonstrate significant
improvements in the cycling capability with areal capacities of
3mAh cm−2 (930 h and 300 h at 1mA cm−2 and 3mAcm−2, respectively)
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and 4mAh cm−2 (730h and 500h at 1mA cm−2 and 2mAcm−2,
respectively; Supplementary Fig. 19). These results represent a com-
pelling advancement comparable with reported electrolytes (Supple-
mentary Table 4). The Li| |Li cell with DFEA-based electrolyte
consistently exhibits low and stable overpotential within a wide range
of current densities from 0.5 to 5mAcm−2, while substantial voltage
fluctuation emerges in the cell using EC/DEC commercial electrolyte,
especially when increasing the current density to 5mAcm−2 (Fig. 4c).
This further confirms that the DFEA-based electrolyte enables fast Li+

migration and robust SEI formation.
EIS measurements of the Li| |Li cells after 20 cycles were con-

ducted at various temperatures, and subsequently fitted by an
equivalent circuit to calculate the activation energy (Ea) values (Sup-
plementary Fig. 20 and SupplementaryTable 5). It is seen that Ea values
of SEI (Rsei) and charge transfer (Rct) resistances of the cell using DFEA-
based electrolyte are much lower than that using EC/DEC electrolyte
(43.70 vs. 67.56 kJmol−1, Fig. 4d; and 48.19 vs. 68.06 kJmol−1, Supple-
mentaryFig. 21, respectively). The former indicates that the SEI derived
from DFEA-based electrolyte is advantageous for rapid Li+ transport,
meanwhile the later verifies that the DFEA-based electrolyte facilitates
Li+ de-solvation from the ion pairs. The stability of the electrolytes
toward Li metal anodes was further estimated by the average Li plat-
ing/strippingCoulombic efficiency (CEavg) of Li| |Cu asymmetric cells30.
The CEavg of DFEA-based electrolyte (99.0%) is dramatically higher

than the cell using EC/DEC electrolyte (81.4%, Supplementary Fig. 22).
This phenomenon is associated with the Li deposition morphology on
Cu foil presented by field emission scanning electron microscope (FE-
SEM). As observed from Fig. 4e, the EC/DEC electrolyte shows a highly
loose and dendritic Li deposition structure with a thickness of 18.7μm,
far exceeding the theoretical value (about 4.85μm) and leading to the
low CEavg. In comparison, the DFEA-based electrolyte contributes to a
compact Li deposit as aggregated large bulks, with a thickness
(approximately 6.8μm) quite close to the theoretical value (Fig. 4f).
This dendrite-free morphology is beneficial for achieving high CEavg
and long Li cycling stability.

The microstructures of SEI shells onto a Cu grid from Li| |Cu cells
(after 20 cycles and finishing with a charge process) were character-
ized via TEM. Asdisplayed in Fig. 5a, for the SEI forming in the presence
of EC/DEC-based electrolyte, Li2O ((111) plane, 2.74 Å) and Li2CO3 ((111)
plane, 3.1 Å) nanoparticles dispersing within an amorphous SEI matrix
mainly resulting from the decomposition of EC/DEC solvents. Upon
cycling in the DFEA-based electrolyte (Fig. 5b), in contrast, the lattice
spacing of 2.05 and 2.36 Å are well matched with the (200) and (111)
crystal planes of LiF nanoparticles. This LiF-rich SEI is believed to sta-
bilize the Li|electrolyte interphase, and promote uniform Li plating
during cycling. Time-of-flight secondary ion mass spectrometry (TOF-
SIMS) characterizations were further performed to verify the compo-
sition/structural evolution of the SEI. It is seen that in the EC/DEC
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electrolyte, C2H
− (mass charge ratio (m/z) = 25, as fragments of the

organic products, Fig. 5c) and LiF2
− (m/z = 45, fragment of LiF, Fig. 5d)

signals were clearly observed throughout the 400 s-depth profiling,
suggesting the formation of a thick SEI with the layer thickness
exceeding 80nm. However, the intensity of C2H

− and LiF2
− almost

disappeared in DFEA-based electrolyte after sputtering for 35 s and
90 s, respectively. This indicates that the DFEA-based electrolyte
contributes to a thinner SEI (around 18 nm) enriched in LiF, facilitating
both rapid transport and uniformdeposition of Li+. The roughness and
thickness of the SEIwere examinedby atomic forcemicroscopy (AFM).
As demonstrated in the inset of Fig. 5e, the plated Li in EC/DEC elec-
trolyte exhibits a rough surfacewith an average roughness of ~290 nm,
considerably higher than the value of ~80.9 nm in the DFEA-based
electrolyte (inset of the Fig. 5f). In addition, theYoung’smodulus of the
SEI derived from the DFEA-based electrolyte (1500MPa, Fig. 5f) is
much higher than that formed in the EC/DEC electrolyte (749MPa,
Fig. 5e), mainly attributes to the abundant LiF species with high shear
modulus (~55.1 GPa, nearly 11 times higher than that of Limetal31) as the
decomposition product of both LiPF6 salt and fluoride solvent in the
SEI. This robust LiF-enriched SEI in the DFEA-based electrolyte is
advantageous for improving the interfacial energy and durability
against the dramatic volume change during cycling32, thus resulting in
the superior Li plating/strippingperformance in Fig. 4. Notably, it is the
combined effect of FEC and DFEA that endows the Li| |Li cell with long-
term cycling stability (Supplementary Fig. 23a, b). Both FEC and DFEA
solvent contribute to the LiF-rich SEI on the Li metal, while the FEC
addition effectively suppress the excessive decomposition of DFEA
solvent (Supplementary Figs. 24 and 25). Furthermore, it is the DFEA
solvent, rather than the FEC addition, that supports the reversible
cathode reaction (Supplementary Fig. 23c, d).

