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Abstract: A series of Li(Ni1/3Mn1/3Co1/3)1−xMxO2 (M = Al, Mg, Zn, and Fe, x = 0.06) was prepared
via sol-gel method assisted by ethylene diamine tetra acetic acid as a chelating agent. A typical
hexagonal α-NaFeO2 structure (R-3m space group) was observed for parent and doped samples
as revealed by X-ray diffraction patterns. For all samples, hexagonally shaped nanoparticles were
observed by scanning electron microscopy and transmission electron microscopy. The local structure
was characterized by infrared, Raman, and Mössbauer spectroscopy and 7Li nuclear magnetic
resonance (Li-NMR). Cyclic voltammetry and galvanostatic charge-discharge tests showed that Mg
and Al doping improved the electrochemical performance of LiNi1/3Mn1/3Co1/3O2 in terms of specific
capacities and cyclability. In addition, while Al doping increases the initial capacity, Mg doping is the
best choice as it improves cyclability for reasons discussed in this work.

Keywords: sol-gel synthesis; EDTA chelator; cathode materials; layered oxide; doping; lithium-ion
batteries

1. Introduction

Lithium-ion batteries (LIBs) applied to power different systems such as portable electronics and
electric cars require high-power density, fast charge/discharge rates, and long cycling lives [1–3].
It is well known that the positive electrode (cathode) in LIBs plays an essential role in guiding
the electrochemical performance and is considered as the limiting element of the battery. Used in
the first generation of LIBs, the layered oxide LiCoO2 (LCO) crystallizing with the α-NaFeO2 type
structure [4] demonstrated good reversibility and high-rate capability making this material very
popular in commercial lithium-ion batteries. However, some drawbacks have been identified including
high cost, toxicity, limited practical capacity (~130 mAh g−1; ∆x(Li) ≈ 0.5 in the voltage range 2.7–4.2 V),
poor thermal stability, and fatigue on crystal structure, which will limit further use of LCO in the
forthcoming years [5–7].

Intensive studies for the replacement of LCO were conducted by formulating layered oxides with
multi-components of the system LiMO2 (M = Ni, Mn, and Co); then, the new lamellar compounds
LiNi1-yMnyO2 (NMO), LiNi1−yCoyO2 (NCO), and LiNiyMnzCo1−y−zO2 (NMC) were successively
proposed [8–13]. The performance of LiNixMnyCo1−x−yO2 as cathode material relies on the distribution
of the transition-metal (TM) cations. For y = z, the Ni and Mn ions are, respectively, in 2+ and 4+

oxidation state. Ni2+ ions (r(Ni2+) = 0.69 Å) are active species, while Mn4+ ions (r(Mn4+) = 0.54 Å)
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stabilize the structure of the α-NaFeO2 phase [14]. However, high Mn content in the NMC composition
may cause phase transition from the layered to the spinel structure [15]. Co3+ ions (r(Co3+) = 0.545 Å)
play a role in reducing the cation mixing, corresponding to the anti-site defect where Ni2+ and Li+

ions exchange their site (interlayer mixing). This defect results from the fact that the ionic radius
of Li+ (0.74 Å) is close to that of Ni2+ [16,17]. Therefore, the content of transition-metal cations in
LiNixMnyCo1−x−yO2 should be optimized to give the best performance as an active cathode material in
lithium batteries. In this framework, the composition LiNi1/3Mn1/3Co1/3O2 (named NMC333 hereafter)
is of particular interest, as it delivers a reversible capacity of approximately 200 mAh g−1 in the voltage
range 2.8–4.6 V versus Li+/Li [18,19]. Despite the advantage of high capacity, these materials display
the shortcoming of capacity fading when cycled at high voltage and high-rate current density [19].
Two effective approaches have been successfully used to improve their electrochemical performance:
Addition of substituting element (doping) and surface modification (coating) [20,21]. Fergus [22]
reviewed the effect of doping on the electrochemical performance of cathode materials pointing out
that the analysis of doping effects is complicated by the dopant–host structure interrelations modifying
the microstructure and morphology. Appropriate metal doping will improve the structural integrity of
the oxide framework and hinders oxygen release, because of the higher M–O bond dissociation energy
in the MO6 octahedron [23].

Many attempts have been made to insert TM ions in NMC frameworks using various elements
such as other TM ions (Ti, Zr, Nb, Fe, Cr, Cu) [24–30], rare earths (La, Ce, Pr, Y) [31–34], post-transition
metal (Zn) [35], and sp elements (Al, Mg), which are the most popular dopants [36–39]. Depending
on the nature of the substituting atom, the crystal structure and electrochemical performance of the
electrode are differently modified. Substitution of Al and Mg for TMs in NMCs enhances the thermal
stability and improves the electrochemical stability of this cathode material [40–42]. Mg doping has
improved NMC333 electrodes by modifying the microstructure and reducing the charge transfer
resistance [29]. Studies of the impact of Co-selective substitution by Ti, Al, and Fe showed that ~8%
Ti4+ improves the rate capability, ~5% Al3+ improves the capacity retention, while Fe3+ doping is
detrimental to the electrochemical performance due to the increase of concentration of anti-site defects
(implying a c/a ratio reduction) resulting in kinetic limitations in NMC333 [28,36]. Aluminum is a very
commonly used substituting element in NMC333 cathode materials [28,29,43–45]. Contrary to the
expectation of a decreased capacity as Al3+ ions are not active in the considered electrochemical window
(cannot show further oxidation), one observes better performance due to the improved electrode
kinetics, structural modifications, and microstructural effects. However, it must be pointed out that the
major differences compared to other reported studies come from the different preparation methods
producing particles with various morphologies in connection with the shape of grains, particle size,
specific surface area, and particle size distribution. Numerous works have shown that wet-chemistry
is a powerful technique to optimize morphology of oxides; thus, using ethylene diamine tetra acetic
acid (EDTA) as the chelating agent during the sol-gel synthesis may be unique in this study.

In this work, we investigated the effect of a partial substitution of the TMs on structural,
morphological, and electrochemical properties of a series of Li(Ni1/3Mn1/3Co1/3)0.94M0.06O2 cathode
materials with divalent Zn2+, Mg2+, and trivalent Fe3+ and Al3+ ions. The samples were synthesized
using a sol-gel method assisted by EDTA as chelator. Ethylene diamine tetra acetic acid, which can
chelate several metal ions at the same time, has a unique property of reducing the calcination temperature
for the oxide preparation. Recently, we reported the efficiency of this method to prepare nanostructured
LiMn2O4 powders with well-controlled particle size and size distribution [46]. The reason is that
EDTA acts as a hexadentate ligand including six sites (i.e., two amines and four carboxyl groups) that
can bind to the metal ions. The EDTA forms stable and strong complexes with metal ions through
strong masking of free metal ions, which alleviates negative effects such as precipitation of sparingly
soluble salts. The strong chelating power of EDTA makes possible the accurate control of dopant
concentrations with accuracy better than 1%. Attention has been paid to synthesize all the samples
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with almost the same morphology and particle size, so that direct comparison of the electrochemical
properties of NMC333 cathodes doped with Al, Mg, Fe and Zn is meaningful.

2. Materials and Methods

Li(Ni1/3Co1/3Mn1/3)1−xMxO2 (M = Fe, Al, Mg and Zn, x = 0.06) materials were prepared by a
sol-gel method EDTA as a chelating agent. Li, Ni, Mn, Co, Mg, Zn, and Al acetates and iron citrate
(Merck KGaA, Darmstadt, Germany, 99.99% grade) were used as starting materials. Proper amounts of
these starting materials, according to the desired stoichiometry, were dissolved in de-ionized water to
form aqueous solution. The dissolved solutions were added stepwise into a stirred aqueous solution of
EDTA with a 1:1 metal/chelator ratio. The solution was stirred for 3 h for a homogenous mixture of the
reaction reagents and favor complex reaction between metal ions and EDTA. Ammonium hydroxide
was added to adjust pH of the solution at ~7. Transparent gel was formed after slow evaporation of
the solution. The resulting precursor was heated and decomposed at 450 ◦C for 5 h in air then ground
and recalcined at 700 ◦C for 8 h in air.

