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Abstract

Li1sAlosGe1s(PO4)3 (LAGP) is among the most promising solid electrolytes for the next
generation’s all-solid-state lithium batteries. However, preparing LAGP electrolytes is time-
and energy-intensive. In this work, LAGP glassy powders were sintered and crystallized in 180
seconds by ultrafast high-temperature sintering (UHS) under conditions attractive for
continuous industrial processes (i.e., ambient pressure and atmosphere). The fast heating rates
characteristic of UHS significantly delay crystallization, potentially decoupling crystallization
and sintering. Furthermore, EIS characterizations reveal that LAGP sintered and crystallized
by UHS has an ionic conductivity of 1.15x10* S/cm, slightly lower than conventionally
annealed samples (1.75x10* S/cm). The lower conductivity can be attributed to poorer inter-
grain contact. To overcome this issue, additives such as B>Os and LizBOs are used, resulting
in ~2 and ~5 times higher grain boundary conductivity for LAGP+1%wt B.Os; and
LAGP+1%wt LisBOs, respectively, compared to LAGP. Overall, this work provides insights

into unraveling the impact of UHS sintering on the LAGP Li* conduction mechanism.

Keywords: ultrafast high-temperature sintering, ceramic oxides, solid electrolytes, lithium

conductors, batteries



1 Introduction

Lithium-ion batteries are a vital technology in the electrification of the transportation and
sustainable energy sectors.! However, lithium-ion batteries currently suffer from serious safety
risks due to the thermal instability and flammability of liquid electrolytes.>® As solid-state
electrolytes do not leak, are generally non-flammable, and have better thermal stability than
liquid electrolytes, using them can alleviate the safety issues of conventional lithium-ion
batteries.® To transition to solid-state batteries, an ideal solid-state electrolyte should have Li*
conductivity above 10~* S/cm at room temperature.® Li* conducting oxides with a NASICON-
type structure are among the most promising solid-state electrolytes as their ionic conductivity
is in the 107-1072 S/cm range.”® However, sintering these solid-state electrolytes is a time- and
energy-consuming process, requiring long thermal treatments (tens of hours) and high

temperatures (up to 1200 °C).*°

Li1sAlosGe1s(PO4)3 (LAGP), a widely used NASICON-type solid-state electrolyte, is
typically produced on an industrial scale by a melt-quenching technique in glass form. Then,
LAGP is crystallized with further heat treatment at T>600 °C.® 12 To achieve a solid
electrolyte, crystalline LAGP powders are sintered at high temperatures (800-900 °C for 6 to
12 hours).* 1316 However, crystallization and sintering are lengthy processes occurring at high
temperatures, which may cause Li loss leading to the precipitation of secondary phases.! 7
Furthermore, the high energy requirements of sintering contribute to a significant portion of

the solid-state battery preparation costs.'81°

Recently, several rapid techniques for ceramic sintering characterized by fast heating rates and
short processing times have been explored, including cold sintering,?%-%2 field-assisted sintering
technique,?® flash sintering,?*% spark plasma sintering,?® and ultrafast high-temperature
sintering (UHS).2"?® Among these, UHS is particularly attractive because it allows the

preparation of materials within just a few seconds or minutes, and its setup is inexpensive and
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scalable.?” Furthermore, a UHS setup allows for atmospheric flexibility and can be easily
adjusted to operate in different atmospheres, including Ar, 5% H2/N2, or air.2%-3! Although UHS
has shown great promise for the rapid processing of functional materials, further studies are

needed to investigate the opportunities of this technique.

For the first time, LAGP was sintered and crystallized by UHS directly from glass powders in
a single step taking just 180 seconds. Further, the strategy represents a significant advance as
LAGP pellets are typically produced from crystalline LAGP using either conventional methods
or UHS 11 1316.32 1t should be noted that thanks to the short processing time of UHS, Li mass
loss and the related formation of unwanted secondary phases were suppressed.?” The influence
of UHS annealing on the sintering and crystallization processes of LAGP was also investigated,
as these are sensitive to the heating rate.3® Furthermore, to document the impact of UHS on the
solid electrolyte microstructure and Li* transport, the physical and electrochemical properties
of samples prepared using UHS and conventional methods were compared. Electrochemical
characterizations revealed that samples prepared by UHS from bare glass have high grain
boundary resistance, likely due to poor inter-grain contact. Therefore, two additives, namely
B203 and LisBOs, were used to alleviate this issue. During UHS treatment, due to their low
melting point (~450 °C and ~700 °C for B20Os and LizBOs, respectively), these additives are in
a liquid phase, which allows an increase in inter-grain contacts and the enhancement of grain