Low-temperature performance and battery safety evaluation
The ionic conductivities of the EC/DEC and DFEA-based electrolytes
were compared to verify the feasibility of DFEA-based electrolyte in
developing low-temperature AILMBs. As expected, the DFEA-based
electrolyte exhibits high ionic conductivity (0.1–10.9mScm−1) across a
wide range of temperature (−60 to +60 °C, Supplementary Fig. 26),
mainly due to its wide liquid range (as seen from the differential
scanning calorimetry (DSC) measurement in Fig. 6a, where no phase
change is observed within the temperature range from −80 °C to
+90 °C) and balanced solvation affinity. In contrast, the EC/DEC elec-
trolyte experiences a sudden decline in the ionic conductivity as the
temperature drops below −20 °C, attributing to the electrolyte solidi-
fication which can be validated by the two distinct endothermic peaks
at around −2.4 °C and −17.2 °C in the DSC curve (Fig. 6a). The low-
temperature cycling performance of Li|DFEA-based electrolyte|gra-
phite AILMB and Li|EC/DEC electrolyte|LFP LMB were assessed at
−20 °C, employing the constant-current-constant-voltage (CCCV)
model for charging process with a current density of 100mAg−1, fol-
lowed by discharging at 500mAg−1. (Fig. 6b). The AILMB yields a
remarkable cycle stability with a remaining capacity of ~80mAhg−1

over 3000 cycles without capacity degradation, the low-polarization
voltage curves indicating a fast and reversible reaction kinetics of PF6

−

and Li+ at low temperature (Supplementary Fig. 27a). Even at an ultra-
high discharge current density of 8 A g−1 (i.e., 80C) under −20 °C, the
AILMB retains 87.7% of its maximum capacity at 0.1 A g−1 (Supple-
mentary Fig. 28). The conventional Li| |LFP LMB, however, delivers a
low reversible capacity of only ~34.0mAhg−1 in the initial cycle (Sup-
plementary Fig. 27b), and subsequently suffers from battery failure
within 4 cycles due to electrolyte freezing (Inset of Fig. 6b). It is noted
that even changing the conventional carbonate-based electrolyte to
ether-based electrolytes (Supplementary Fig. 29), the Li| |LFP LMB still
exhibits much lower reversible capacity in comparison with AILMB
using DFEA-based electrolyte at −20 °C. Above findings indicate that
the fast migration/reaction kinetics of both cations and anions in

AILMBs is pivotal in enhancing low-temperature applicability of LMBs.
Moreover, the AILMB with DFEA-based electrolyte was cycled at var-
ious temperatures, as displayed in Fig. 6c. The AILMB retains 97%, 89%,
81%, 72%, 68%, 61%, and 51.5% of its RT capacity when cycled at 10, 0,
−10, −20, −30, −40 and −50 °C, respectively. The clear discharge pla-
teaus from charge/discharge curves at −50 °C illustrate the fast elec-
trode reaction kinetics (Supplementary Fig. 30). Notably, when
charging at RT followed by discharging at −65 °C, the cell still retains
~63% of its RT capacity (inset of Fig. 6c). Furthermore, the capacity of
the AILMB with DFEA-based electrolyte successfully recovers to 100%
and 98.3% of its RT capacity when the testing temperature is reverted
to 25 and 45 °C, respectively, reflecting the applicability of this battery
system under wide temperature range. Besides, critical parameters
(e.g., the capacity ratio between the anode and cathode (N/P ratio)) in
cell evaluation should be reduced for practical considerations33. It is
seen that the AILMB exhibits a high capacity retention of ~93.0% with
minimal cell polarization throughout 500 cycles under N/P ratio of ~5.7
(Supplementary Fig. 31a), and it can sustains 140 cycles with ~90.7%
retainable capacity under N/P ratio of ~2.0 (Supplementary Fig. 31b).

Single-layer pouch cells comprising graphite (9mgcm−2) or LFP
(8mgcm−2) cathodes, and Li foil anodes with a thickness of 50μm,
were constructed to assess the cell safety and reliability under abusive
conditions. The anion-intercalation Li| |graphite pouch cell employing
the DFEA-based electrolyte exhibits excellent cycling performance
with 92.2% capacity retention after 300 cycles (charge at 1 C and dis-
charge at 2 C, Fig. 6d), in stark contrast to the fast capacity degradation
for the Li| |LFP pouch cells (Supplementary Fig. 32). Beyond this, the
AIMIB pouch cell consistently powered a light-emitting diode under
bending, folding and even rolling (insets in Fig. 6d), owing to the
robust interphases on both cathode and anode against violent shape
deformation. More importantly, the total exothermic heat generated
from the delithiated LFP with EC/DEC electrolyte is as high as
461.12 J g−1 (Fig. 6e),which is believed to be the origin of a succession of
exothermic reactions that lead to uncontrollable battery thermal
runaway34,35. Unexpectedly, the charged graphite cathode with DFEA-
based electrolyte exhibits an endothermic peak during the DSC test
(Fig. 6e). This finding is consistent with previous report36, clearly
indicating the high thermal stability of the charged Cn(PF6) cathode
has been distinctively improved by the protective CEI layer derived
from DFEA-based electrolyte. To further assess the safety of the DFEA
electrolyte-based AILMB, an overcharge abuse test was carried out by
charging the pouch cells from open circuit voltage (OCV) to 9 V at a
rate of 20mV s−1 (Fig. 6f). Clearly, the current density of the LFP-based
LMB increases abruptly from 6.5 V, accompanied by an elevated skin
temperature of 49.9 °C at a voltage of around 7.8 V (upper-panel insets
of Fig. 6f), typically triggered by the decomposition of the electrode
interphases under thermal abuse. The AILMB utilizing the DFEA-based
electrolyte, in contrast, exhibits superb overcharging resistance up to
9 Vwithout obvious change in current density, as evidenced by the low
skin temperature less than 35 °C (lower-panel insets of Fig. 6f). Such a
high overcharge resistance is primarily attributed to the superior anti-
oxidative stability of the DFEA-based electrolyte, the robustness of the
protective CEI formed on the graphite cathode, as well as the intrinsic
stability of the Cn(PF6) structure. Above results well-support the
dependability of our AILMB under extreme working conditions.