The crystal structure of the prepared materials was investigated by X-ray diffraction (XRD) using
Philips X’Pert apparatus (Hamburg, Germany) equipped with CuKα X-ray source (λ = 1.5406 Å).
X-ray diffraction measurements were collected in the 2θ range 10–80◦ at low scanning rate. Sample
morphology was observed by scanning electron microscopy (SEM; JEOL model JEM-1230, Freising,
Germany). Fourier transform infrared (FTIR) spectra were recorded with a vacuum interferometer
(model IFS 113 (Bruker, Karlsruhe, Germany). In the far-infrared region (800–100 cm−1), the vacuum
bench apparatus was equipped with a 3.5 µm-thick Mylar beam splitter, a globar source, and a DTGS/PE
far-infrared detector. Raman scattering (RS) spectra were measured using a micro-Raman-laser
spectrometer model Lab-Ram (Horiba-Jobin-Yvon, Longjumeau, France) equipped with 50×microscope
lens, D2 filter, aperture of 400 µm, and a slit of 150 µm. The spectra have been recorded with the
red (λ = 632 nm) laser excitation. 57Fe Mössbauer spectroscopic measurements were performed in
transmission mode at room temperature using a constant acceleration spectrometer with a 57Co
(Rh) source. Isomer shifts are given relative to that of α-Fe at room temperature. 7Li magic-angle
spinning (MAS) NMR was performed on a Bruker Avance 200 MHz spectrometer (B0 = 4.7 T) using
1.3 mm zirconia rotors in a dry nitrogen atmosphere. An aqueous 1 mol L−1 LiCl solution was used
as the reference for the chemical shift of 7Li (0 ppm). 7Li one-dimensional magic angle spinning
nuclear magnetic resonance (MAS NMR) experiments were performed at 298 K and a spinning speed
of approximately 60 kHz with a rotor synchronized Hahn-echo sequence (π/2–τ–π–τ– acquisition).
The typical values for the recycle delay and the π/2 pulse length were 1 s and 2 µs, respectively.

Electrochemical tests were performed using a multichannel potentiostatic-galvanostatic system
VMP3 (Biologic, Grenoble, France). The cathode mixture for the fabrication of the positive electrode
was prepared by mixing 80 wt.% of the active material with 10 wt.% of super P® Li carbon (TIMCAL)
and 10 wt.% of polyvinylidene fluoride binder (PVDF), dissolved in N-methylpyrrolidone (NMP).
The electrode was formed by loading this mixture at 6 mg cm−2 onto an Al foil dried at 100 ◦C for
1 h in a vacuum oven. Coin cells were assembled in an argon-filled dry box with Li foil as anode and
glass-fiber separator soaked with 1 mol L−1 LiPF6 in ethylene carbonate/dimethyl carbonate (EC/DMC)
(1:1 by v/v) aprotic solution. Galvanostatic charge-discharge cycling was carried out at C/10 rate in the
voltage range 2.5–4.5 V versus Li+/Li0.

3. Results and Discussion

3.1. Structural Analysis

The XRD diagrams of pristine LiNi1/3Mn1/3Co1/3O2 and doped Li(Ni1/3Mn1/3Co1/3)1−xMxO2

powders (M = Fe, Al, Mg, Zn; x = 0.06) are presented in Figure 1a. We can clearly observe
well-separated XRD reflections for all prepared samples with very smooth background, indicating
highly crystallized products. These diffraction peaks are indexed to a hexagonal lattice α-NaFeO2-type
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(R-3m space group, standard card JCPDS 82-1495) without any impurity phase, reflecting the formation
of a single-phase layered structure. This unique and well-developed layered structure can be confirmed
from the distinct splitting of the 108/110 and 006/102 doublets. Values of the lattice parameter a (which
related to the average metal-metal intraslab distance) and c (which related to the average interslab
distance) calculated for parent and doped NMC333 are summarized in Table 1. The lattice parameters
of parent LiNi1/3Mn1/3Co1/3O2 were consistent with previous reported results [36,47]. The material
being an ionic compound, the dopant ions were inserted preferentially on sites that minimize the cost
in Coulomb energy. As a first consequence, none of the dopants were expected to substitute for Mn4+.
Mg and Zn being divalent were substituted for Ni2+. As we shall see later in this work, the Mössbauer
results showed that iron was introduced in the matrix in the low-spin Fe3+ state. Therefore, according
to the rule mentioned above, both Al3+ and Fe3+ substitute for Co3+. The Rietveld refinements based
on the XRD patterns were done accordingly, including the possibility for the dopants to create also
an anti-site defect. Indeed, an important character of these layered rock–salt structures is the cation
mixing, occupation of the 3b Li interlayer sites by Ni2+ ions in the pristine NMC333, and possibly also
by dopant metal ions. The results of the refinement are displayed in Figure 1b–f and data listed in
Table 1. The residual and agreement parameters (R and χ2) of the Rietveld refinement were very good
using this model, taking into account such a cation mixing.

By introducing Mg2+ ions in the structure, the lattice expansion occurred in both the a and
c directions, due to the slightly larger radius of Mg2+ (r(Mg2+) = 0.72 Å) compared to that of Ni2+

(r(Ni2+) = 0.69 Å). Reciprocally, the ionic radius of Al3+ (r(Al3+) = 0.53 Å) was close to but a little bit
smaller than that of low-spin Co3+ (r(Co3+) = 0.545 Å), so that the substitution mainly induces a small
shrinking of the lattice parameters. In both cases, however, the lattice distortion is small since the ionic
radii are close. On the contrary, the radius of Fe3+ (r(Fe3+) = 0.645 Å) was much larger than that of Co3+,
even larger than high-spin Co3+. Nevertheless, there is a general agreement for the introduction of
Fe3+ (r(Fe3+) = 0.645 Å) on Co3+ positions [23,28,36,48], so that the rule mentioned above remains valid,
despite the strong lattice distortion that this substitution will cost. The substitution of Fe3+ for Co3+

leads a lattice expansion, i.e., 0.4% and 0.2% for the a- and c-axis, respectively. On another hand, the c/a
ratio was reduced, which suggests an increase in the anti-site cation defect concentration [28]. In the
same way, a large lattice distortion was expected with the substitution of Zn2+ for Ni2+, since the size
of Zn2+ (r(Zn2+) = 0.74 Å) was bigger than that of Ni2+. One then would expect an expansion of the
unit-cell parameters as in the case of Mg2+ and Fe3+. However, for Zn2+ doping, the data in Table 1 show
that the a-parameter slightly increased, while the c-lattice parameter was not affected. This abnormal
behavior provides evidence of important lattice distortions associated to the incorporation of Zn2+. It is
also the indication of the degree of cation mixing in 3a and/or 3b sites, in agreement with Table 1.
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Figure 1. X-ray diffraction (XRD) patterns (a) and Rietveld refinements (b–f) of undoped
Li(Ni1/3Mn1/3Co1/3)O2 and doped Li(Ni1/3Mn1/3Co1/3)1−xMxO2 (x = 0.06, M = Fe, Al, Mg, Zn),
respectively. Cross marks are experimental data and solid lines (in red) are calculated diagrams.
The curve at the bottom (in blue) is the difference between the calculated and observed intensities.

Table 1. Results of Rietveld refinements for undoped Li(Ni1/3Mn1/3Co1/3)O2 and doped
Li(Ni1/3Mn1/3Co1/3)1−xMxO2 (x = 0.06) (M = Fe, Al, Mg, Zn).

Crystal Data Parent
Doping Element (M)

Mg Al Fe Zn

Lattice parameters - - - - -
a (Å) 2.856 (2) 2.865 (4) 2.858 (5) 2.867 (1) 2.864 (7)
c (Å) 14.249 (5) 14.259 (7) 14.255 (9) 14.276 (7) 14.243 (1)

c/a 4.980 (1) 4.976 (3) 4.987 (1) 4.979 (4) 4.964 (9)
V (Å3) 100.65 101.39 100.88 101.62 101.22
Lc (nm) 18.7 17.3 25.6 14.8 15.8

<e2> × 10−5 (rd2) 0.2899 0.4221 0.1303 0.8743 0.8458
I(003)/I(104) 1.61 1.83 1.53 1.49 1.22

(I(006) + I(102))/I(101) 0.47 0.42 0.49 0.58 0.56
Residuals - - - - -

Rp(%) 8.17 8.44 8.92 9.15 10.21
Rwp(%) 9.01 9.69 11.07 11.50 13.81

RF 1.68 2.16 3.16 5.31 4.12
Occupancy (Occ) - - - - -

Ni2+ on Li-site 0.0241 0.0024 0.0142 0.0129 0.0113
M on Li-site - 0.0127 - - 0.0222
(0,0,z) for O2 0.25921 0.2607 0.25964 0.2585 0.25230
S(MO2)a (Å) 2.1139 2.0714 2.1011 2.1367 2.2882
I(LiO2)b (Å) 2.6393 2.6817 2.6508 2.6222 2.4595

a S(MO2) = 2((1/3) − Zoxy)c is the thickness of the metal–O2 planes; b I(LiO2) = c/3 − S(MO2) is the thickness of the
inter-slab space.
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It should be pointed out that the increase in the degree of cation mixing is known to limit kinetics
that cause poor rate capability of the Fe-doped electrode. However, the ionic radius (r(Mg2+) = 0.72 Å)
of Mg2+ being close to that of Li+ (r(Li+) = 0.76 Å), the anti-site defect corresponding to a local exchange
Mg–Li is likely, i.e., a small fraction of the Mg2+ ions will occupy the Li-sites.