boundary Li* conduction.3 342

This article (a schematic representation of its content is given in Figure 1) contributes to
unraveling the impact of UHS on the physical properties and Li* conduction of crystalline
LAGP obtained from LAGP glassy powders. These processing conditions (i.e. short processing
time and ambient atmosphere) are conducive to the large-scale production of solid-state

batteries.*®*! In fact, applying UHS in place of furnace sintering, which has a high impact on



energy demand and costs,’® can represent a viable and less time and energy-intensive

alternative.
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Figure 1. Schematic representation of this work; (a) UHS for ultrafast sintering and
crystallization of glassy LAGP. (b) Electrochemical characterization of samples sintered and
crystallized by conventional sintering in furnace and UHS, highlighting the significant grain-
boundary contribution to the total resistance in LAGP UHS compared to LAGP conventional.
(c) The high grain boundary resistance of LAGP UHS is reduced through the use of the B.O3
and LizBOgz additives, resulting in enhanced Li* conductivity.

2 Experimental

2.1 Sintering of materials

Commercial LAGP amorphous powders (median particle size of 5.47 um) were purchased
from Toshima Manufacturing, Japan. LAGP pelletized powders were either sintered by a
conventional heat treatment in a furnace or by UHS. Die-pressed pellets of LAGP glass were
sintered in a muffle furnace at 750 °C for 12 hours. These conditions were applied because
they have been reported to yield high density (~80%) and Li* conductivity (~2x107* S/cm at
room temperature) LAGP pellets.*? Sintering temperatures above 850-900 °C of LAGP glass
led to the formation of macropores and pellet deformation,*>*® which we also observed (Figure
S1). As the ramping and cooling rates were set to 5°C/min, the sintering process required more
than 16 hours. When performing UHS, the die-pressed pellets of amorphous LAGP were
inserted between two graphite felt strips (~4.8 mm in thickness, ~100 mm in length, and ~25

mm in width, AvCarb®, USA) and sintered in ambient air. The graphite strips were connected
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to a programmable DC power supply (EA-PSI 9080-60T, Elektro-Automatik, Germany), and
a current of ~19 A was applied for 180 seconds. An infrared thermometer (RS Pro RS-9862S,
RS components, UK) and a type-K thermocouple indicated that a temperature of ~750 °C was
obtained at the center of carbon strips, where the sample was placed. To assess the effect of
additives, the mixture of LAGP glass + 1% wt of B2O3 (Merck Sigma-Aldrich, USA) or LisBO3
(Toshima Manufacturing, Japan) was die-pressed and annealed by conventional and UHS
methods described above. Preliminary experimental results (Figure S2) showed that additive
amounts lower than 1%wt were not improving the ionic conductivity, perhaps because the
additive was not enough to act as a filler. In contrast, an excessive amount of additive (5%wt),
was detrimental to the sample’s ionic conductivity. Therefore, the amount of 1%wt resulted in
the best performance, consistent with a recent report, which used UHS and indicated 1%wt of
LisN as the optimal amount if used as a filler.28 A list of the acronyms of the prepared samples

without and with additives is provided in Table 1.

2.2 Physical characterization

The relative density of the pellets was calculated as the ratio of the experimentally measured
density and the LAGP theoretical density. The experimental density was estimated using
Archimedes’ method. Conventional and UHS pellets had a relative density of 80%, consistent

with previously reported LAGP pellets prepared by sintering glass powders at 750°C.%2

The crystal structure of the sintered materials was assessed by X-ray diffractometry (XRD,
Bruker D8 ADVANCE, Germany) with Cu K-alpha radiation (A\=1.5406 A). The cross-section
of the fractured pellets was imaged by scanning electron microscopy (SEM, ZEISS Auriga
equipped with a 30kV Gemini FESEM column, Germany). Thin lamellas of LAGP were
prepared from LAGP pellets using a focused Ga-ion beam from an FEI Dual Beam Helios
NanoLab 600 instrument. The thin lamellas were characterized by scanning transmission