Furthermore, a 440mAh Li| |graphite multi-layer pouch cell was
packaged, with the specific energy being calculated as ~141.7Wh kg−1

(Supplementary Fig. 33 and Supplementary Table 6). Moving forward,
it is imperative to conduct further research on modifying graphite
cathodes (e.g., surface treatment, doping), optimizing electrolytes
(e.g., anions with smaller sizes, multivalent anions with more charge
numbers, and solvent with lower density), and refining engineering
issues, to improve the specific energy of AILMBs without compro-
mising their superior fast-cycling, low-temperature, and safety
characteristics.
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Discussion
We developed a difluoroester-based electrolyte to realize ultra-fast,
long-term cycling stability of transition metal-free AILMBs under
extremeworking conditions. Comparedwith the trifluorocounterpart,
the difluoroester as solvent effectively modulates the solvation struc-
ture by attenuating the anion-solvent interactions, thereby striking a
balance between the solvation affinity and salt dissociation of DFEA-
based electrolyte. This not only endows rapid de-solvation and fast
migration for both Li+ cations and PF6

− anions to accelerate electrode
reaction kinetics, but also efficiently suppresses the co-intercalation of
solvent molecules to promote the cathode reaction reversibility. Our
DFEA-based electrolyte simultaneously possesses high ionic con-
ductivity, remarkable thermodynamically oxidative stability, excellent
Li metal cyclability, and high safety without the risk of combustion.
Morphological analysis and interphase investigations confirm the
formation of highly stable protecting interphases on both graphite
cathode and Li metal anode, contributing to a durability of 10,000
cycles (with negligible capacity fade of 0.00128% per cycle) at 1 A g−1,

an excellent rate capability at 8 A g−1 (with a retention of ~83.4% of the
maximum capacity at 0.5 A g−1), superior ultra-low temperature cap-
ability with ~63% of their RT discharge capacity at −65 °C, and abuse-
tolerant capabilities (e.g., robustness against deformation and over-
charge) for AILMBs. The electrolyte engineering proposed in this work
is anticipated to expedite the re-design of Li metal batteries, enabling
the adoption of cost-effective and environmental benign cathode
materials, therefore advancing the development of high-rate cycling Li
metal batteries under severe actual working conditions.

Methods
Electrolyte preparation
LiPF6 (purity ≥ 99.95%) salt, FEC (purity ≥ 99.99%) solvent, EC
(purity ≥ 99.99%) solvent, and DEC (purity ≥ 99.99%) solvent were
purchased from Dongguan Shanshan Battery Materials Co., Ltd. EA
(purity > 99.5%) solvent was obtained from Aladdin Bio-Chem Tech-
nology Co. Ltd. DFEA (purity 99%) solvent and TFEA solvent (purity
99%) were purchased from Shangfluoro. Before use, all solvents were

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000
0

30

60

90

120

Di
sc

ha
rg

e
ca

pa
cit

y
(m

A
h

g−1
)

Cycle number

LFP-LMB
DFEA-AILMB

3 4 5 6 7 8 9
0

100

200

300
DFEA-AILMB

C
ur

re
nt

 d
en

si
ty

 (m
A

cm
−2

)

Voltage (V vs. Li/Li+)

 LFP-LMB

−80 −40 0 40 80
−6

−3

0

3
EC/DEC
DFEA

H
ea

t f
lo

w
 (W

g−1
)

Temperature (oC)

0 20 40 60 80 100
0

20

40

60

80

100

DFEA-AILMB

C
ap

ac
ity

re
te

nt
io

n
(%

)

Cycle number

49.9 oC
44.6 oC

36.4 oC
30.6 oC

29.6 oC
31.8 oC

34.1 oC

Flat Bent Folded Rolled

EC/DEC

143 s g-1

a

c d

e f

b

1

Temperature (oC)

H
ea

tf
lo

w
(W

g−1
)

25 10
0

−10

−20
−30

−40 −50

25 45

oC

35.0 oC

32.7 oC

EC/DEC DFEA

−20 C overnight

0 35 70 105 140
3

4

5

Vo
lta

ge
 (V

)

Capacity (mAh g-1)

