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Discharge rate is a key parameter affecting the cycle life of lithium-ion batteries (LIB). Normally, lithium-ion batteries deteriorate
more severely at a higher discharge rate. In this paper, we report that the cycle performance of LiNi0.8Co0.15Al0.05O2/graphite high-
energy 2.8 Ah 18650 cells is abnormally worse at a 1.5 C discharge rate than at a 2.0 C discharge rate. Combining macromethods
with micromethods, the capacity/rate performance, electrochemical impedance spectroscopy (EIS), and scanning electron
microscope (SEM) morphology of the electrodes are systematically investigated. We have found that the impedance of the
negative electrodes after 2.0 C aged is smaller than that after 1.5 C aged, through EIS analysis, and the discharge rate
performance of the negative electrodes after 2.0 C aged is better than that after 1.5 C aged through coin cell analysis. In addition,
some special microcracks in the negative electrodes of aged cells are observed through SEM analysis, which can accelerate the
side reaction between active and electrolyte and form the thicker SEI which will hinder the Li+ insertion and cause resistance
increase. In short, the LiNi0.8Co0.15Al0.05O2/graphite-based lithium-ion batteries show better cycle life at a 2.0 C discharge rate
than at a 1.5 C discharge rate which indicates that the negative electrodes contribute more than the positive electrodes.

1. Introduction

Lithium-ion batteries (LIB) used in electric vehicles (EV)
need high energy density, high power capacity, long cycle life,
and good security to achieve superior driving performance
and better economic viability [1–4]. In recent years, the
LiNi(1-x-y)CoxMyO2 system (denoted as NCM, where M rep-
resents metal elements such as Mn and Al) has been widely
reported as cathode materials due to its many advantages,
such as high specific capacity, long lifespan, and low cost
[5–9]. Among this family, LiNi(1-x-y)CoxAlyO2 (NCA) is
attracting much attention and becoming a promising candi-
date material for the positive electrode because of its highest
capacity among the whole cathodes which have been used in
mass [10–13].

There are many published studies on NCA-based LIB,
focusing on the electrochemical characteristics [14–16], the
storage performance [17, 18], the factors that affect the
performance [19–21], and especially the capacity fading
mechanism [22–25]. As reported, the main factor which
deteriorated the cycle life at 100% depth of discharge

(DOD) for the NCA/graphite system was the microcracks
in the positive electrode [23–25] and these micro-cracks were
mainly induced by the shrink in volume under charge and
discharge operations [12]. It has great difference with the
LiMn2O4/graphite and NCM/graphite systems in which the
main factors causing the capacity fading were considered to
be the dissolution of Mn, the increase of the polarization,
and the decrease of active Li+ [26–28].

Electric vehicles (EV) and plug-in hybrid electric vehicles
(PHEV) usually require LIB to work at higher charge/dis-
charge currents, and therefore, it is very important for LIB
to understand the fading mechanism at high charge/dis-
charge rates. Generally, the cycle life for LIB is deteriorated
at higher charge/discharge rates: the higher the rates, the
worse the cycle life [29]. Whether it has the same conclusion
for the NCA/graphite system is the question. From the
reported papers, we have learned that the pulse discharge
current had the worse effect on cycle life than the constant
current for 3Ah 18650 cells with NCA [30]. However, few
studies have examined the effect of constant current dis-
charge rates on cycle life of NCA-based 18650 cells. In the
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present work, the basic fading mechanisms for NCA-based
18650 cells cycled at two different discharge rates (1.5C
and 2.0C) were studied and their cycle performance includ-
ing capacity and morphology was discussed through elec-
trode analysis. The initial reasons which affect the cycle life
for the NCA/graphite-based LIB were further explained.

2. Experimental

The NCA-based 18650 cells used are from an automotive
battery manufacturer Boston-Power Incorporation (BPI),
and the details of the cells are listed in Table 1. The nominal
capacity of the cells was 2.75Ah (charge/discharge at 0.2C).
The positive electrode of the cells is NCA, the negative elec-
trode is artificial graphite with polyethylene-based ceramic
separate, and the electrolyte is a mixture of ethylene carbon-
ate (EC), ethyl methyl carbonate (EMC), and dimethyl car-
bonate (DMC) with lithium hexafluorophosphate (LiPF6).