The cation mixing can be detected by different ratios. First, the c/a lattice ratio indicates the
deviation of the rock–salt structure (i.e., c/a > 4.90). Higher value of peak ratio I003/I104 is the second
indicator for a lower amount of undesirable cation mixing and better hexagonal structure [49]. The R
factor (R = (I006 + I102)/I101) is the third fingerprint of the hexagonal ordering; the lower the R, the better
the hexagonal ordering [50,51]. However, note that rules concerning I003/I104 and R are well established
for undoped NMC samples. The distortion of the lattices associated to the doping may also affect these
parameters. For instance, we see in Table 1 that, according to the more reliable Rietveld refinement
results, samples doped with Mg and Al have lower cation mixing with well-ordered rhombohedral
structures, despite the fact that I003/I104 in the Al-doped sample was smaller than in the pristine sample.

The doping by any of the elements investigated reduces the concentration of Ni2+–Li anti-site
defects. In particular, the introduction of Mg ions on 3a sites led to a remarkable decrease of Ni2+ ions
on the 3b site (Table 1); this observation matches well with previous reports [52,53]. However, while
most of the Mg, Fe, and Zn ions were the 3a sites, the Rietveld refinement showed that the 3b Li site
was also partly occupied by these foreign ions. This feature is attributable to the fact that the ionic
radii of Mg2+, Fe3+, and Zn2+ are comparable to that of Li+ (r(Li+) = 0.76 Å) [54]. On the one hand,
the much smaller ionic radius of Al3+ can explain the absence of Al3+ ions on the lithium site. Overall,
the cation mixing obtained by adding the concentration of nickel and dopant ions on the 3b lithium
sites is 1.4% and 1.5% for Al- and Mg-doped samples, respectively, smaller than 2.4% in the undoped
sample. On the other hand, this concentration was larger in the Zn- and Fe-doped samples.

Two other structural parameters can be deduced from Rietveld refinements: I(LiO2) the thickness
of the inter-slab space and S(MO2) the thickness of the metal–O2 planes [55]. As seen from Table 1, both
a- and c-parameters and S(MO2) were minimum and I(LiO2) was maximum for sp-doped elements,
which confirms that these samples had better structural integrity.

The cation mixing between metal ions (Ni2+ and M2+ or 3+) and Li ions on the two sites resulted
in two competitive effects on lattice parameter depending on the ionic radius and ionic charge of
metal: (i) As r(Li+) was larger than the ionic radii of the other Ni, Mn, and Co ions, this difference
favored an increase of the in-plane parameter a due to the presence of Li ions on the 3a site. Moreover,
the Li+ ions carried only a charge +1, so that the occupation of 3a sites by Li+ decreased the repulsive
Coulomb potential with the neighboring TM ions inside the slabs. This effect also favored an increase
of the a-lattice parameter, (ii) this effect is in part compensated by the concomitant presence of the
Ni2+ and M2+ or 3+ on the 3b site. Moreover, the metal ions on the 3b site carried more charge than
Li+, which leads to a stronger electrostatic attraction between these ions and O2– in the interslab plane.
As a consequence, the Li-O interslab distance and the related c-lattice parameter decreased. This
stronger Li–O bond also hinders Li+ diffusion through the NMC framework, so that the Li+ ions on
the 3a sites do not contribute to the electrochemical process [17].

The broadening of reflections is an indicator not only to the crystallinity of the
Li(Ni1/3Mn1/3Co1/3)1−xMxO2 powder but also to the local deformation of the structure. The combination
of the Scherrer’s equation for crystallite size with the Bragg’s law for diffraction leads to Equation (1):

B2 cos2 θ = 6〈e2
〉 sin2 θ+

K2λ2

Lc
(1)

which can be used to determine coherence length Lc and micro-strain field <e2>. B is the full-width at
half-maximum (FWHM) in radian, θ is the diffraction angle, and K is a near-unity constant related
to crystallite shape. The first member is reported as a function of sin2θ in Figure 2 for the pristine
and doped Li(Ni1/3Mn1/3Co1/3)O2 samples. The plots are well fit by straight lines, in agreement with
Equation (1). The slope of the lines gives the value of the strain field <e2>, while the coherence



Materials 2019, 12, 2899 7 of 19

length Lc is given by the extrapolation to sin θ = 0. For all investigated samples, values were in the
range 15 ≤ Lc ≤ 25 nm. On the other hand, we found that <e2> was strongly affected by the nature of
the doping elements. While the strain field was negligible in the undoped and Mg-doped samples,
it rose to <e2> = 0.4221 × 10−5 rd2 in Al-doped samples, and became as large as 0.8743 × 10−5 and
0.8458 × 10−5 rd2 in Fe- and Zn-doped samples, respectively.
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Figure 2. Analysis of the full-width at half-maximum, B, of XRD peaks according to Equation (1). B is
expressed in radian.

The negligible value of <e2> in Mg-doped samples proves that Mg stabilizes the structure of the
lattice, a result that is consistent with the fact that it almost totally eliminated the Li-Ni anti-sites. <e2>

is non-negligible in Al-doped samples. This is also consistent with the fact that the concentration of
Li-Ni anti-sites, although smaller than in the pristine sample, was not eliminated by the Al doping.
This result gives evidence of a better structural stability of the Mg-doped sample than the Al-doped
sample. For the Zn- and Fe-doped cases, the large values of <e2> imply important lattice distortions
that will further weaken the structural stability of Fe- and Zn-doped samples, as expected from the
discussion reported above on the lattice parameters and the consideration of ionic radii.

3.2. Morphology

Figure 3 presents the SEM images of the undoped- and doped-NMC333 materials. The nanoscale
powders consisted of hexagonally like shaped particles with flat facets. As the morphology is one of
the main factors which affects the electrochemical performance of the electrode materials, we tried to
maintain identical aspects for all the samples. However, although the synthesis conditions were the
same, the particle size and morphologies depended on the doping element because of the change in
the reaction equilibrium despite similar temperature, pH value, etc. The undoped NMC333 showed
regular particles, 300–500 nm in size, with quite narrow size distribution (Figure 3a). The Al-doped
sample became more uniform and exhibited smaller primary particles with size lying between 200 and
450 nm (Figure 3b). The Mg-substituted sample showed larger particle sizes (Figure 3c). The Fe-doped
sample had a broad size distribution with particles in the range 100–600 nm (Figure 3d). The Zn-doped
material presented less faceted particles with a narrower size distribution (i.e., 300–500 nm); particles
tended to form microspheres (Figure 3e).
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Figure 3. Field-emission SEM images of (a) undoped and (b–e) M-doped NMC333 powders with
M = Al, Mg, Fe, Zn, respectively.

All powders maintain the initial morphology of the undoped sample, except a tendency of
agglomeration in the case of Fe-doped sample (Figure 3e). It seems that the formation of agglomerates
depends strongly of the synthesis technique. Ren et al. [38] reported agglomeration of Al-doped NMC
powders even at low concentration of aluminum (y = 1/12) when prepared by solvent evaporation
method. On another hand, Lin et al. [43] showed well-dispersed particles with a slight decrease of
grain size for moderated Al-doped powders (y = 0.1) obtained via sol-gel method using polyvinyl
alcohol as organic fuel. In conclusion, all these NMC oxides showed almost well-dispersed primary
particles with relatively bright and clear surface; in addition, the particles did not display a change in
surface roughness with doping. The absence of aggregated particles was attributed to the synthesis
process via EDTA chelating assistance with an efficient pH control.

To further examine the sample morphology, Figure 4 presents the typical TEM images of undoped (a)
and Al- (b) and Mg-doped NMC333 samples (c) confirming the submicronic size of the particles. The high
magnification TEM (HRTEM) micrographs of individual nanoparticle reveal well-defined lattice fringes
with a separation of 4.72 Å corresponding to the (003) plane. One also observes that the edges of all
as-crystallized particles were well defined (i.e., without disordered surface layer). Therefore, as we
shall see later, the difference of morphology among the different samples was small enough to allow
for a direct comparison of their electrochemical properties.
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Figure 4. TEM images of (a) undoped, (b) Al-doped, and (c) Mg-doped NMC333 samples. The HRTEM
micrographs reveal well-defined lattice fringes with a separation of 4.72 Å corresponding to the
(003) plane.