−65 oC 25 oC

0.0

0.5

1.0
LFP-LMB

461.12 J g−1

100 200 300 400

0.0

0.5

1.0

−

DFEA-AILMB

-80.26 J g−1

0

0 50 100 150 200 250 300
0

20

40

60

80

100
−

DFEA-AILMB

Di
sc

ha
rg

e
ca

pa
cit

y
(m

A
h

g−1
)

Cycle number

Pouch cell
Li foil: 50 μm
Cathode loading: ~9 mg cm−2

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 300070
80
90

100
LFP-LMB
DFEA-AILMB

Co
ul

om
bi

c
ef

fic
ie

nc
y

(%
)

Cycle number

Fig. 6 | Electrochemical performance of anion-intercalation Li metal batteries
under low-temperature and abusive conditions. a DSC cooling and heating
curves of EC/DEC and DFEA-based electrolytes. b Long-term cycling performance
of the AILMB (using DFEA-based electrolyte) and the LFP-LMB (using EC/DEC
electrolyte) at −20 °C, employing the CCCV model for charging process with a
current density of 100mAg−1, followed by discharging at 500mAg−1. Insets show
the Coulombic efficiency (upper panel) and the optical images of the electrolytes
after storage at −20 °C overnight (lower panel). c Capacity retentions of AILMB
using DFEA-based electrolyte under various temperatures (45, 25, 10, 0, −10, −20,

−30, −40 and −50 °C). Inset shows the discharge profiles when the cell is charged at
RT followed by discharged at RT or –65 °C. d Cycling performance of the 50μm-
thick Li foil| |graphite pouch cell at a charge rate of 1 C and a discharge rate of 2 C.
Optical images of the LED powered by the pouch cell under various deformations
are shown in insets. e Heat generation of fully charged graphite and LFP cathodes
together with their respective electrolytes measured by DSC. f LSV curves and
corresponding infrared thermal imaging photographs (shown in insets) of the Li| |
graphite and Li| |LFP pouch cells at a scan rate of 20mV s−1 from OCV to 9 V.
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further dehydrated using 4 Å molecular sieves (provided by Sigma-
Aldrich) for 48 h. The electrolytes were prepared by dissolving 1.2M
LiPF6 salt in EA, TFEA, DFEA, and commercial EC/DEC (1:1 by volume)
solvents, respectively. 10wt% FEC was added into the 1.2M LiPF6 in
DFEA electrolyte. All electrolyte preparations were conducted in an
argon-filled glove box with O2 and H2O levels maintained
below 0.1 ppm.

Electrolyte characterizations
The Raman spectroscopy was conducted with a Micro-laser confocal
Raman spectrometer (Horiba LabRAM HR800, France) with a 532nm
laser to investigation the solvation structure. In the combustion test,
1 g electrolyte samples were poured into a stainless-steel dish, then
optical photographs andmovies were recorded. Themelting points of
the electrolytes were evaluated using differential scanning calorimetry
(DSC, MDTC-EQ-M06-01). The electrolytes were sealed in stainless-
steel crucible, weighed (15μL) and subjected to DSC measurement
with a ramp rate of 5 °Cmin−1. The ionic conductivities of different
electrolytes at various temperatures were determined from the EIS
results, obtained using two symmetrically placed stainless-steel elec-
trodes in the electrolyte. The test cells were equilibrated at each
temperature for at least 1 h before EIS measurements. The electro-
chemical stabilities of the electrolytes were evaluated by LSV tests
conductedon a three-electrode system,with a sweep rate of 5mV s−1. Li
foil served as counter and reference electrodes, while platinum foil was
used as the working electrode37. The onset of the oxidation current
density was defined as 30μA cm−2 and the potential values were
recorded. The solvation energy of electrolytes was evaluated using an
H-type cell, where symmetrical Li metal electrodes immersed in the
reference electrolyte (1.2M LiPF6-DEC) and the tested electrolyte were
connectedby a salt bridge (3MLiPF6-EMC). Themeasuredopen circuit
potential (Ecell) determined the solvation free energy (ΔGsol), as illu-
strated below26:

Ecell =
�ΔGsol

F
ð1Þ

Where F is the Faraday constant.
To investigate the impact of the electrolyte on the long-term

durability of the Li metal anode, galvanostatic cycling of Li | |Li sym-
metric cells was conducted at current densities of 0.5mA cm–2 and
1mA cm–2, respectively, with an areal capacity of 1mAh cm−2. The rate
capability of Li metal anode was assessed through repeated 1 h
charge–1 h discharge cycles at various current densities ranging from
0.5mAcm–2 to 5mA cm–2. For activation energy (Ea) measurements,
symmetric Li | |Li cells with various electrolytes were cycled 20 times at
a current density of 0.5mAcm−1 with an areal capacity of 0.5mAh cm−1.
Subsequently, these cycled cells were subjected to temperature-
dependent EIS measurements at 278, 283, 288, 293, and 298K. By
fitting the EIS data via an equivalent circuit, the SEI resistance (Rsei) and
charge transfer resistance (Rct) values were derived. The Ea was then
calculated according to the Arrhenius equation as follows38,39:

k =
T
Rres

A exp � Ea

RT

� �
ð2Þ

where k denotes the rate constant, T is the absolute temperature, Rres
corresponds to Rct or Rsei, A signifies the preexponential constant, and
R is the standard gas constant. The CEs of Li deposition/stripping were
evaluated using Li | |Cu cells, basedon theAurbach’sCE test protocol30.
Initially, the Cu electrode was pre-deposited with Li metal at a capacity
of 5mAh cm–2 at a current density of 0.5mAcm–2 and subsequently
stripped Li to 1 V. Next, the Cu was deposited with 5mAh cm–2 of Li to
form a Li reservoir (QT). Afterwards, the cell underwent repeated
charge/discharge cycleswith a capacity of 1mAh cm–2 (QC) for n cycles,

followed by stripping all remaining Li reservoir to 1 V (QS). The average
CE (CEavg) over n cycles can be calculated as follows30:

CEavg =
nQC + QS

nQC +QT
ð3Þ

Battery assembly and characterizations
Metallic Li foils with thickness of 450μm and 50μm were purchased
from China Energy Lithium Co. Ltd (Tianjin, China). Thinner Li foils
with a thickness of 20μmwas purchased fromGuangdong Canrd New
Energy. Graphite (SAG-R) and LFP were purchased from Shenzhen
Kejing Star Technology Co. Ltd. and Shenzhen Dynanonic Co., Ltd.,
respectively. Acetylene black and Super P were provided by Alfa Aesar.
Polyacrylic acid (PAA, MW 450,000) binder and poly(vinylidene
fluoride) (PVDF, MW 1,200,000) binder were purchased from Sigma
Aldrich and Arkema, respectively. N-methylpyrrolidone (NMP, purity
99.9%) was provided by Aladdin Bio-Chem Technology Co. Ltd.
NCM811 particles, 2032-type coin cells, and other battery materials
were provided by Guangdong Canrd New Energy. The graphite cath-
ode slurry was prepared by mixing graphite powder as the active
material, acetylene black and carbon nanotubes (CNT, TUBALL BATT
NMP) as conductive agents, and PAA as binder in a mass ratio of 85:
4.5:0.5:10, using NMP as the solvent. The LFP and NCM 811 slurry were
obtained by blending the activematerial, Super P and PVDF at a weight
ratio of 80: 10: 10. These homogeneous slurries were coated onto Al
foils with a doctor blade and dried at 80 °C. The dried electrodes were
punched into circular sheetswith adiameter of 12mm, and the average
mass loading of active material on each electrode was 2 ± 0.5mg cm–2.
The thicknesswas 33 ± 4μm for graphite electrodes andwas 30 ± 3μm
for LFP and NCM 811 electrodes. The graphite electrode was further
dried at 150 °C, while the LFP and NCM811 electrodes were dried at
100 °C under vacuum overnight before cell assembly. The CR2032-
type coin cells, comprising the obtained electrodes and Li metals
(450μm), were fabricated in an Ar-filled glove box with O2 and H2O
content below 0.1 ppm. A PVDFmembrane (MerckMillipore Ltd., pore
size: 0.2μm)with a diameter of 19mmwas employed as the separator,
and the electrolyte/graphite ratio in each cell was set at around
60μLmg−1. Galvanostatic charge–discharge tests were carried out on a
Neware battery testing system. The Li | |graphite, Li | |LFP, Li | |
NCM811 cells underwent three formation cycles at a current density of
20mAg–1. Subsequently, the cells were cycled at a constant current of
1000mAg–1 within the voltage ranges of 3–5.2 V (for Li | |graphite),
2.5–4.3 V (for Li | |LFP), and 2.8–4.4 V (for Li | |NCM811). The rate cap-
ability was assessed by varying the charge/discharge rate from
100mAg–1 to 8A g–1. Potentiostatic tests were performed on Li | |gra-
phite cells, whichwere charged to andmaintained at constant voltages
of 5.1, 5.2, and 5.3 V for 10 h each. The CV, LSV, and impedance mea-
surements were executed using the Bio-Logic potentiostat (VMP3). CV
tests of Li | |graphite cells were conducted at a scan rates of 0.1mV s–1,
while LSV tests were performed on a Ti working electrode at a sweep
rate of 5mV s–1. Impedance measurements were carried out by apply-
ing a 10mV potential amplitude within the frequency range from
100 kHz to 10mHz. The DRT analysis was carried out using the DRT
tools developed by Francesco Ciucci et al.29 For low-temperature
electrochemical tests, the Li | |graphite or Li | |LFP cells were initially
activated for 100 cycles at room temperature with a current density of
1000mAg–1. The cells were then transferred to a temperature cham-
ber allowed to equilibrate for 2 h to reach –20 °C, followed by cycling
under a CCCV model. Specifically, the cells were charged to 5.4 V (Li | |
graphite) and 4.5 V (Li | |LFP), respectively, at 100mAg–1 and the vol-
tage wasmaintained until the charging current decreased to 10mAg–1,
followedby discharging at a constant current density of 500mAg–1. To
evaluate the capacity retention at various temperatures, after the
activation process depicted above, the cells were charged at
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200mAg–1 (45 °C), 100mAg–1 (45, 25, 10, 0, –10, –20 °C), 20mAg–1

(–30, –40 °C) and 10mA–1 (–50 °C), respectively, using the CCCV
mode, followed by discharging at a constant current density of
100mAg–1. The test at –65 °C was conducted with RT-charge at
100mAg–1 using the CCCV mode, followed by discharging under
–65 °C at 10mAg–1.