electron microscopy (STEM) and energy-dispersive X-ray spectroscopy (EDX) using a probe
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aberration-corrected FEI Titan Low-Base operating at 300 keV equipped with an Ultim Max
sensor (Oxford Instruments, UK). Conventional and UHS samples were also characterized using
a Raman spectrometer (Horiba Scientific, France) with a laser source wavelength of ~532 nm. DSC
measurements from room temperature to 850°C at heating rates of 5, 10, 30, 50, and 100
°C/min were carried out to identify the glass-transition (Tg), crystallization onset (T¢), and
crystallization peak (Tp) temperatures using a DSC 1 Star System apparatus (Mettler Toledo,
USA, with a temperature precision of £0.2 °C). For these measurements, ~15 mg of LAGP
glass powders were loaded in a 70 pL alumina pan, and an empty alumina crucible was used

as a reference.

2.3 Electrochemical characterization

Both sides of the LAGP pellets were sputtered with current collecting Au leads. EIS was carried
out in air between 25 °C and 65 °C using a ProboStat test station (ProboStat™, NorECs,
Norway). For those measurements, a Novocontrol Alpha-A high-performance impedance
analyzer (Novocontrol technologies, Germany) was used in a 1Hz-10MHz frequency range.
For EIS measurements at low temperature (-60 °C), the samples were mounted on a Linkam
stage (Linkam Scientific Instruments, UK) equipped with an LNP95 (Linkam Scientific
Instruments, UK) liquid nitrogen pump. The EIS spectra were fitted using the Z-view®
software and the equivalent circuit model shown and discussed in Section 3.3. The two blocks
in series of resistance and constant-phase element (CPE) enabled the identification of the
resistance and CPE of bulk (Rpuk, CPEbuk) and grain boundary (Rgh, CPEgp) at high and low

frequency, respectively.

The total resistance was calculated as Riwt=Rbux+Rgp, and correspondingly the total ionic

conductivity, o, is defined as %FRL . i, where t and A are the thickness and surface area of
tot

the samples, respectively. The samples’ activation energy (Ea) for Li* conduction was



Ea
kgT

determined according to the Arrhenius equation, o, T=B - exp (-—=), where B is a pre-

exponential factor, kg is the Boltzmann’s constant, and T is the temperature. The Ea can be
estimated from the slope of the Arrhenius plot log(owtT) vs. 1000/T using linear regression.
The mean value and error (the error is given as the standard deviation estimated from linear

regression) of Ea are provided in the text when discussing the Li* conduction properties.

The conductivity of the bulk was calculated as Gmnf%'i- The brick-layer model (BLM)
bulk

was used to estimate the grain boundary conductivity.***® The BLM assumes the conductor is

an assembly of “bricks” characterized by a size D and grain boundary thickness 5.4 % As a

result, the conductivity of the grain boundary was computed as cgb:RL . i . %- Assuming equal
gb

dielectric constant for bulk and grain boundary, as is generally assumed for LAGP and similar

materials,*? 4950 jt follows that

9 _ Choulk )
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where Cpuik and Cgp are the capacitances of the bulk and grain boundary that were calculated

1
as C=Q'"™-R=" (Q and n are parameters of the CPE).#2 Thus, the specific conductivity of the

grain boundary can be computed as

1t G
%% Ry A Cy @)

Uncertainty in opuk and og estimates was determined by parametric bootstrap.®? The
parameters Roulk, Rgb, CPEbuik, and CPEgs, used for estimating obhuik and ogr, were modeled as
normal random variables where mean and error values were obtained with the Z-view®
software. The mean and standard deviations of obuk and ogp were estimated from 1000

independent samples of Rouik, Rgh, CPEbuik, and CPEgp. The uncertainty in the pellets’ geometry,



i.e, t and A, was discarded as those could be measured much more precisely than the

electrochemical circuit parameters.

3 Results and Discussion

3.1 Sintering mechanism of ultra-fast annealed LAGP pellets

In glass, densification is determined by the viscous flow of glass particles,> which typically
takes place above the glass-transition temperature, Tq. In contrast, a crystalline phase is formed
at crystallization onset temperature, Tc. The quantity T¢— T4 can be used to measure the stability
of a glass towards crystallization, i.e., the glass thermal stability window.>® As LAGP glass
systems typically have poor glass thermal stability window (T¢ — T4=80-90 °C) relative to other,
more stable (for instance, Tc—Ty=200 °C for Li,O - 2SiO;) glass compositions,!” °>*
crystallization and sintering are concurrent processes.” If these processes are concurrent,
crystals can be formed during densification and hinder the viscous flow of the glassy phase

and, therefore, the sintering process.