The cycle tests were conducted at two different discharge
rates, that is, 1.5C (4125mA) and 2.0C (5500mA), by using
a battery tester LAND (5V/5A). The temperature was con-
trolled to 25°C by a high-low temperature chamber (Hon-
gzhan, 80 L). Note that the same charging protocols, that is,
constant current (CC) (0.5C) and constant voltage (CV) with
an upper voltage limit of 4.2V and a cutting-off current of
138mA, were employed in all discharge cases. The cycle tests
were continued until the capacity retention decreases to 80%
of the initial capacity.

In order to gain insights into the aging origins, we disas-
sembled the fresh cell and the cells aged at different rates after
discharging these cells to 2.5V in an Ar atmosphere glove
box, in which the moisture content was less than 0.1 ppm.
The positive and negative electrodes were rinsed by DMC.
After that, we assembled these harvested electrodes into
new coin cells with Li metal as the counter electrode in the
Ar atmosphere glove box. In terms of these reassembled coin
cells, the capacity and rate performance were examined using
battery tester LAND (5V/10mA). The impedance changes
were measured in Princeton PARSTAT 4000 with an ac
amplitude of 5mV over the frequency range from 50kHz
to 0.05Hz.

The pore size distribution and the porosity of fresh and
aged cells were measured using the mercury intrusion poro-
simetry (MIP) with PoreMaster 33 type fromQuantachrome.
The MIP could measure pore diameters from a nanometer to
micrometer scale, which matched well with the pore range in
the electrode film sample compared to nano-computed
tomography (CT) just monitoring the pore diameters above
500nm [31, 32]. Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) was
carried out to observe the surface microscopic morphology

changes of the positive and negative electrodes for fresh
and aged cells. SEM images were taken with ULTRA 55 type
from Carl Zeiss SMT Corporation. For porosity and SEM
analysis, the electrodes were washed with DMC and evapo-
rated at room temperature.

3. Results and Discussion

3.1. Cycle Performance of Cells and Characteristics of
Electrodes. The cycle performance of NCA-based 18650 cells
at different discharge rates is shown in Figure 1. Figure 1(a)
displays the cycle life of the cells at 2.0C discharge rate and
1.5C rate at 25°C, and two cells are tested for either discharge
rates. It can be noted that the capacity retention at 2.0C is
better than that at 1.5C and the former’s cycle life is about
twice that of the latter. Figure 1(b) demonstrates that the
direct current resistance (DCR) has increased by 20% after
the cycles of one cell at various discharge rates. When the
capacity decreases to 80% of the initial state, the whole output
capacity/energy for 2.0C aged cells is clearly higher than that
for 1.5C aged cells, as listed in Table 2.

The positive and negative electrodes for fresh and aged
cells are reassembled into 2032 coin cells with Li metal as
counter electrode. The capacity calibration are operated with
0.2 C CC-CV charge mode and 0.2 C CC discharge; the volt-
age range is 2.5V~4.2V for the positive electrodes and
0.005V~1.5V for the negative electrodes. The characteristics
of different electrodes for fresh and aged cells are shown in
Figure 2.

Figure 2(a) presents the discharge curves for the positive
and negative electrodes. As can be seen, the capacity of the
positive electrodes can remain 86% for 1.5C aged cells and
87% for 2.0C aged cells and this difference with cell capacity
retention of 80% is derived from the different charge and dis-
charge rates. The capacity ratio of the negative to the positive
(N/P) ratio can be calculated as follows:

N
P ratio =

Cn × Sn × ractive−graphite
Cp × Sp × ractive−NCA

, 1

where Cn and Cp are the capacity of the negative and positive
electrodes, respectively; Sn and Sp are the area coating density
of the negative and positive electrodes, respectively;
ractive−graphite and ractive−NCA are the ratio of active material
in the electrodes.