Single-layer pouch cells were assembled utilizing the graphite
electrode or the LFP electrode as the cathode (cathode dimension:
50mm×40mm), pairedwith a 50μm-thick Li foil as the anode (anode
dimension: 52mm×42mm). Al and Nickel strips were affixed to the
sides of cathode and anode, respectively, to serve as electrode tabs.
Themass loading of the cathodewas 8–9mg cm−2. The N/P ratios were
~15.5 and ~10.6 for the Li | |graphite and the Li | |LFP pouch cells,
respectively. A PVDF separator impregnated with 20μL cm–2 electro-
lyte was laminated and assembled into Al plastic film packages, which
were then sealed under vacuum. Subsequently, the cells were aged at
25 °C for 12 h and degassed following the initial cycle. The assembled
pouch cells were pre–cycled between 3–5.2 V at 20mAg–1. Subse-
quently, the pouch cells were charged at 100mAg to 5.2 V and dis-
charged at 200mAg–1. A 440mAh Li | |graphite multi-layer pouch cell
with a N/P ratio of ~2.4 was packaged. The pouch cell was charged at
20mAg−1 using the CCCVmode, followed by discharging at a constant
current rate of 20mAg−1. The specific energy of the AILMB was cal-
culated as follows40,41:

Efull = Cfull × V cell=ðmtotalÞ ð4Þ

where Vcell and Cfull are the average working voltage and the reversible
capacity of the full cell, respectively,mtotal is the total weight based on
the sum of current collector, cathode, anode, separator and electro-
lyte. The weight of the packing cell bag is excluded from the specific
energy calculation due to our limited size of cell42,43. To assess the
overcharge-safety, the pouch cells were charged from the open circuit
voltage to 9 V at a scan rate of 20mV s–1, and the infrared thermo-
graphy images of the pouch cells were captured using a FLIRONE PRO.

Postmortem analysis of cycled batteries
The cycled cells were disassembled in a glove box. The electrodeswere
rinsedwith dimethyl carbonate (DMC) solvent several times to remove
residual electrolyte, and then dried in the antechamber under vacuum
of the glove box. Ex-situ XRD (Rigaku D/max-2500) with Cu Kα radia-
tion (λ = 1.5418 Å), was conducted to investigate the crystal structure
changes during the initial charging and discharging processes. The
evolutions in the interphases and morphologies for the cathode
materials and Li metal anodes were studied using a field-emission
scanning electron microscope (FE-SEM, SU8010) and a transmission
electron microscope (TEM, FEI Tecnai G2 F30). X-ray photoelectron
spectra (XPS) was obtained using a PHI 5000 Versa probe II spectro-
meter using monochromatic Al K(alpha) X-ray source. The depth
values in the XPS depth profiles were estimated from the calibrated
sputtering of SiO2. The collected spectra were calibrated based on the
C 1 s binding energy of 284.8 eV and analyzed usingMultipak software.
Time-of-flight secondary ion mass spectrometry (TOF-SIMS) was per-
formed on a Nano TOF-2 instrument (ULVAC-PHI, Japan) with a 30 kV
Bi3 + + beam cluster primary-ion gun and Ar+ beam (3 keV 100nA) for
depth profiling with a sputtering rate of 0.2 nm s–1. The surface
roughness and 3D morphologies of the cycled Li metal anodes were
characterized using atomic forcemicroscopy (AFM, Bruker Dimension
Icon). To investigate the thermal stability of the charged electrodes,
the cells were pre–cycled twice and finally charged to 5.2 V (Li | |gra-
phite) and 4.3 V (Li | |LFP), respectively. DSC samples were prepared by
scraping the dried electrodematerials off the Al current collector, and
1mg of the material was sealed in a Mettler high-pressure stainless-
steel pairing with 3μL of electrolyte. The DSC measurement was

conducted from room temperature to 400 °C with a ramp rate of
5 °Cmin−1.

Computations
The ORCA software package was used to carry out DFT calculations,
with molecular geometries for the ground states optimized at the
B3LYP-D3/def2-TZVP level44. Molecular orbitals and ESPs were ana-
lyzed using Multiwfn and visualized through VMD45. MD simulations
were conducted here to investigate the solvation structures of above
electrolytes. Interactions between ions and molecules were described
based on the Optimized Potentials for Liquid Simulation All-Atom
(OPLS-AA) force field. All MD simulations were performed using the
LAMMPS software46. The simulation boxes were constructed with
PACKMOL software47. The molar ratios were taken from experiments
in this study. Each system commenced with energy minimization
employing the conjugate gradient algorithm, followed by a 1 ns
Brownian dynamics at 500K to relax the system temperature and
randomize the initial shape of each component. Subsequently, a 10 ns
NpT equilibration at 298Kwas conducted to ensure the equilibriumof
salt dissociations. A 20 ns NVT production run at 298K and then per-
formed, with the final 5 ns reserved for data analysis. The MD snap-
shotswere visualized usingOvito software. A velocity-Verlet integrator
was employed to update the positions and forces of atoms with a
timestep of 1 fs. To account for long-range interactions, a particle-
particle particle-meshmethod was utilized, with a global cutoff of 12 Å
established for both Lennard-Jones and Coulombic interactions. Peri-
odic boundary conditions were applied in all dimensions48.

Reporting summary
Further information on research design is available in the Nature
Portfolio Reporting Summary linked to this article.

Data availability
The data that support the findings of this study are available from the
corresponding author upon request.

References
1. Cao, Y. et al. Bridging the academic and industrial metrics for next-

generation practical batteries.Nat. Nanotechnol. 14, 200–207 (2019).
2. Zhang, G. et al. Amonofluoride ether-based electrolyte solution for

fast-charging and low-temperature non-aqueous lithium metal
batteries. Nat. Commun. 14, 1081 (2023).