UHS enables high-temperature annealing with fast heating and cooling, which can influence
the sintering and crystallization of glass-ceramics by shifting Ty, T¢, and the crystallization peak
temperature, Tp.33 % Therefore, DSC measurements with heating rates as high as 100 °C/min
were performed to identify these temperatures. The measured DSC curves are shown in Figure
2 (a) and S3, where glass transition and crystallization are identified using the endothermic
inflection and the exothermic peak, respectively. Tq, T¢, and Tp for all the ramping rates (see
Table S1) were estimated accordingly. As shown in Figure 2, Tc and T, increase with increasing
heating rates. In contrast, Ty is far less sensitive to the heating rate (Figure S4), consistent with

previous reports.>

Consequently, the glass thermal stability window of LAGP rises from 87 °C to 118 °C when

the heating rate increases from 5 °C/min to 100 °C/min. As LAGP glass prepared by UHS is
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subjected to heating rates higher than 100 °C/min, crystallization is projected to occur at T>664
°C. Thanks to the delayed crystallization induced by UHS, sintering and crystallization of

LAGP are no longer expected to be concurrent processes.

— - |
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Figure 2. (a) DSC curves at various heating rates, showing that T, shifts towards higher
temperatures if the heating rate increases. (b-e) Cross-section of the samples treated by UHS
at different temperatures for 180 seconds: (b) T<<Tg (T=400 °C), (¢) T=Ty (T=550 °C), (d)
T¢<T<T. (T=650 °C), and (e) T>T, (T=750 °C). Different stages of LAGP glass sintering are
shown: (b) when T<<Tyg, the sintering process is not triggered and the pellet consists of disjoint
particles; (c) if T=Tg, particles merge and sintering necks are visible; (d) if T¢g<T<T¢, the
material flows and a dense, amorphous monolith is obtained; (e) if T>T), crystallization occurs.

SEM cross-section images included in Figure 2 (b-e) show the pellet cross-sections treated for
180 seconds at different temperatures, i.e., T<<Tg4 (T=400 °C), T=Tg (T=550 °C), T¢<T<T.
(T=650 °C), and T>Tp (T=750 °C). Figure 2 (b) depicts the sample treated at T=400 °C; the
pellet consists solely of pressed powders, as the temperature is too low for activating viscous
flow and sintering. Conversely, in Figure 2 (c), sintering necks between particles are visible

because at T=550 °C the sintering process is triggered together with the viscous flow of the
glass particles.>? For T=650 °C, see Figure 2 (d), a fully-dense amorphous microstructure is

obtained as sintering continues without crystallization (see the XRD pattern in Figure S5 (a))

which is not attainable in conventional furnaces due to their low heating rates.*? Lastly, when
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T=750 °C, the sample in Figure 2 (e) is entirely crystalline with no residual glassy phase being

detected.

According to the microstructural evolution shown in Figure 2 (b-e), LAGP glass annealed by
UHS can achieve complete sintering without crystallization, producing pellets with the
amorphous XRD pattern and fully-dense microstructure in Figure 2 (d) and S4. Therefore,
annealing by UHS can effectively decouple sintering and crystallization. Furthermore, it is
noticeable that at this magnification level, no porosity can be observed in the dense-glassy
pellet (Figure 2 (d)). In contrast, pores are visible only after crystallization (Figure 2 (e)).
Therefore, porosity appears to result from density change amid crystallization due to the

difference in density of the crystalline phase of LAGP compared to the parent glass.>

3.2 Crystal structure and microstructure of LAGP pellets

LAGP pellets were successfully annealed by UHS above the crystallization temperature
(~750°C) in 180 seconds, see Figure 3 (a). Conventionally sintered LAGP pellets, requiring
heat treatment for more than 16 hours, were also fabricated and characterized for comparison.
XRD patterns of the conventional and UHS-sintered samples are presented in Figure 3 (b). All
diffraction peaks can be indexed to the NASICON-type crystal structure of LAGP (JCPDS card
#01-080-1924) with no detectable impurities. Instead, the XRD spectrum of the as-received
amorphous powders has a broad peak of amorphous glass at 26=30° (the feature at lower 26
was due to the sample holder). The absence of the 26=30° feature in the XRD spectra of the
samples thermally treated above T. suggests complete crystallization. Raman spectra of LAGP
conventional and LAGP UHS (Figure S6) are consistent with those reported in the literature
for pure LAGP,>"8 further supporting the absence of detectable impurities. In addition, despite
the contact with carbon strips, LAGP UHS showed no evidence of graphite contamination,

which was responsible for the blackening of crystalline LAGP treated by UHS.*®
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Figure 3. (a) Optical image of a pellet sintered by UHS; (b) XRD patterns of as-received LAGP
glass and LAGP processed conventionally and by UHS. SEM micrographs of (c) the fractured
cross-section and (d) the topmost free surface of LAGP pellets processed conventionally and
by UHS.