According to (1), it can be known that the N/P ratio value
for 1.5C aged cells increases to 1.19, while for 2.0C aged cells,
it decreases to 1.06, and the details are listed in Table 3. These
results indicate that the negative electrodes have enough
capacity balance even for aged cells so the capacity fading is
attributed to the deterioration of the NCA. The above
conclusion is essentially consistent with previous reports
[23–25]. However, it cannot explain why the 2.0C discharge
rate is better than the 1.5C discharge rate.

In order to explore the reason for the above phenomena,
the intercalation ability of Li+ for the positive electrodes and
deintercalation ability of Li+ for the negative electrodes had
been evaluated based on the discharge rate performance of
different electrodes for fresh and aged cells as shown in

Table 1: Details for NCA-based 18650 cells from BPI.

Item Specification

Nominal capacity (Ah) 2.75

Nominal voltage (V) 3.65

Mass/g 47.0

Energy density (Wh·kg−1) 210

2 Scanning



Figure 2(b). It can be figured out that the intercalation ability
of Li+ for the positive electrodes is very similar after 1.5C or
2.0C aged and their capacities deteriorate by about 5% at the
1.5C rate, about 18% at the 2.0C rate compared with those of
fresh cells. However, it can be also seen that the negative elec-
trodes after 2.0C aged exhibit better rate performance at
1.5C or 2.0C rate than those for 1.5C aged, which implies
that there is a great difference in the deintercalation ability
of Li+ for the negative electrodes after different aging. Conse-
quently, it can be inferred that the capacity fading of NCA/
graphite-based LIB is mainly associated with the negative
electrodes, which reminds us not only to consider the posi-
tive electrode’s effect on capacity loss but also to attach more
importance to negative electrode’s effect on cycle life.

Figure 2(c) displays the incremental capacity analysis
(ICA) curves of the positive and negative electrodes for fresh
and aged cells at a 0.2C discharge rate, in which each
peak involves a phase reaction. For the positive electrodes,
there exist six peaks in fresh and aged cells, marked sepa-
rately as peak (1) to peak (6). The voltage of each peak
has increased but the dQ/dV decreased for aged cells,
reflecting that the phase structure do not change during
the cycle. This conclusion is also similar to that of other
researches analyzed through XRD and Raman methods
[25], that is, the NCA crystal structure did not suffer
serious damage during the cycle tests. For the negative
electrodes, it can be found that there are five phase transition
processes, corresponding to peak (1′) to peak (5′). The volt-
age of each peak has decreased and the dQ/dV increased

for aged cells, especially for peak (5′), while the overall peak
heights for 2.0C aged are lower than those for 1.5C aged,
revealing that the fading of the cells for 1.5C aged at the
lower voltage is obviously induced by the negative electrodes.

The impedance was measured at 50% SOC at 25°C,
and the frequency range is 0.05Hz to 50 kHz. The imped-
ance of the negative electrodes for coin cells is shown in
Figure 2(d) and that of the positive electrodes is presented
in Figure 3. As seen from Figure 2(d), the impedance of
the negative electrodes after 1.5C aged is larger than that
after 2.0 C aged and thus can lead to the faster deterioration
of the rate performance, which is in good agreement with
experimental results for rate performance in Figure 2(b).
Through critical equivalent circuit model (ECM) for LIB
from a relevant literature [33], the impedance was com-
posed of ohmic resistance (Ro), solid electrolyte interface
resistance (RSEI), charge transfer resistance (Rct), and diffu-
sion resistance (Rdif f ). Accordingly, we can conclude that
for aged cells, Ro increases while it is similar for 2.0C aged
and 1.5C aged and RSEI and Rct increase greatly compared
to fresh cells but the impedance for 2.0C aged is smaller
than that for 1.5C aged.

3.2. Changes in Morphology and Porosity of Disassembled
Electrodes. Figure 4 presents the SEM images of the positive
and negative electrodes for fresh and aged cells, and the mag-
nification for the positive electrodes is 20,000 times and 5000
times for the negative electrodes. It can be observed that there
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Figure 1: Cycle performance of NCA-based 18650 cells cycled at different discharge rates. (a) Cycle life curves; (b) direct current resistance
(DCR) curves.

Table 2: Whole output capacity/energy for aged cells.