3.3. Local Structure

The local structure, i.e., short-range environment of lithium within NMC materials was investigated
using several analytical methods: Raman, FTIR and Mössbauer spectroscopies, and 7Li NMR
measurements. Figure 5a,b display the Raman and FTIR spectra of NMC333 samples, respectively.
Considering the layered R-3m structure (D5

3d spectroscopic symmetry) for LiNi1/3Mn1/3Co1/3O2, one
expects six Raman active modes (3A1g + 3Eg) and seven IR active modes (4A2u + 3Eu) [56]. As a general
trend, the doping did not bring significant alteration in the band positions in both vibrational spectra.
Characteristic Raman bands were recorded at 397 and 477 cm−1 (O–M–O bending vibrations) and
603 and 641 cm−1 (M–O symmetrical stretching), while FTIR patterns were measured at 245 cm−1

(Li cage mode), 377 and 472 cm−1 (O–M–O asymmetric bending modes), and 527 and 594 cm−1

(asymmetric stretching modes of MO6 octahedra). In conclusion, doping did not provoke significant
change in spectral features, except a slight broadening of the Li cage mode, which reflects the degree of
cationic mixing in the interlayer space.

Solid-state 7Li-MAS NMR measurements were carried out to study the structural properties on
a local scale, knowing that paramagnetic ions in the surrounding of the lithium ions have strong
effects on the NMR spectra due to the Fermi-contact mechanism, i.e., the transfer of spin density
from the unpaired electrons of the paramagnetic ions to the lithium nucleus. In LiNi1/3Mn1/3Co1/3O2,
Co3+ is in its low-spin state and not magnetic, but both Ni2+ and Mn4+ contribute to the resulting
overall hyperfine shifts. Figure 6a shows the 7Li-MAS NMR spectra acquired for all NMC333 samples,
for which two strong contributions are discernible. A rather narrow resonance was located at around
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0 ppm. It can be assigned to diamagnetic impurities such as LiOH or Li2CO3. The main contribution
was a broad group of resonances with large chemical shifts covering the range from 0 to 1000 ppm
with a major broad band at approximately 550 ppm. The distribution of the signal intensity among the
resonances was sample dependent. The Mg-doped sample showed the smallest 0 ppm peak, which
increased in the undoped and the Al-doped sample. The highest 0 ppm intensity was also found for Fe-
and Zn-doped NMCs. The broad contributions ranging from 0 to 1000 ppm were analyzed by means of
a spectral deconvolution, which revealed the degree of cationic disorder (Table 2). Obviously, the shifts
of the three resonances were approximately equidistant. In all samples, the intermediate resonance with
a large chemical shift of about 550 ppm, which had the highest intensity, was assigned to the hyperfine
interaction between Li+ nuclei and the unpaired electrons of Ni2+ and Mn4+ paramagnetic ions [57–59].
Note that the broadening of the peak at ~550 ppm suggests the less ordered local environment of Li
on 3b sites.Materials 2019, 12, x FOR PEER REVIEW  11 of 21 
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Table 2. Deconvolution of sample spectra. Calculated areas include all significant sideband contributions.

Dopant Shift
(ppm) Irel

Shift
(ppm) Irel

Shift
(ppm) Irel

%Li/Ni
Exchange

None 274.9 21.1 541.4 66.9 747.3 12.0 3.11
Al 277.1 26.2 539.8 62.0 731.0 11.7 1.65
Mg 289.0 28.5 533.4 52.1 716.6 19.4 3.03
Fe 283.5 7.0 563.4 54.9 776.1 38.1 2.08
Zn 217.9 28.8 541.0 49.7 743.0 21.5 2.74

Results shown in Figure 6a match well with those reported by Cahill et al. [58] who determined
three resonances in the range from 200 to 800 ppm using 6Li NMR. These three NMR bands are
assigned to Li+ ions in the interlayer slab of the NMC lattice with different TM distributions in the first
cation coordination shell. The possible Ni2+/Co3+/Mn4+ arrangements exhibiting different chemical
shifts are distributed by (a) 1:4:1 at low frequency (<300 ppm), (b) 2:2:2 at intermediate frequency
(~550 ppm), and (c) 3:0:3 at high frequency (>700 ppm). Adopting these results, we interpreted the
three major resonances identified in the deconvolution of our spectra to stem from lithium ions in the
3b site (Li layer). The observed hyperfine shifts can be readily explained by the three different local
environments proposed by Cahill et al. [58]. Either one, two or three pairs of Ni2+ and Mn4+ ions are
distributed among the six nearest neighbor positions. According to the nominal stoichiometry, the total
number of ions of each type should be the same for all transition metals, leading to symmetric intensity
distribution. This expectation is not in accordance with the results from the spectral deconvolution of
the samples; only the Zn-doped NMC333 sample might be considered to show roughly a symmetric
intensity distribution. Another NMR feature was a minor resonance occurring at around 1300 ppm
attributed to Li+ ions in 3a site of the TM layers as a result of the cation mixing with Ni and Mn in first
and second coordination shell. Thus, the Li/Ni exchange rate can be calculated by the ratio of the area
of the smaller peak over the larger one including side bands (Table 2) and compared with data from
Rietveld refinements. From spectra in Figure 6a, it is obvious that the Li/Ni exchange rate was lower
for Al- and Fe-doped samples. There is a general agreement for the cation mixing diminution within
the Al-doped LiNi1/3Mn1/3Co1/3O2 framework because Al prevents the presence of Li on the 3a site of
TM layer and restrains Ni2+ in the Li plane [60]. Liu et al. [36] reported that the improved structural
stability of NMC333 at low Al doping (y < 1/20), whereas Fe doping does not display such behavior
even at low Fe content.

The Fe Mössbauer spectrum of LiNi1/3Mn1/3Co1/3O2 doped with Fe recorded at room temperature
is shown in Figure 6b. It reveals a narrow doublet with an isomer shift of 0.327 ± 0.001 mm s−1 and
a quadrupole splitting of 0.436 ± 0.002 mm s−1, which are characteristics of Fe3+ ions in high-spin
state in octahedral oxygen coordination, as expected for the 3a site. No other contributions could be
detected in the spectrum.

3.4. Electrochemical Properties

The effects of doping on the electrochemical properties were systematically investigated by cyclic
voltammetry (CV) and galvanostatic charge-discharge (GCD) measurements in the voltage range
of 2.5–4.5 V versus Li+/Li0. Figure 7 shows the CV profiles of parent and doped NMC333 oxides
recorded at a sweep rate of 0.05 mV s−1. The pristine NMC333 electrode displayed a sharp anodic peak
(delithiation) at 3.83 V and a cathodic peak (lithiation) at 3.72 V. Within the potential range 2.5–4.5 V,
redox peaks are ascribed to the reaction of Ni2+ to Ni3+/4+, while Mn4+ is known to be electrochemically
inactive and Co3+/4+ takes place at potentials above 4.6 V [19]. Except the pristine sample, all doped
NMC333 samples exhibited the same features, i.e., a slight voltage shift of the anodic peak (∆Epa)
between the 1st and 2nd cycle, while the cathodic peak was almost unchanged. ∆Epa appeared to be
20 mV for Al- and Fe-doped NMC; 90 and 160 mV for Mg- and Zn-doped electrodes, respectively.
Similar behavior attributed to surface kinetics was reported by Riley et al. [61] for NMC333 coated with
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Al2O3 by atomic layer deposition. The forthcoming CV cycles show similar redox features, indicating
a good reversibility for the lithiation/delithiation process, according to the relation [62]:

LiNi1/3Mn1/3Co1/3O2 
 Li1−xNi1/3Mn1/3Co1/3O2 + xLi+ + xe− (2)

for which the redox couple Ni2+/4+ should be considered in the voltage range 2.5–4.5 V versus
Li+/Li. Table 3 summarizes the redox peak potentials (Epa, Epc, Ni2+/4+) of the investigated NMC333
electrodes. The peak potential separation (PPS), i.e., expressed by Ep = Epa − Epc, between anodic
and cathodic potentials, corresponding to the Ni2+/4+ redox process, was measured in the range
(100 ≤ Ep ≤ 130 mV), These results compare well with data in the literature [43,61]. Here, we can point
out that the particle morphology also plays a crucial role. However, the PPS for the insertion type of
materials also significantly depends on the scan rate in CV experiments. Lin et al. [43] reported high
∆Ep values (≈0.33 V at scan rate of 100 µV s−1) for Al-doped NMC synthesized via a sol-gel method.
Similarly, Li et al. [63] mentioned ∆Ep values of about 0.3 V measured at scan rate of 0.1 mV s−1 for
LiNi1/3Mn1/3Co1/3−xAlxO2 formed by large secondary particles (agglomerates ~1 µm). Wu et al. [37]
reported a depressed Ep value (0.23 V at a scan rate of 0.1 mV s−1) for 1%-Al3+ substituting Ni2+ in
NMC333 formed by nanoparticles (100–500 nm size) versus 0.42 V for the undoped sample.Materials 2019, 12, x FOR PEER REVIEW  14 of 21 
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Table 3. The oxidation (Epa) and reduction (Epc) peak potential and the corresponding difference ∆Ep

obtained from CV data (scan rate of 0.05 mV s−1) of doped NMC333 cathodes for the 2nd cycle.