The relative densities of the samples are 80% and 78% for the conventional and UHS pellets,
respectively; the former value is consistent with the literature on glassy LAGP sintered at
750°C.*> SEM micrographs of fractured cross-sections are displayed in Figure 3 (c). The
estimated average grain size, see Figure 3 (d), was ~380 nm and ~260 nm for the conventional
and UHS samples, respectively, as UHS’s short processing time does not allow the nuclei of

LAGP UHS to coarsen, and smaller grains were obtained.

LAGP conventional and UHS samples were also characterized by STEM-EDX to assess the
chemical composition at the microstructural level. Representative images of grains and grain
boundaries of LAGP conventional and LAGP UHS are presented in Figure 4 (a) and (b),
respectively. Figure 4 (a) shows that the conventionally prepared LAGP pellet suffers from
composition inhomogeneity, likely due to the precipitation of a detrimental Al-rich, Ge-poor

phase, probably associated with Li loss due to the long processing times. In contrast, LAGP
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UHS does not feature detectable impurities, see Figure 4 (b), confirming that UHS effectively

suppresses the precipitation of secondary phases.?’

(a) LAGP conventional

(b)

Figure 4. STEM and STEM-EDX micrographs of (a) LAGP conventional and (b) LAGP UHS.
The investigated areas include both grain and grain boundaries. One can note in LAGP
conventional the precipitation of an Al-rich, Ge-poor secondary phase.

3.3 Electrochemical characterization of LAGP pellets

Fabricated LAGP pellets were characterized by EIS to assess the impact of UHS on Li*
transport. Amorphous LAGP is not an effective ion conductor.*? Fully-dense glassy pellets
obtained by UHS below T¢ (Figure 2 (d)) had extremely low ionic conductivity at room
temperature, far lower than the value of 2x107 S/cm estimated at 350 °C, see the EIS spectra

in Figure S7.
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In contrast, when LAGP crystallized into the NASICON-type structure, its Li* conductivity
increased sharply. LAGP samples sintered and crystallized conventionally and by UHS were
characterized by EIS at temperatures between 25 °C and 65 °C, as shown in Figure 5 (a) and
(b). The collected EIS spectra are characterized by two semi-circles and a straight-line feature
(see examples in Figures S8). The high (~107-108 Hz) and low frequency (~108-10% Hz) arcs
are related to ion transport at bulk and grain boundary, respectively.*? 4% 535 To model these
phenomena, the equivalent circuit model in Figure 5 (a) was used. The circuit included two
blocks in series, each consisting of a resistor and a CPE, representing the resistance associated
with Li* ion transport and the capacitance generated by dipole and double-layer formation at
the bulk and grain boundary, respectively. Finally, a CPE was used to simulate charge

accumulation in the ion-blocking gold electrodes.
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Figure 5. Experimental data and fitting of EIS spectra measured from 25°C up to 65°C for (a)
LAGP conventional and (b) LAGP UHS. (c) Arrhenius plot of log(cT) vs. 1000/T and
estimated activation energy for Li* transport (Ea) of LAGP conventional and LAGP UHS. (d)
Bulk and grain boundary conductivities of LAGP conventional and LAGP UHS.

Arrhenius plots of the samples’ ionic conductivity are shown in Figure 5 (c). Li-ion
conductivity at room temperature and E, for the conventional and UHS samples are 1.75x10™
S/cm and 0.41+0.02 eV, and 1.15x10™* S/cm and 0.40+0.03 eV, respectively. Both pairs of
conductivity and Ea values are consistent with those reported for LAGP.*? Despite the
comparable ionic conductivity and activation energy for ion transport, the EIS spectra of LAGP
conventional and LAGP UHS have significantly different characteristics, see Figure S8.
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Specifically, the low-frequency arc, corresponding to Li* transport at the grain boundary, is
substantially bigger for LAGP UHS than LAGP conventional. Such difference is even more
evident in the EIS measurements at -60 °C (Figure S9), implying that LAGP UHS suffers from

higher grain boundary resistance.