Rate Total charge capacity (Ah) Total discharge capacity (Ah) Total charge energy (Wh) Total discharge energy (Wh)

0.5 C/1.5 C 1267 1266 4888 4254

0.5 C/2.0 C 2133 2129 8271 6993
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are some special microcracks in the electrodes of aged cells,
not only in NCA-positive electrodes but also in graphite-
negative electrodes. For the positive electrodes, these micro-
cracks will lead to the capacity loss and resistance increase

Table 3: Capacity and N/P ratio of the electrodes for fresh and aged
cells.

Information of the
electrodes

Capacity at 0.2 C (mAh·g−1) N/P ratio

Fresh
Positive 190

1.09
Negative 365.5

1.5 C aged
Positive 164

1.19
Negative 344

2.0 C aged
Positive 167

1.06
Negative 306
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Figure 3: Nyquist plots of the positive electrodes for fresh and
aged cells.
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Figure 2: Characteristics of different electrodes for fresh and aged cells. (a) Discharge curves of different electrodes at 0.2 C; (b) discharge rate
performances of different electrodes; (c) ICA curves of different electrodes; (d) and Nyquist plots of the negative electrodes.
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in the cells, and for negative electrodes, they will bring about
the SEI reproduction which can cause the consumption of Li+

and resistance to increase [23–25].
The pore distribution of the electrodes for fresh and aged

cells is shown in Figure 5, and the average pore size and
porosity of the electrodes are listed in Table 4. The porosity

remains basically unchanged for the positive electrodes but
decreases remarkably for the negative electrodes. Moreover,
the average pore diameters of the negative electrodes are
significantly reduced as aged. Combined with Figure 4 and
relevant reference [32], it can be deduced that the micro-
cracks will accelerate the side reaction between active and

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 4: SEM images of the positive and negative electrodes for fresh and aged cells. (a) Fresh positive electrode, (b) 1.5 C aged positive
electrode, (c) 2.0 C aged positive electrode, (d) fresh negative electrode, (e) 1.5 C aged negative electrode, and (f) 2.0 C aged negative electrode.
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Figure 5: Pore distribution of the electrodes for fresh and aged cells. (a) Positive electrodes; (b) negative electrodes.
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electrolyte, which is favourable to form the thicker SEI and
other chemicals, and therefore hinder the Li+ insertion and
reduce the pore diameters. However, this phenomenon is less
obvious in the positive electrodes.

It is worth noticing that we have neglected the effect of
electrolyte resistance on the capacity fading in the electrode
analysis part. Firstly, the electrolyte has been consumed fully
when we disassemble the cells and cannot get any droplet for
analysis. Secondly, we have adopted the new electrolyte when
we assemble the coin cells, which hinder the electrolyte effect
resulting in not only the changes of composition but also the
changes of ion conductive ability.

As we know, the resistance of the cells is composed of
three parts and can be expressed as follows:

Rcell = Rpositive/electrolyte + Rnegative/electrolyte + Relectrolyte, 2

where Rpositive/electrolyte is the resistance of the positive
electrodes and its interface resistance with electrolyte,
Rnegative/electrolyte is the resistance of the negative electrodes
and its interface resistance with electrolyte, and Relectrolyte is
only the resistance of the electrolyte.

4. Conclusion

To clarify the fading mechanism about the effect of different
discharge rates on NCA-based 18650 cells, two different
discharge rates (1.5C and 2.0C) were employed and the elec-
trochemical characteristics and morphology changes of the
electrodes were investigated during aged process. The capac-
ity losses for aged cells at both discharge rates are monitored
by the positive electrodes. When the capacity of the cells
deteriorates to 80% of initial capacity, the residual capacity
of NCA is similar, about 86% of the initial capacity at the
0.2C rate. The negative electrodes have enough capacity
balance to the positive electrodes from N/P analysis, even at
the end of life which was defined as 80% of initial capacity.
The difference of capacity fading for aged cells cycled at
1.5C or 2.0C is monitored by the negative electrodes through
EIS and Li+ insertion and deinsertion analysis, showing that
the impedance of the negative electrodes after 2.0C aged is
smaller than that after 1.5C aged. The porosity of the
negative electrodes is decreased as aged, which has blocked
the Li+ insertion and led to the Li metal deposition even
though the negative electrodes have enough balance at the
end of life. The above analysis gives the initial reasons why
the NCA/graphite-based LIB has better cycle life at a 2.0C

discharge rate than at a 1.5C discharge rate, and deeper rea-
sons should be explored in future research.