3. Yu, Z. et al. Rational solvent molecule tuning for high-performance
lithium metal battery electrolytes. Nat. Energy 7, 94–106 (2022).

4. Xue, W. et al. Ultra-high-voltage Ni-rich layered cathodes in prac-
tical Li metal batteries enabled by a sulfonamide-based electrolyte.
Nat. Energy 6, 495–505 (2021).

5. Sabaghi, D. et al. Ultrathin positively charged electrode skin for
durable anion-intercalation battery chemistries. Nat. Commun. 14,
760 (2023).

6. Wang, Y. et al. An all‐fluorinated electrolyte toward high voltage
and long cycle performance dual‐ion batteries. Adv. Energy Mater.
12, 2103360 (2022).

7. Holoubek, J. et al. Exploitingmechanistic solvation kinetics for dual‐
graphite batteries with high power output at extremely low tem-
perature. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 131, 19068–19073 (2019).

8. Han, X. et al. An in situ interface reinforcement strategy achieving
long cycle performance of dual‐ion batteries. Adv. Energy Mater. 9,
1804022 (2019).

9. Yivlialin, R., Bussetti, G., Magagnin, L., Ciccacci, F. & Duo, L. Tem-
poral analysis of blister evolution during anion intercalation in
graphite. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 19, 13855–13859 (2017).

10. Qi, X. et al. Investigation of PF6
− and TFSI− anion intercalation into

graphitized carbon blacks and its influence on high voltage lithium
ion batteries. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 16, 25306–25313 (2014).

Article https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-024-49795-9

Nature Communications |         (2024) 15:5408 11



11. Huesker, J., Froböse, L., Kwade, A., Winter, M. & Placke, T. In situ
dilatometric study of the binder influence on the electrochemical
intercalation of bis(trifluoromethanesulfonyl) imide anions into
graphite. Electrochim. Acta 257, 423–435 (2017).

12. Cheng, X. B., Zhang, R., Zhao, C. Z. & Zhang, Q. Toward safe lithium
metal anode in rechargeable batteries: a review. Chem. Rev. 117,
10403–10473 (2017).

13. Lin, D., Liu, Y. & Cui, Y. Reviving the lithium metal anode for high-
energy batteries. Nat. Nanotechnol. 12, 194–206 (2017).

14. Ou, X., Gong, D., Han, C., Liu, Z. & Tang, Y. Advances and prospects
of dual‐ion batteries. Adv. Energy Mater. 11, 2102498 (2021).

15. Jiao, S. et al. Stable cycling of high-voltage lithium metal batteries
in ether electrolytes. Nat. Energy 3, 739–746 (2018).

16. Ren, X. et al. High-concentration ether electrolytes for stable high-
voltage lithiummetal batteries.ACSEnergy Lett.4, 896–902 (2019).

17. Yu, D. et al. Advances in low-temperature dual-ion batteries.
ChemSusChem 16, e202201595 (2023).

18. Zhou, X. et al. Strategies towards low-cost dual-ion batteries with
high performance. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 59, 3802–3832 (2020).

19. Jiang, H. et al. A PF6
−-permselective polymer electrolyte with anion

solvation regulation enabling long-cycle dual-ion battery. Adv.
Mater. 34, 2108665 (2022).

20. Yamada, Y., Wang, J., Ko, S., Watanabe, E. & Yamada, A. Advances
and issues in developing salt-concentrated battery electrolytes.
Nat. Energy 4, 269–280 (2019).

21. Kravchyk, K. V. et al. High-energy-density dual-ion battery for sta-
tionary storage of electricity using concentrated potassium fluor-
osulfonylimide. Nat. Commun. 9, 4469 (2018).

22. Mo, Y. et al. Fluorinated solvent molecule tuning enables fast‐
charging and low‐temperature lithium‐ion batteries. Adv. Energy
Mater. 13, 2301285 (2023).

23. Zou, Y. et al. Non‐flammable electrolyte enables high‐voltage and
wide‐temperature lithium‐ion batteries with fast charging. Angew.
Chem. Int. Ed. 135, e202216189 (2023).

24. Dong, X., Guo, Z., Guo, Z., Wang, Y. & Xia, Y. Organic batteries
operated at −70 °C. Joule 2, 902–913 (2018).

25. Zhang, Z. et al. Fluorinated electrolytes for 5 V lithium-ion battery
chemistry. Energy Environ. Sci. 6, 1806–1810 (2013).

26. Kim, S. C. et al. Potentiometric measurement to probe solvation
energy and its correlation to lithium battery cyclability. J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 143, 10301–10308 (2021).

27. Wu, J. et al. A synergistic exploitation to produce high-voltage
quasi-solid-state lithium metal batteries. Nat. Commun. 12,
5746 (2021).

28. Lu, Y., Zhao, C.-Z., Huang, J.-Q. & Zhang, Q. The timescale identi-
fication decoupling complicated kinetic processes in lithium bat-
teries. Joule 6, 1172–1198 (2022).

29. Wan, T. H., Saccoccio, M., Chen, C. & Ciucci, F. Influence of the
discretization methods on the distribution of relaxation times
deconvolution: implementing radial basis functions with DRT tools.
Electrochim. Acta 184, 483–499 (2015).

30. Adams, B. D., Zheng, J., Ren, X., Xu, W. & Zhang, J. G. Accurate
determination of coulombic efficiency for lithiummetal anodes and
lithium metal batteries. Adv. Energy Mater. 8, 1702097 (2017).