To shed light on the UHS sample’s high grain boundary resistance, the BLM was used to
estimate the ionic conductivity of the grain interior (obuik) and grain boundary (ogn). As shown
in Figure 5 (d), the bulk conductivities of conventional and UHS samples are similar (3.64x10°
4 S/em vs. 4.30x10* S/cm at room temperature, respectively). Conversely, conventional
sintering and UHS vyield different grain boundary conductivities. At room temperature, the
specific conductivity of the grain boundary for LAGP conventional is 9.79x10° +2.07x10®
S/cm, while the one for LAGP UHS is ~40% lower, i.e., 5.96x10° +1.28x10° S/cm.
Consequently, the difference in total ionic conductivity between the two samples can be

ascribed to the lower grain boundary conductivity of the sample prepared by UHS.

Such a lower grain boundary conductivity may be attributed to high porosity, precipitation of
insulating phases, or poor grain contact.*> However, here, the first two hypotheses can be
discarded, as LAGP conventional and LAGP UHS have similar densities, and XRD, Raman,
and STEM-EDX did not detect impurities in the latter. Therefore, the lower grain boundary
conductivity of LAGP UHS can be attributed to poor inter-grain contact, likely caused by the
high heating rate and short processing time of UHS. Indeed, we must consider that as sintering
and crystallization occur quickly during UHS, grain coarsening is hindered. To solve this issue,

the use of two additives are studied in the next section.
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3.4 Microstructural and electrochemical characterization of LAGP pellets fabricated

with additives

As discussed above, LAGP prepared by UHS is characterized by lower grain boundary
conductivity than the one prepared conventionally. To overcome this issue, we fabricated
LAGP using the additives B>Oz and LisBOgz, which have been reported to improve grain contact
and grain boundary conductivity. To assess the effect of these additives, we fabricated samples

with compositions LAGP + 1%wt B,O3 (LAGP-B) and LAGP + 1%wt LisBO3z (LAGP-LBO).

3.4.1 Effect of B2O3zaddition

XRD patterns and SEM micrographs of conventionally and UHS annealed LAGP-B are
compared to those of pure LAGP in Figure S11 (a) and (b). LAGP single phase can be indexed,
i.e., the addition of B>Os to the amorphous LAGP powders did not trigger the formation of
detectable impurities or secondary phases. In addition, the pellets were characterized by
comparable relative density (~78%). The SEM micrographs of LAGP-B and LAGP UHS
indicate that the two samples have similar microstructures. The EIS spectra in Figure S11 (d)
suggest that the total resistance of LAGP-B is lower than that of pure LAGP, implying higher

ionic conductivity (1.97x10* S/cm vs. 1.15x10* S/cm at room temperature, respectively).

The Arrhenius plot in Figure 6 (a) shows that the value of activation energy for ion transport
of LAGP-B conventional and LAGP-B UHS is 0.40+0.01 eV vs. 0.36+0.02 eV, respectively.
In addition, the ionic conductivity of LAGP-B prepared by conventional sintering is lower than
that of LAGP-B UHS (~1.70x10* S/cm vs. ~1.97x10* S/cm at room temperature,
respectively). As previously done for pure LAGP, we estimated the bulk and grain boundary
conductivity, see Figure 6 (b) and Table S2. The conductivity of the grain bulk is not
significantly different compared to LAGP, which is reasonable as B,Oz is not added to the glass

formula during the synthesis of the samples. Therefore, B>Os is not incorporated in the
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NASICON structure, and the bulk of LAGP-B has the same composition as LAGP. In contrast,
upon B203 addition, the grain boundary conductivity is enhanced, especially in the case of
LAGP-B UHS, which is double that of LAGP UHS (1.15x10°+2.75x10 S/cm vs. 5.96x10°®

+1.28x10° S/cm, respectively).