Data Availability

The data used to support the findings of this study are
available from the corresponding author upon request.

Conflicts of Interest

The authors declare that they have no conflicts of interest.

Acknowledgments

This work was financially supported by the National
Natural Science Foundation of China (no. 51004077), the
Distinguished Middle-Aged and Young Scientist Encour-
age and Reward Foundation of Shandong Province (no.
BS2010CL046), and the Natural Science Foundation of
Shandong Province (no. ZR2015PE007).

References

[1] B. Scrosati and J. Garche, “Lithium batteries: status, prospects
and future,” Journal of Power Sources, vol. 195, no. 9, pp. 2419–
2430, 2010.

[2] M. Wakihara, “Recent developments in lithium ion batteries,”
Materials Science and Engineering R-Reports, vol. 33, no. 4,
pp. 109–134, 2001.

[3] N. Nitta, F. Wu, J. T. Lee, and G. Yushin, “Li-ion battery mate-
rials: present and future,” Materials Today, vol. 18, no. 5,
pp. 252–264, 2015.

[4] M. A. Hannan, M. S. H. Lipu, A. Hussain, and A. Mohamed,
“A review of lithium-ion battery state of charge estimation
and management system in electric vehicle applications:
challenges and recommendations,” Renewable and Sustainable
Energy Reviews, vol. 78, pp. 834–854, 2017.

[5] C. Delmas, M. Ménétrier, L. Croguennec et al., “An overview
of the Li(Ni,M)O2 systems: syntheses, structures and proper-
ties,” Electrochimica Acta, vol. 45, no. 1-2, pp. 243–253, 1999.

[6] C. S. Johnson, N. Li, C. Lefief, and M. M. Thackeray, “Anom-
alous capacity and cycling stability of xLi2MnO3 · (1−x)LiMO2
electrodes (M =Mn, Ni, Co) in lithium batteries at 50°C,” Elec-
trochemistry Communications, vol. 9, no. 4, pp. 787–795, 2007.

[7] Z. Lu, X. Tan, Y. Tang, and K. Zhou, “LiNi0.7Co0.15Mn0.15O2
microspheres as high-performance cathode materials for
lithium-ion batteries,” Rare Metals, vol. 33, no. 5, pp. 608–
614, 2014.

[8] K. K. Lee, W. S. Yoon, K. B. Kim, K. Y. Lee, and S. T. Hong,
“Characterization of LiNi0.85Co0.10M0.05O2 (M = Al, Fe) as a
cathode material for lithium secondary batteries,” Journal of
Power Sources, vol. 97-98, pp. 308–312, 2001.

[9] Z. Wang, H.-Q. Lu, Y.-P. Yin et al., “FePO4-coated Li[Li0.2-
Ni0.13Co0.13Mn0.54]O2 with improved cycling performance as
cathode material for Li-ion batteries,” Rare Metals, vol. 36,
no. 11, pp. 899–904, 2017.

[10] M. Jo, M. Noh, P. Oh, Y. Kim, and J. Cho, “A new high power
LiNi0.81Co0.1Al0.09O2 cathode material for lithium-ion batte-
ries,” Advanced Energy Materials, vol. 4, no. 13, article
1301583, 2014.

Table 4: Average pore size and porosity of the electrodes for fresh
and aged cells.

Electrodes Type Pore size (nm) Porosity (%)

Positive

Fresh 312 18.0

1.5 C aged 399 18.1

2.0 C aged 313 17.8

Negative

Fresh 911 20.0

1.5 C aged 574 18.0

2.0 C aged 589 12.6

6 Scanning



[11] C. T. Hsieh, H. H. Hsu, J. P. Hsu, Y. F. Chen, and J. K. Chang,
“Infrared-assisted synthesis of lithium nickel cobalt alumina
oxide powders as electrode material for lithium-ion batteries,”
Electrochimica Acta, vol. 206, pp. 207–216, 2016.