Potential
(V Versus Li+/Li)

Doping Element

Pristine Al Mg Fe Zn

Epa 3.83 3.86 3.83 3.86 3.85
Epc 3.72 3.75 3.73 3.76 3.72
∆Ep 0.11 0.11 0.10 0.10 0.13
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Figure 8 presents the galvanostatic charge–discharge curves of Li//NMC333 cells including parent
and doped electrodes cycled at a constant current density of 0.1C at 25 ◦C. Analysis of these results
showed that the Al-doped material exhibited better galvanostatic charge/discharge performance.
At 0.1C, its initial specific discharge capacity was 160 mAh g−1 with a coulombic efficiency of ~85%.
No significant change in the initial capacity value upon doping by Mg, similar to bare NMC333,
of about 150 mAh g−1 was obtained for Mg-doped oxide. Both Fe and Zn doping negatively affect the
initial capacities values. Fe-doped oxide delivered 146 mAh g−1, whereas Zn-doped material delivers
a lower capacity of 118 mAh g−1.
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Figure 8. Charge-discharge profiles of pristine (a) and doped LiNi1/3Mn1/3Co1/3O2 with Al (b), Mg (c),
Fe (d) and Zn (e) carried out at the 0.1C rate in the potential range 2.5–4.5 V versus Li+/Li0.

The incremental capacity (IC), i.e., differential capacity (−dQ/dV) versus V curve, can be considered
as an electrochemical spectroscopy technique [17]. For instance, IC has been successfully applied to
analyze the layered and spinel contribution in blended cathodes [64]. The IC curves were extracted
from the galvanostatic discharge profiles (lithiation process) during the 2nd cycle to further characterize
the electrochemical behavior of doped electrodes, as depicted in Figure 9. Each plot displays a main
sharp peak at approximately 3.74–3.78 V versus Li+/Li0 and a broad voltage peak in the vicinity of
4.25 V, which are typical fingerprints of the Ni2+/3+ and Ni3+/4+ reactions. These results showed that
both Al3+ and Fe3+ ions were electrochemically inactive for the cutoff charge-discharge voltages in the
range 2.5–4.5 V.

Figure 10a compares the cyclability of all samples cycled for 50 cycles at 0.1C. Both Al-and
Mg-doped oxides show better rechargeability than bare NMC333, which delivers 85% of its initial
capacity after 50 cycles, while Zn and Fe doping display worse results. Doped electrode materials with
Mg, Al, Fe, and Zn retained specific capacity of 91%, 82%, 67%, and 36% of the initial values, respectively.
Figure 10b presents the electrochemical impedance spectroscopy (EIS) measurements before and after
cycling of a cell with Al-doped NMC333 as cathode material. Analysis of the Nyquist plots shows
that at high frequency, the electrode/electrolyte resistance, Rs = 14.5 obtained by the intercept of the Z′
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axis does not change upon cycling. In contrast, the charge transfer resistance (Rct) corresponding to
the electrochemical reaction at solid/electrolyte interface (represented by the depressed semicircle at
medium frequency region) decreased from 192 for the fresh cell to 165 after 30 cycles. This decrease is
attributed to the cell formation occurring after few cycles of charge–discharge. Rate capability was
tested in the range from 0.05 C to 5C for the 30th cycle. Results shown in Figure 10c also demonstrated
the beneficial effect of Al and Mg doping after 30 cycles of charge-discharge. The specific discharge
capacity of pristine NMC333 decreased dramatically down to 59 mAh g−1 with increasing current
density to 5C, while both capacities of Al- and Mg-doped NMC333 maintained at approximately
112 mAh g−1.
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Figure 10. (a) Cyclability of parent and doped LiNi1/3Mn1/3Co1/3O2 cathode materials recorded at a
0.1C rate in the potential range 2.5–4.5 V versus Li+/Li0; (b) electrochemical impedance spectroscopy
(EIS) results for a LiNi1/3Mn1/3Co1/3O2//Li cell before and after cycling at 0.1C rate; (c) rate capability of
undoped and Al- and Mg-doped NMC333 electrodes after 30 cycles.

4. Discussion

In this work, we chose two dopants, Al and Fe, which substituted for Co. Reducing the number of
cobalt ions did not penalize per se the capacity when the cell is operating in the voltage range 2.5–4.5 V,
because the redox Co3+/4+ reaction occurred at a potential >4.6 V. The effects on the electrochemical
properties are, however, totally different. The large strain field <e2> opposed the diffusion of lithium,
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with the consequence that some of the Li are immobilized so that the initial capacity was smaller than
in the pristine sample, and the kinetics were slower, with the consequence that the rate capability was
degraded. Moreover, the large strain field gives evidence of a poorer structural stability, implying a
rapid decrease of the discharge capacity as a function of the cycle number. To the contrary, Al doping
improved significantly the electrochemical properties. The two other dopants, Mg and Zn, substituted
mainly on the Ni site and created also anti-site defects, so that a fraction of them also occupy the Li-sites.
However, these dopants have also very different impact on the electrochemical properties. Zn doping
degrades the electrochemical properties for the same reasons invoked for Fe doping: it provokes a large
strain field that immobilizes some of the lithium ions, slows the kinetics, and decreases the structural
stability. On another hand, Mg doping improves the electrochemical properties, but differently.
The lithium ions in the anti-site defects do not participate in the electrochemical process [17]. Therefore,
the more anti-site defects that exist, the smaller the capacity of the battery. The overall concentration of
anti-sites is in the order: pristine > Mg-doped > Al-doped, after the results in Table 1. We then expect
the initial capacity at a low rate in the opposite order: Pristine < Mg-doped < Al-doped, in agreement
with the initial capacity at 0.1C in Figure 10a. The reason is that, even though Mg- oping is efficient to
suppress the Li–Ni anti-sites, the Mg–Ni anti-site is inevitable, because Mg2+ and Li+ have almost the
same ionic radius. As a consequence, the overall anti-site concentration in the Mg-doped sample was
larger compared to Al-doping, despite the absence of Li–Al anti-sites. On another hand, the significant
strain field associated with Al-doping evidenced in Figure 2 and Table 1 was responsible for reduced
cycle ability, in agreement with Figure 10a, where the two curves of the capacity versus number of cycles
cross each other, so that the capacity was larger in the Mg-doped sample after 12 cycles. The beneficial
effect of Mg doping is in good agreement with the result of Luo et al. [65], reporting the beneficial effect
of Mg substitution on the degree of cation mixing, although we do not agree with the assumption that
Mg substituted for Mn, as claimed in this prior work, as the apparent increase in transport properties,
can be attributed to the modification of the microstructure and the slight decrease of the NMC333
particle sizes with Al- and Mg-doping concentrations (> 0.02) [66]. The change in the microstructure
was related to the increase of the interlayer distance I(LiO2) from 2.6393 Å in pristine NMC to 2.6508
and 2.6817 Å in Al- and Mg-doped NMC, respectively (see Table 1). The increased I(LiO2) results in
better mobility of Li+ ions in the NMC framework to enhance the rate capability. In contrast, different
researchers have shown contradictory results. For example, in Reference [29], the authors reported
that Mg dopant in Li(Ni1/3Co1/3Mn1/3)O2 cathodes synthesized by hydroxide coprecipitation method
did not exhibit improvement and stated an increase of undesirable reactions between the electrode and
the electrolyte inducing larger capacity fade. Hence, this lack of improvement seems to be due to the
morphology of the NMC powders having very large particle size distribution. Several authors [67,68]
proposed that the enhanced cycling stability of Mg substitution samples was attributed to the Mg ions
incorporation into interlayer planes due to the similar ionic radii of Li+ and Mg2+. This is in opposition
with the present Rietveld refinements, which determine a small concentration of 1.3% for Mg2+ on Li
sites and a weak cationic mixing rate of 0.24%.