It is worth noting that the addition of B2Og3 leads to no improvement if conventional sintering
is used. The total conductivities and Ea of LAGP and LAGP-B are similar (~1.75x10* S/cm
and 0.41+0.01 eV vs. ~1.70x10* S/cm and 0.40+0.01 eV at room temperature, respectively).
Due to the volatility of B2Os at the sintering temperature (750 °C),*° the lengthy conventional

sintering (12 hours) is less effective compared to UHS when low-melting additives are used.?®

Finally, comparing Figure S11 (e) to Figure S9, it is noticeable that the grain boundary arc of
LAGP-B, despite being comparatively smaller than that of LAGP UHS, still dominates the EIS
spectrum of LAGP-B UHS. Therefore, it may be possible that using a Li-based additive such
as LisBOs, which besides improving inter-grain contact, also introduces excess lithium, could

further improve Li* conduction.*
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Figure 6. (a) Arrhenius plot of log(cT) vs. 1000/T and estimated E, for Li* transport of LAGP-
B conventional and LAGP-B UHS. (b) Bulk and grain boundary conductivity of LAGP-B
conventional and LAGP-B UHS. (c) Arrhenius plot of log(cT) vs. 1000/T and estimated E. for
Li* transport of LAGP-LBO conventional and LAGP-LBO UHS. (d) Bulk and grain boundary
conductivity of LAGP-LBO conventional and LAGP-LBO UHS.

3.4.2 Assessing the effect of LisBOsaddition

XRD spectrum of the LAGP-LBO has three small peaks in addition to those of LAGP, see
Figure S12 (a), which can be attributed to LisBO3 (see XRD patterns at the bottom of Figure

S12 (a)). The relative density of LAGP UHS and LAGP-LBO UHS is similar, about 78% and
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75%, respectively. SEM micrographs in Figure S12 (b) show that the porosity in the LAGP-
LBO sample is slightly higher, consistent with a previous study reporting a slight decrease of

pellet’s density upon addition of LisBOs to LiTi2(PO4)s.>°

LAGP-LBO reached an ionic conductivity of ~2.25x10* S/cm and ~2.3x10* S/cm when
sintered by conventional and UHS methods, respectively. The activation energy for ion
transport of the two samples is 0.36+0.02 eV and 0.33+0.03 eV, see Figure 6 (c), which is
significantly reduced compared to LAGP. Further, the bulk and grain boundary conductivities
were computed and plotted in Figure 6 (d). As LisBOs did not enter the NASICON structure,
the bulk composition was not expected to change, and the bulk conductivity of LAGP-LBO
samples was virtually identical to that of LAGP, see Table S2. In contrast, the specific
conductivity of the grain boundary shows, as expected, a significant improvement for both
samples. Remarkably, LAGP-LBO UHS reaches a grain boundary conductivity of 3.06x10°
+7.4x10° S/cm, a value ~5 times higher than that of LAGP UHS, see Table S2. Finally, the
EIS spectrum of LAGP-LBO UHS at a sub-zero temperature in Figure S12 (e) shows arcs with
a similar radius for bulk and grain boundary, confirming that the latter is no longer the main

contribution to the spectrum.

4 Conclusions

In this work, LAGP solid electrolytes were sintered and crystallized from glassy LAGP
powders in 180 seconds by UHS. According to DSC experiments, fast heating rates delay the
crystallization temperature of LAGP. The delayed crystallization induced by UHS results in a
wider glass thermal stability window, potentially decoupling the sintering and crystallization

phenomena and enabling fully-dense glassy pellets.

Further, EIS characterizations indicate that LAGP produced by UHS has slightly lower ionic

conductivity than the one treated by conventional sintering (1.15x10* S/cm vs. 1.75x10* S/cm,
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respectively). By deconvolving bulk and grain boundary contributions to the total resistance
and applying the BLM, the lower conductivity of LAGP UHS can be attributed to hampered
Li* transport at grain boundaries, likely due to poor inter-grain contact. To overcome this issue
and enhance the low-conducting grain boundaries, the use of B2Os and LizBOz additives was
explored. As a result, LAGP annealed by UHS with either B2Os or LizBO3 possessed a grain
boundary specific conductivity of 1.15x10° S/cm and 3.06x10° S/cm, respectively. These

values are ~2 and ~5 times higher than that of LAGP UHS (5.96x10° S/cm).

Overall, this work represents a novel contribution toward understanding the influence of UHS
on the physical and electrochemical properties of crystalline LAGP sintered from glassy LAGP
powders. In addition, this work suggests that UHS annealing at ambient conditions is an

attractive pathway for the scaled-up production of all-solid-state batteries.
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Table 1. List of acronyms.