[12] Y. Makimura, S. Zheng, Y. Ikuhara, and Y. Ukyo, “Microstruc-
tural observation of LiNi0.8Co0.15Al0.05O2 after charge and
discharge by scanning transmission electron microscopy,”
Journal of the Electrochemical Society, vol. 159, no. 7,
pp. A1070–A1073, 2012.

[13] H. Xie, G. Hu, K. Du, Z. Peng, and Y. Cao, “An improved con-
tinuous co-precipitation method to synthesize LiNi0.80
Co0.15Al0.05O2 cathode material,” Journal of Alloys and Com-
pounds, vol. 666, pp. 84–87, 2016.

[14] C. J. Han, J. H. Yoon, W. I. Cho, and H. Jang, “Electrochemical
properties of LiNi0.8Co0.2−xAlxO2 prepared by a sol-gel
method,” Journal of Power Sources, vol. 136, no. 1, pp. 132–
138, 2004.

[15] S. H. Ju, J. H. Kim, and Y. C. Kang, “Electrochemical properties
of LiNi0.8Co0.2−xAlxO2 (0≤x≤0.1) cathode particles prepared
by spray pyrolysis from the spray solutions with and without
organic additives,” Metals and Materials International,
vol. 16, no. 2, pp. 299–303, 2010.

[16] K. He, Z. Ruan, X. Teng, and Y. Zhu, “Facile synthesis and
electrochemical properties of spherical LiNi0.85−×Co0.15Al×O2
with sodium aluminate via co-precipitation,” Materials
Research Bulletin, vol. 90, pp. 131–137, 2017.

[17] J. Duan, G. Hu, Y. Cao et al., “Enhanced electrochemical per-
formance and storage property of LiNi0.815Co0.15Al0.035O2 via
Al gradient doping,” Journal of Power Sources, vol. 326,
pp. 322–330, 2016.

[18] X. Li, W. Ge, H. Wang et al., “Enhancing cycle stability and
storage property of LiNi0.8Co0.15Al0.05O2 by using fast cooling
method,” Electrochimica Acta, vol. 227, pp. 225–234, 2017.

[19] H. Y. Tran, C. Täubert, and M. Wohlfahrt-Mehrens, “Influ-
ence of the technical process parameters on structural,
mechanical and electrochemical properties of LiNi0.8-
Co0.15Al0.05O2 based electrodes–a review,” Progress in Solid
State Chemistry, vol. 42, no. 4, pp. 118–127, 2014.

[20] Y. Makimura, T. Sasaki, T. Nonaka et al., “Factors affecting
cycling life of LiNi0.8Co0.15Al0.05O2for lithium-ion batteries,”
Journal of Materials Chemistry A, vol. 4, no. 21, pp. 8350–
8358, 2016.

[21] X. Yan, L. Chen, S. A. Shah, J. Liang, and Z. Liu, “The effect of
Co3O4 & LiCoO2 cladding layer on the high rate and storage
property of high nickel material LiNi0.8Co0.15Al0.05O2 by sim-
ple one-step wet coating method,” Electrochimica Acta,
vol. 249, pp. 179–188, 2017.

[22] S. Muto, Y. Sasano, K. Tatsumi et al., “Capacity-fading mech-
anisms of LiNiO2-based lithium-ion batteries II. Diagnostic
analysis by electron microscopy and spectroscopy,” Journal
of the Electrochemical Society, vol. 156, no. 5, pp. A371–
A377, 2009.

[23] S. Watanabe, M. Kinoshita, T. Hosokawa, K. Morigaki, and
K. Nakura, “Capacity fading of LiAlyNi1−x−yCoxO2 cathode
for lithium-ion batteries during accelerated calendar and cycle
life tests (effect of depth of discharge in charge–discharge
cycling on the suppression of the micro-crack generation of
LiAlyNi1−x−yCoxO2 particle),” Journal of Power Sources,
vol. 260, pp. 50–56, 2014.