31. Zhao, J. et al. Surface fluorination of reactive battery anodematerials
for enhanced stability. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 139, 11550–11558 (2017).

32. Fan, X. et al. Fluorinated solid electrolyte interphase enables
highly reversible solid-state Li metal battery. Sci. Adv. 4,
eaau9245 (2018).

33. Chen, S. et al. Critical parameters for evaluating coin cells and
pouch cells of rechargeable Li-metal batteries. Joule 3,
1094–1105 (2019).

34. Liu, X. et al. Thermal runaway of lithium-ion batteries without
internal short circuit. Joule 2, 2047–2064 (2018).

35. Feng, X., Ren, D., He, X. &Ouyang,M.Mitigating thermal runaway of
lithium-ion batteries. Joule 4, 743–770 (2020).

36. Zhao, Y., Xue, K., Tan, T. & Yu, D. Y. W. Thermal stability of graphite
electrode as cathode for dual-ion batteries. ChemSusChem 16,
e202201221 (2023).

37. Meng, Y. et al. Designing phosphazene-derivative electrolyte
matrices to enable high-voltage lithiummetal batteries for extreme
working conditions. Nat. Energy 8, 1023–1033 (2023).

38. Xu, K. Charge-transfer” process at graphite/electrolyte interface
and the solvation sheath structure of Li+ in nonaqueous electrolytes.
J. Electrochem. Soc. 154, A162–A167 (2007).

39. Xu, K., Lam, Y., Zhang, S. S., Jow, T. R. &Curtis, T. B. Solvation sheath
of Li+ in nonaqueous electrolytes and its implication of graphite/
electrolyte interface chemistry. J. Phys. Chem. C. 111, 7411–7421
(2007).

40. Betz, J. et al. Theoretical versus practical energy: a plea for more
transparency in the energy calculation of different rechargeable
battery systems. Adv. Energy Mater. 9, 1803170 (2019).

41. Placke, T. et al. Perspective on performance, cost, and technical
challenges for practical dual-ion batteries. Joule 2, 2528–2550
(2018).

42. Xia, Y. et al. Designing an asymmetric ether-like lithium salt to
enable fast-cycling high-energy lithiummetal batteries.Nat. Energy
8, 934–945 (2023).

43. Lu, Y. et al. Tuning the Li+ solvation structure by a “Bulky Coor-
dinating” strategy enables nonflammable electrolyte for ultra-
high voltage lithium metal batteries. ACS Nano 17, 9586–9599
(2023).

44. Neese, F. The ORCA program system. WIREs Comput. Mol. Sci. 2,
73–78 (2011).

45. Lu, T. & Chen, F. Multiwfn: amultifunctional wavefunction analyzer.
J. Comput. Chem. 33, 580–592 (2012).

46. Jorgensen, W. L. & Tirado-Rives, J. Potential energy functions
for atomic-level simulations of water and organic and biomo-
lecular systems. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 102, 6665–6670
(2005).

47. Martinez, L., Andrade, R., Birgin, E. G. & Martinez, J. M. PACKMOL: a
package for building initial configurations for molecular dynamics
simulations. J. Comput. Chem. 30, 2157–2164 (2009).

48. Hockney, R. W. & Eastwood, J. W. Computer simulation using par-
ticles. (CRC Press, 2021).

Acknowledgements
F.K. would like to acknowledge the support from National Key
Research and Development Program of China (2022YFB2404500)
and Shenzhen Outstanding Talents Training Fund. D.Z. would
like to acknowledge the support from the Fundamental Research
Project of Shenzhen (NO. JCYJ20230807111702005). Y.W. would
like to acknowledge the support from National Natural Science
Foundation of China (NO. 22309102) and China Postdoctoral
Science Foundation (Grant No. 2022M711788).

Author contributions
D.Z. and F.K. conceived and designed this work. Y.W. performed the
experiments and wrote the manuscript. Y.G. and Y.T. carried out the
computations. S.D., P.L., Y.M., X.H., X.Z., and B. L. discussed the results
and participated in the preparation of the paper.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Article https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-024-49795-9

Nature Communications |         (2024) 15:5408 12



Additional information
Supplementary information The online version contains
supplementary material available at
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-024-49795-9.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to
Dong Zhou or Feiyu Kang.

Peer review information Nature Communications thanks Yuki Yamada
and the other, anonymous, reviewer(s) for their contribution to the peer
review of this work. A peer review file is available.

Reprints and permissions information is available at
http://www.nature.com/reprints

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons
Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing,
adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as
long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the
source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if
changes were made. The images or other third party material in this
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless
indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not
included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended
use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted
use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the copyright
holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/
licenses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2024

Article https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-024-49795-9

Nature Communications |         (2024) 15:5408 13

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-024-49795-9
http://www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Difluoroester solvent toward fast-rate anion-intercalation lithium metal batteries under extreme conditions
	Results
	Screen of ester solvents and investigation on anion-intercalation
	Electrochemical performance of the anion-intercalation Li metal batteries
	Physicochemical properties and coordination chemistry of electrolytes
	Interfacial compatibility between electrolyte and the Li metal anode
	Low-temperature performance and battery safety evaluation

	Discussion
	Methods
	Electrolyte preparation
	Electrolyte characterizations
	Battery assembly and characterizations
	Postmortem analysis of cycled batteries
	Computations
	Reporting summary

	Data availability
	References
	Acknowledgements
	Author contributions
	Competing interests
	Additional information