The improvement of Al-doped electrode relative to bare NMC333 cathode materials is commonly
attributed to an enlarged Li layer spacing and a reduced degree of cation mixing [36–39]. Presently,
the as-prepared Li(Ni1/3Mn1/3Co1/3)0.94Al0.06O2 powders show limited defect in the Li plane, 2.4%
Ni2+ and 1.3% Al3+ on Li site. Note that, in this work, for a relevant comparison, special attention
was taken to prepare powders having the same morphology, particle size, and size distribution
by adjusting the temperature and duration of the annealing process [69]. Both the charge and
discharge voltage plateaus of Al-doped NMC333 were higher than those of the pristine electrode.
First-principles calculations also predicted the potential increase with the substitution of Co with
Al [70]. This phenomenon, experimentally observed by Julien et al. [71] in Al-doped LiNi0.5Co0.5O2

and by Liu et al. [36] in LiNi1/3Co1/3Mn1/3O2, was due to the drop in the chemical potential of the
material. The lowering delithiation potential (end of charge) for Fe-doped LiNi1/3Co1/3Mn1/3O2 was
also identified by Meng et al. [40], while the raise in the delithiation voltage for Al3+ doping of NMC
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materials was reported by Liu et al. [36]. Our results are in good agreement with those reported by
Samarasingha et al [72] on Li(Ni1/3Mn1/3Co(1/3−x)Fex)O2 with x = 0.11 for which an initial specific
discharge capacity of ca. 126 mAh g−1 was measured at 36 mA g−1 current density. In conclusion,
the substituted elements slightly enlarged the interlayer spacing favoring a high degree of ordering
and improving the ionic transport kinetics, i.e., Li+ ions are faster in doped materials than in the
undoped lattice. Less Li+/Ni2+ cation mixing that favors kinetics was also reported for doped NMC
materials [26,73]. The poor electrochemical performance of NMC333 is in agreement with a previous
report [74], and is due to the important local distortions, which oppose the Li motion and decrease the
lattice stability.

5. Conclusions

A simple sol-gel method assisted by EDTA as chelator was carried out to prepare
LiNi1/3Mn1/3Co1/3O2 cathode materials doped with Al, Mg, Fe, and Zn. The regular morphology
and almost identical particle sizes allow for an accurate comparison of electrochemical performances.
Considering the intensity ratios of XRD reflections and performing Rietveld refinements, the structural
properties showed that not only the degree of cation mixing but also the strain field were sensitive to
the doping element. Experimental results revealed that both Mg- and Al-doped NMC333 electrodes
delivered the best long-term cyclability and rate capability due to the minimum occupancy of foreign
ions in the Li plane. However, Mg doping was the best, because it minimized the local distortions in
the lattice, so that the cycle ability was better, even though the discharge capacity in the first cycles was
larger with Al-doping.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, A.M.H. and S.I.; methodology, S.I.; investigation, A.E.A.-G. and M.S.;
writing—review and editing, C.M.J. and A.M.; supervision, H.E.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Acknowledgments: This work contributes to the research performed at CELEST (Center for Electrochemical
Energy Storage Ulm-Karlsruhe).

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Julien, C.M.; Mauger, A.; Vijh, A.; Zaghib, K. Lithium Batteries: Science and Technology; Springer: Cham,
Switzerland, 2016.

2. Goodenough, J.B. Energy storage materials: A perspective. Energy Storage Mater. 2015, 1, 158–161. [CrossRef]
3. Konarov, A.; Myung, S.-T.; Sun, Y.-K. Cathode materials for future electric vehicles and energy storage

systems. Acs Energy Lett. 2017, 2, 703–708. [CrossRef]
4. Mizushima, K.; Jones, P.C.; Wiseman, P.J.; Goodenough, J.B. LixCoO2 (0 < x < −1): A new cathode material

for batteries of high energy density. Mater. Res. Bull. 1980, 15, 783–789.
5. Daniel, C.; Mohanty, D.; Li, J.; Wood, D.L. Cathode materials review. AIP Conf. Proc. 2014, 1597, 26.
6. Senyshyn, A.; Mühlbauer, M.J.; Nikolowski, K.; Pirling, T.; Ehrenberg, H. In-operando neutron scattering

studies on Li-ion batteries. J. Power Sources 2012, 203, 126–129. [CrossRef]
7. Laubach, S.; Laubach, S.; Schmidt, P.C.; Ensling, D.; Schmid, S.; Jaegermann, W.; Thißen, A.; Nikolowski, K.;

Ehrenberg, H. Changes in the crystal and electronic structure of LiCoO2 and LiNiO2 upon Li intercalation
and de-intercalation. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2009, 11, 3278–3289. [CrossRef]

8. Ohzuku, T.; Makimura, Y. Layered lithium insertion material of Li1/2Mn1/2O2: A possible alternative to
LiCoO2 for advanced lithium-ion batteries. Chem. Lett. 2001, 30, 744–745. [CrossRef]

9. Zhecheva, E.; Stoyanova, R. Stabilization of the layered crystal structure of LiNiO2 by Co-substitution.
Solid State Ion. 1993, 66, 143–149. [CrossRef]

10. Julien, C.; El-Farh, L.; Rangan, S.; Massot, M. Studies of LiNi1−yCoyO2 cathode materials prepared by a citric
acid-assisted sol-gel method for lithium batteries. J. Sol-Gel Sci. Technol. 1999, 15, 63–72. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ensm.2015.07.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsenergylett.7b00130
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2011.12.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b901200a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1246/cl.2001.744
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0167-2738(93)90037-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1008765030990


Materials 2019, 12, 2899 17 of 19

11. Chen, Y.; Wang, G.X.; Konstantinov, K.; Liu, H.K.; Dou, S.X. Synthesis and characterization of
LiCoxMnyNi1−x−yO2 as a cathode material for secondary lithium batteries. J. Power Sources 2003, 119–121,
184–188. [CrossRef]

12. Ben-Kamel, K.; Amdouni, N.; Abdel-Ghany, A.; Zaghib, K.; Mauger, A.; Gendron, F.; Julien, C.M. Local
structure and electrochemistry of LiNiyMnyCo1−2yO2 electrode materials for Li-ion batteries. Ionics 2008, 14,
89–97. [CrossRef]

13. Luo, G.; Zhao, J.; Ke, X.; Zhang, P.; Sun, H.; Wang, B. Structure, electrode voltage and activation energy of
LiMnxCoyNi1−x−yO2 solid solutions as cathode materials for Li batteries from first-principles. J. Electrochem.
Soc. 2012, 159, A1203–A1208. [CrossRef]

14. MacNeil, D.D.; Lu, Z.; Dahn, J.R. Structure and electrochemistry of Li[NixCo1−2xMnx]O2 (0 ≤ x ≤ 1
2 ).

J. Electrochem. Soc. 2002, 149, A1332–A1336. [CrossRef]
15. Noh, H.-J.; Youn, S.; Yoon, C.S.; Sun, Y.-K. Comparison of the structural and electrochemical properties

of layered Li[NixCoyMnz]O2 (x = 1/3, 0.5, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8 and 0.85) cathode material for lithium-ion batteries.
J. Power Sources 2013, 233, 121–130. [CrossRef]

16. Jouanneau, S.; Eberman, K.W.; Krause, L.J.; Dahn, J.R. Synthesis, characterization, and electrochemical behavior
of improved Li[NixCo1−2xMnx]O2 (0.1 ≤ x ≤ 0.5). J. Electrochem. Soc. 2003, 150, A1637–A1642. [CrossRef]

17. Zhang, X.; Jiang, W.J.; Mauger, A.; Gendron, F.; Julien, C.M.; Qilu, R. Minimization of the cation mixing in
Li1+x(NMC)1−xCo1/3O2 as cathode material. J. Power Sources 2010, 195, 1292–1301. [CrossRef]

18. Ohzuku, T.; Makimura, Y. Layered lithium insertion material of LiNi1/3Co1/3Mn1/3O2 for lithium-ion batteries.
Chem. Lett. 2001, 30, 642–643. [CrossRef]

19. Shaju, K.M.; Subba-Rao, G.V.; Chowdari, B.V.R. Performance of layered Li(Ni1/3Co1/3Mn1/3)O2 as cathode
for Li-ion batteries. Electrochim. Acta 2002, 48, 145–151. [CrossRef]

20. Hashem, A.M.A.; Abdel-Ghany, A.E.; Eid, A.E.; Trottier, J.; Zaghib, K.; Mauger, A.; Julien, C.M. Study of the
surface modification of LiNi1/3Co1/3Mn1/3O2 cathode material for lithium ion battery. J. Power Sources 2011,
196, 8632–8637. [CrossRef]

21. Kang, K.; Ceder, G. Factors that affect Li mobility in layered lithium transition metal oxides. Phys. Rev. B
2006, 74, 094105. [CrossRef]

22. Fergus, J.W. Recent developments in cathode materials for lithium ion batteries. J. Power Sources 2010, 195,
939–954. [CrossRef]

23. Eiler-Rethwish, M.; Winter, M.; Schappacher, F.M. Synthesis, electrochemical investigation and structural
analysis of doped Li[Ni0.6Mn0.2Co0.2-xMx]O2 (x = 0, 0.05; M = Al, Fe, Sn) cathode materials. J. Power Sources
2018, 387, 101–107. [CrossRef]