[24] S. Watanabe, M. Kinoshita, T. Hosokawa, K. Morigaki, and
K. Nakura, “Capacity fade of LiAlyNi1−x−yCoxO2 cathode for
lithium-ion batteries during accelerated calendar and cycle life

tests (surface analysis of LiAlyNi1−x−yCoxO2 cathode after
cycle tests in restricted depth of discharge ranges),” Journal
of Power Sources, vol. 258, pp. 210–217, 2014.

[25] S. Watanabe, M. Kinoshita, and K. Nakura, “Capacity fade of
LiNi(1−x−y)CoxAlyO2 cathode for lithium-ion batteries during
accelerated calendar and cycle life test. I. Comparison analysis
between LiNi(1−x−y)CoxAlyO2 and LiCoO2 cathodes in cylin-
drical lithium-ion cells during long term storage test,” Journal
of Power Sources, vol. 247, pp. 412–422, 2014.

[26] M. Wohlfahrt-Mehrens, C. Vogler, and J. Garche, “Aging
mechanisms of lithium cathode materials,” Journal of Power
Sources, vol. 127, no. 1-2, pp. 58–64, 2004.

[27] G. Sarre, P. Blanchard, and M. Broussely, “Aging of lithium-
ion batteries,” Journal of Power Sources, vol. 127, no. 1-2,
pp. 65–71, 2004.

[28] M. Dubarry, C. Truchot, B. Y. Liaw et al., “Evaluation of com-
mercial lithium-ion cells based on composite positive electrode
for plug-in hybrid electric vehicle applications. Part II. Degra-
dation mechanism under 2C cycle aging,” Journal of Power
Sources, vol. 196, no. 23, pp. 10336–10343, 2011.

[29] G. Ning, B. Haran, and B. N. Popov, “Capacity fade study of
lithium-ion batteries cycled at high discharge rates,” Journal
of Power Sources, vol. 117, no. 1-2, pp. 160–169, 2003.

[30] D. Wong, B. Shrestha, D. A. Wetz, and J. M. Heinzel, “Impact
of high rate discharge on the aging of lithium nickel cobalt alu-
minum oxide batteries,” Journal of Power Sources, vol. 280,
pp. 363–372, 2015.

[31] S. A. Channagiri, S. C. Nagpure, S. S. Babu, G. J. Noble, and
R. T. Hart, “Porosity and phase fraction evolution with aging
in lithium iron phosphate battery cathodes,” Journal of Power
Sources, vol. 243, pp. 750–757, 2013.

[32] Y. Sheng, C. R. Fell, Y. K. Son, B. M. Metz, J. Jiang, and B. C.
Church, “Effect of calendering on electrode wettability in
lithium-ion batteries,” Frontiers in Energy Research, vol. 2,
2014.

[33] Y. Zhang and C. Y. Wang, “Cycle-life characterization of auto-
motive lithium-ion batteries with LiNiO2 cathode,” Journal of
the Electrochemical Society, vol. 156, no. 7, p. A527, 2009.

7Scanning



Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

 Active and Passive  
Electronic Components

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Shock and Vibration

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

High Energy Physics
Advances in

Hindawi Publishing Corporation 
http://www.hindawi.com Volume 2013
Hindawi
www.hindawi.com

The Scientific 
World Journal

Volume 2018

Acoustics and Vibration
Advances in

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Advances in  
Condensed Matter Physics

Optics
International Journal of

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Astronomy
Advances in

 Antennas and
Propagation

International Journal of

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

 International Journal of

Geophysics

Advances in
Optical
Technologies

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com

Volume 2018

Applied Bionics  
and Biomechanics
Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Advances in
OptoElectronics

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com

Volume 2018

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Mathematical Physics
Advances in

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Chemistry
Advances in

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Journal of

Chemistry

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Advances in
Physical Chemistry

International Journal of

Rotating
Machinery

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com

 Journal ofEngineering
Volume 2018

Submit your manuscripts at
www.hindawi.com

https://www.hindawi.com/journals/apec/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/sv/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/ahep/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/tswj/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/aav/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/acmp/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/ijo/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/aa/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/ijap/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/ijge/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/aot/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/abb/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/aoe/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/amp/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/ac/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/jchem/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/apc/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/ijrm/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/je/
https://www.hindawi.com/
https://www.hindawi.com/