24. Cho, W.; Song, J.H.; Lee, K.-W.; Lee, M.-W.; Kim, H.; Yu, J.-S.; Kim, Y.-J.; Kim, K.J. Improved particle hardness
of Ti-doped LiNi1/3Co1/3Mn1/3−xTixO2 as high voltage cathode material for lithium-ion batteries. J. Phys.
Chem. Solids 2018, 123, 271–278. [CrossRef]

25. Li, G.Y.; Huang, Z.L.; Zuo, Z.C.; Zhang, Z.J.; Zhou, H.H. Understanding the trace Ti surface doping on
promoting the low temperature performance of LiNi1/3Co1/3Mn1/3O2 cathode. J. Power Sources 2015, 281,
69–76. [CrossRef]

26. Chen, Q.Y.; Du, C.Q.; Zhang, X.; Tang, Z. Syntheses and characterization of Zr-doped LiNi0.4Co0.2Mn0.4O2

cathode materials for lithium ion batteries. RSC Adv. 2015, 5, 75248–75253. [CrossRef]
27. Wu, J.; Liu, H.; Ye, X.; Xia, J.; Lu, Y.; Lin, C.; Yu, X. Effect of Nb doping on electrochemical properties of

LiNi1/3Co1/3Mn1/3O2 at high cutoff voltage for lithium-ion battery. J. Alloy. Compd. 2015, 644, 223–227. [CrossRef]
28. Wilcox, J.D.; Patoux, S.; Doeff, M.M. Structure and electrochemistry of LiNi1/3Co1/3−yMyMn1/3O2 (M = Ti, Al,

Fe) positive electrode materials. J. Electrochem. Soc. 2009, 156, A192–A198. [CrossRef]
29. Liu, L.; Sun, K.; Zhang, N.; Yang, T. Improvement of high-voltage cycling behavior of Li(Ni1/3Co1/3Mn1/3)O2

cathodes by Mg, Cr, and Al substitution. J. Solid State Electrochem. 2009, 13, 1381–1386. [CrossRef]
30. Yang, L.; Ren, F.; Feng, Q.; Xu, G.; Li, X.; Li, Y.; Zhao, E.; Ma, J.; Fan, S. Effect of Cu doping on the structural

and electrochemical performance of LiNi1/3Co1/3Mn1/3O2 cathode materials. J. Electron. Mater. 2018, 47,
3996–4002. [CrossRef]

31. Ding, Y.H.; Ping, Z.; Yong, J. Synthesis and electrochemical properties of Li[Ni1/3Co1/3Mn1/3]1−xLaxO2

cathode materials. J. Rare Earths 2007, 25, 268–270.
32. Ding, Y.; Zhang, P.; Jiang, Y.; Gao, D. Effect of rare earth elements doping on structure and electrochemical

properties of LiNi1/3Co1/3Mn1/3O2 for lithium-ion battery. Solid State Ion. 2007, 178, 967–971. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0378-7753(03)00176-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11581-007-0167-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/2.025208jes
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.1505633
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2013.01.063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.1622956
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2009.09.029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1246/cl.2001.642
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0013-4686(02)00593-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2011.06.039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.74.094105
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2009.08.089
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2018.02.080
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpcs.2018.08.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2015.01.173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5RA14376D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jallcom.2015.04.166
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.3056109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10008-008-0695-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11664-018-6284-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ssi.2007.04.012


Materials 2019, 12, 2899 18 of 19

33. Zhang, Y.; Xia, S.; Zhang, Y.; Dong, P.; Yan, X.; Yang, R. Ce-doped LiNi1/3Co(1/3−x/3)Mn1/3Cex/3O2 cathode
materials for use in lithium ion batteries. Chin. Sci. Bull. 2012, 57, 4181–4187. [CrossRef]

34. Wang, M.; Chen, Y.; Wu, F.; Su, Y.; Chen, L.; Wang, D. Characterization of yttrium substituted
LiNi0.33Mn0.33Co0.33O2 cathode material for lithium secondary cells. Electrochim. Acta 2010, 55, 8815–8820.
[CrossRef]

35. Du, H.; Zheng, Y.; Dou, Z.; Zhan, H. Zn-doped LiNi1/3Co1/3Mn1/3O2 composite as cathode material for lithium
ion battery: Preparation, characterization, and electrochemical properties. J. Nanomater. 2015, 16, 339. [CrossRef]

36. Liu, D.; Wang, Z.; Chen, L. Comparison of structure and electrochemistry of Al- and Fe-doped
LiNi1/3Co1/3Mn1/3O2. Electrochim. Acta 2006, 51, 4199–4203. [CrossRef]

37. Wu, F.; Wang, M.; Su, Y.; Bao, L.; Chen, S. A novel layered material of LiNi0.32Mn0.33Co0.33Al0.01O2 for
advanced lithium-ion batteries. J. Power Sources 2010, 195, 2900–2904. [CrossRef]

38. Ren, H.; Li, X.; Peng, Z. Electrochemical properties of Li[Ni1/3Mn1/3Al1/3−xCox]O2 as a cathode material for
lithium ion battery. Electrochim. Acta 2011, 56, 7088–7091. [CrossRef]

39. Milewska, A.; Molenda, M.; Molenda, J. Structural, transport and electrochemical properties of
LiNi1−yCoyMn0.1O2 and Al, Mg and Cu-substituted LiNi0.65Co0.25Mn0.1O2 oxides. Solid State Ion. 2011, 192,
313–320. [CrossRef]

40. Meng, Y.S.; Wu, Y.W.; Hwang, B.J.; Li, Y.; Ceder, G. Combining ab initio computation with experiments for
designing new electrode materials for advanced lithium batteries: LiNi1/3Fe1/6Co1/6Mn1/3O2. J. Electrochem.
Soc. 2004, 151, A1134–A1140. [CrossRef]

41. Liu, Q.; Du, K.; Guo, H.; Peng, Z.-D.; Cao, Y.-B.; Hu, G.-R. Structural and electrochemical properties
of Co-Mn-Mg multi-doped nickel based cathode materials LiNi0.9Co0.1−x[Mn1/2Mg1/2]xO2 for secondary
lithium ion batteries. Electrochim. Acta 2013, 90, 350–357. [CrossRef]

42. Lv, C.; Yang, J.; Peng, Y.; Duan, X.; Ma, J.; Li, Q.; Wang, T. 1D Nb-doped LiNi1/3Co1/3Mn1/3O2 nanostructures
as excellent cathodes for Li-ion battery. Electrochim. Acta 2019, 297, 258–266. [CrossRef]

43. Lin, Y.-K.; Lu, C.-H. Preparation and electrochemical properties of layer structured LiNi1/3Co1/3Mn1/3−yAlyO2.
J. Power Sources 2009, 189, 353–358. [CrossRef]

44. Zhou, F.; Zhao, X.; Dahn, J.R. Synthesis, electrochemical properties, and thermal stability of Al-doped
LiNi1/3Mn1/3−yCo(1/3−z)AlzO2 positive electrode materials. J. Electrochem. Soc. 2009, 156, A343–A347. [CrossRef]

45. Zhou, F.; Zhao, X.; Jiang, J.; Dahn, J.R. Advantages of simultaneous substitution of Co in Li[Ni1/3Mn1/3Co1/3]O2

by Ni and Al. Electrochem. Solid-State Lett. 2009, 12, A81–A83. [CrossRef]
46. Hashem, A.M.; Abdel-Ghany, A.E.; Abuzeid, H.M.; El-Tawil, R.S.; Indris, S.; Ehrenberg, H.; Mauger, A.;

Julien, C.M. EDTA as chelating agent for sol-gel synthesis of spinel LiMn2O4 cathode material for lithium
batteries. J. Alloy. Compd. 2018, 737, 758–766. [CrossRef]

47. Hashem, A.M.; El-Taweel, R.S.; Abuzeid, H.M.; Abdel-Ghany, A.E.; Eid, A.E.; Groult, H.; Mauger, A.;
Julien, C.M. Structural and electrochemical properties of LiNi1/3Co1/3Mn1/3O2 material prepared by a
two-step synthesis via oxalate precursor. Ionics 2012, 18, 1–9. [CrossRef]

48. El-Mofid, W.; Ivanov, S.; Konkin, A.; Bund, A. A high-performance layered transition metal oxide cathode
material obtained by simultaneous aluminum and iron cationic substitution. J. Power Sources 2014, 268,
122–141. [CrossRef]

49. Ohzuku, T.; Ueda, A.; Nagayama, M. Electrochemistry and structural chemistry of LiNiO2 (R3̄m) for 4 volt
secondary lithium cells. J. Electrochem. Soc. 1993, 140, 1862–1870. [CrossRef]

50. Dahn, J.R.; von Sacken, U.; Michal, C.A. Structure and electrochemistry of Li1±yNiO2 and a new Li2NiO2

phase with the Ni(OH)2 structure. Solid State Ion. 1990, 44, 87–97. [CrossRef]
51. Reimers, J.N.; Rossen, E.; Jones, C.D.; Dahn, J.R. Structure and electrochemistry of LixFeyNi1−yO2. Solid State

Ion. 1993, 61, 335–344. [CrossRef]
52. Chang, C.-C.; Kim, J.Y.; Kumta, P.N. Divalent cation incorporated Li(1+x)MMgxO2(1+x) (M = Ni0.75Co0.25):

Viable cathode materials for rechargeable lithium-ion batteries. J. Power Sources 2000, 89, 56–63. [CrossRef]
53. Kim, G.-H.; Myung, S.-T.; Kim, H.-S.; Sun, Y.-K. Synthesis of spherical Li[Ni(1/3−z)Co(1/3−z)Mn(1/3−z)Mgz]O2

as positive electrode material for lithium-ion battery. Electrochim. Acta 2006, 51, 2447–2453. [CrossRef]
54. Shannon, R. Revised effective ionic radii and systematic studies of interatomic distances in halides and

chacogenides. Acta Cryst. A 1976, 32, 751–767. [CrossRef]
55. Tran, N.; Croguennec, L.; Jordy, C.; Biensan, P.; Delmas, C. Influence of the synthesis route on the

electrochemical properties of LiNi0.425Mn0.425Co0.15O2. Solid State Ion. 2005, 176, 1539–1547. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11434-012-5417-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2010.08.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2015/867618
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2005.11.045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2009.11.041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2011.05.104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ssi.2010.11.026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.1765032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2012.12.071
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2018.11.172
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2008.08.072
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.3079424
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.3072759
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jallcom.2017.12.153
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11581-011-0635-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2014.06.048
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.2220730
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0167-2738(90)90049-W
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0167-2738(93)90401-N
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0378-7753(00)00393-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2005.07.026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1107/S0567739476001551
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ssi.2005.04.039


Materials 2019, 12, 2899 19 of 19

56. Zhang, X.; Mauger, A.; Lu, Q.; Groult, H.; Perrigaud, L.; Gendron, F.; Julien, C.M. Synthesis and characterization
of LiNi1/3Mn1/3Co1/3O2 by wet chemical method. Electrochim. Acta 2010, 55, 6440–6449. [CrossRef]

57. Grey, C.P.; Dupre, N. NMR studies of cathode materials for lithium-ion rechargeable batteries. Chem. Rev.
2004, 104, 4493–4512. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

58. Cahill, L.S.; Yin, S.C.; Samoson, A.; Heinmaa, I.; Nazar, L.F.; Goward, G.R. 6Li NMR studies of cation disorder
and transition metal ordering in Li[Ni1/3Mn1/3Co1/3]O2 using ultrafast magic angle spinning. Chem. Mater.
2005, 17, 6560–6566. [CrossRef]

59. Han, B.; Key, B.; Lapidus, S.H.; Garcia, J.C.; Iddir, H.; Vaughey, J.T.; Dogan, F. From coating to dopant: How
the transition metal composition affects alumina coatings on Ni-rich cathodes. Acs Appl. Mater. Interfaces
2017, 9, 41291–41302. [CrossRef]

60. Ye, S.; Xia, Y.; Zhang, P.; Qiao, Z. Al, B, and F doped LiNi1/3Co1/3Mn1/3O2 as cathode material of lithium-ion
batteries. J. Solid State Electrochem. 2007, 11, 805–810. [CrossRef]

61. Riley, L.A.; Van Atta, S.; Cavanagh, A.S.; Yan, Y.; George, S.M.; Liu, P.; Dillon, A.C.; Lee, S.-H. Electrochemical
effects of ALD surface modification on combustion synthesized LiNi1/3Mn1/3Co1/3O2 as a layered-cathode
material. J. Power Sources 2011, 196, 3317–3324. [CrossRef]

62. Yabuuchi, N.; Makimura, Y.; Ohzuku, T. Solid-state chemistry and electrochemistry of LiCo1/ 3Ni1/ 3Mn1/ 3O2

for advanced lithium-ion batteries: III. Rechargeable capacity and cycleability. J. Electrochem. Soc. 2007, 154,
A314–A321. [CrossRef]

63. Li, Z.-Y.; Zhang, H.-L. The improvement for the electrochemical performances of LiNi1/3Mn1/3Co1/3O2

cathode materials for lithium-ion batteries by both the Al-doping and an advanced synthetic method. Int. J.
Electrochem. Sci. 2019, 14, 3524–3534. [CrossRef]

64. Kobayashi, T.; Kawasaki, N.; Kobayashi, Y.; Shono, K.; Mita, Y.; Miyashiro, H. A method of separating the
capacities of layer and spinel compounds in blended cathode. J. Power Sources 2014, 245, 1–6. [CrossRef]

65. Luo, W.; Zhou, F.; Zhao, X.; Lu, Z.; Li, X.; Dahn, J.R. Synthesis, Characterization, and Thermal Stability
of LiNi1/3Mn1/3Co1/3−zMgzO2, LiNi1/3−zMn1/3Co1/3MgzO2, and LiNi1/3Mn1/3−zCo1/3MgzO2. Chem. Mater.
2010, 22, 1164–1172. [CrossRef]

66. Zhang, Q.; Zheng, Y.; Zhong, S. Preparation and electrochemical performance of Mg-doped LiNi0.4Co0.2Mn0.4O2

cathode materials by urea co-precipitation. Key Eng. Mater. 2012, 519, 152–155. [CrossRef]
67. Chang, C.C.; Kim, J.Y.; Kumta, P.N. Synthesis and electrochemical characterization of divalent

cation-incorporated lithium nickel oxide. J. Electrochem. Soc. 2000, 147, 1722–1729. [CrossRef]
68. D’Epifanio, A.; Croce, F.; Ronci, F.; Rossi-Albertini, V.; Traversa, E.; Scrosati, B. Effect of Mg2+ doping on

the structural, thermal, and electrochemical properties of LiNi0.8Co0.16Mg0.04O2. Chem. Mater. 2004, 16,
3559–3564. [CrossRef]

69. Martha, S.K.; Hadar Sclar, K.; Framowitz, Z.S.; Kovacheva, D.; Saliyski, N.; Gofer, Y.; Sharona, P.; Golikc, E.;
Markovskya, B.; Aurbach, D. A comparative study of electrodes comprising nanometric and submicron
particles of LiNi0.50Mn0.50O2, LiNi0.33Mn0.33Co0.33O2, and LiNi0.40Mn0.40Co0.20O2 layered compounds.
J. Power Sources 2009, 189, 248–255. [CrossRef]

70. Ceder, G.; Chiang, Y.M.; Sadoway, D.R.; Aydinol, M.K.; Jang, Y.I.; Huang, B. Identification of cathode
materials for lithium batteries guided by first-principles calculations. Nature 1998, 392, 694–696. [CrossRef]

71. Castro-Couceiro, A.; Castro-Garcia, S.; Senaris-Rodriguez, M.A.; Soulette, F.; Julien, C. Influence of aluminium
doping on the properties LiCoO2 and LiNi0.5Co0.5O2 oxides. Solid State Ion. 2003, 156, 15–26. [CrossRef]

72. Samarasingha, P.B.; Wijayasinghe, A.; Behm, M.; Dissanayake, L.; Lindbergh, G. Development of cathode
materials for lithium ion rechargeable batteries based on the system Li(Ni1/3Mn1/3Co(1/3−x)Mx)O2, (M = Mg,
Fe, Al and x = 0.00 to 0.33). Solid State Ion. 2014, 268, 226–230. [CrossRef]

73. Wang, M.; Chen, Y.; Wu, F.; Su, Y.F.; Chen, L. Improvement of the electrochemical performance of
LiNi0.33Mn0.33Co0.33O2 cathode material by chromium doping. Sci. China Technol. Sci. 2010, 53, 3214–3220.
[CrossRef]

74. Prado, G.; Fournès, L.; Delmas, C. On the LixNi0.70Fe0.15Co0.15O2 system: An X-ray diffraction and Mössbauer
study. J. Solid State Chem. 2001, 159, 103–112. [CrossRef]

© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2010.06.040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr020734p
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15669160
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cm0508773
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsami.7b13597
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10008-006-0226-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2010.11.124
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.2455585
http://dx.doi.org/10.20964/2019.04.57
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2013.06.039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cm902593n
http://dx.doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/KEM.519.152
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.1393424
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cm040130x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2008.09.090
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/33647
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0167-2738(02)00570-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ssi.2014.07.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11431-010-4155-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jssc.2001.9137
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Results and Discussion 
	Structural Analysis 
	Morphology 
	Local Structure 
	Electrochemical Properties 

	Discussion 
	References