UHS Ultrafast high-temperature sintering
LAGP Li1sAlosGe1s5(POa4)3
BLM Brick-layer model
EIS Electrochemical impedance spectroscopy
XRD X-ray diffraction
SEM Scanning electron microscopy
STEM Scanning transmission electron microscopy
EDX Energy-dispersive X-ray spectroscopy
DSC Differential scanning calorimetry
Ty Glass-transition temperature
Tc Crystallization onset temperature
Tp Crystallization peak temperature
LAGP-B Electrolyte composed of LAGP + 1%wt B>O3
LAGP-LBO Electrolyte composed of LAGP + 1%wt Li;BO3

Supporting Information

Additional details about characterizations of physical and electrochemical properties with
additional plots (SEM micrographs, XRD patterns, impedance spectroscopy measurements)
and tables

22



Acknowledgments

The authors gratefully acknowledge the help of Raul Arenal and the Laboratory of Advanced
Microscopy at the University of Zaragoza for the STEM-EDX characterizations. A. Curcio
kindly recognizes the support of the Hong Kong Ph.D. Fellowship Scheme. A. Curcio and F.
Ciucci gratefully acknowledge the financial support from the Research Grants Council of Hong
Kong (RGC Ref No. 16201820 and 16206019). A. G. Sabato acknowledges that this project
has received funding from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation
program under the Marie Sktodowska-Curie Grant Agreement No. 841937. J. C. Gonzalez-
Rosillo acknowledges the financial support provided by the European Union’s Horizon 2020
research and innovation program under the Marie Sktodowska-Curie Grant Agreement No.
801342 (Tecniospring INDUSTRY), as well as by the Agency for Business Competitiveness
of the Government of Catalonia. This research was partially funded by the Generalitat de
Catalunya (2017 SGR 1421, NANOEN) and the Spanish Ministry of Science and Innovation
under the Grant P1D2019-107106RB-C31 (RETOS, 3DPROGRESS). This work was
supported in part by the Project of Hetao Shenzhen-Hong Kong Science and Technology
Innovation Cooperation Zone (HZQB-KCZYB-2020083). The authors also thank the Materials
Characterization and Preparation Facilities (MCPF) of HKUST for their kind technical

assistance.

23



References

1. Famprikis, T.; Canepa, P.; Dawson, J. A.; Islam, M. S.; Masquelier, C., Fundamentals
of inorganic solid-state electrolytes for batteries. Nature Materials 2019, 18 (12), 1278-1291.
2. Yu, J.; Liu, J.; Lin, X.; Law, H. M.; Zhou, G.; Kwok, S. C. T.; Robson, M. J.; Wu, J.;
Ciucci, F., A solid-like dual-salt polymer electrolyte for Li-metal batteries capable of stable
operation over an extended temperature range. Energy Storage Materials 2021, 37, 609-618.
3. Saffirio, S.; Falco, M.; Appetecchi, G. B.; Smeacetto, F.; Gerbaldi, C.,
Li1.4Al0.4Ge0.4Ti1.4(PO4)3 promising NASICON-structured glass-ceramic electrolyte for
all-solid-state Li-based batteries: Unravelling the effect of diboron trioxide. Journal of the
European Ceramic Society 2022, 42 (3), 1023-1032.

4. Zhou, G.; Yu, J.; Liu, J.; Lin, X.; Wang, Y.; Law, H. M.; Ciucci, F., Quasi-solid
electrolytes with tailored lithium solvation for fast-charging lithium metal batteries. Cell
Reports Physical Science 2022, 3 (2), 100722.

5. Dai, Z.; Yu, J.; Liu, J.; Liu, R.; Sun, Q.; Chen, D.; Ciucci, F., Highly conductive and
nonflammable composite polymer electrolytes for rechargeable quasi-solid-state Li-metal
batteries. Journal of Power Sources 2020, 464, 228182.

6. Lin, X.; Zhou, G.; Liu, J.; Yu, J.; Effat, M. B.; Wu, J.; Ciucci, F., Rechargeable
Battery Electrolytes Capable of Operating over Wide Temperature Windows and Delivering
High Safety. Advanced Energy Materials 2020, 10 (43), 2001235.

7. Paolella, A.; Liu, X.; Daali, A.; Xu, W.; Hwang, |.; Savoie, S.; Girard, G.; Nita, A. G.;
Perea, A.; Demers, H.; Zhu, W.; Guerfi, A.; Vijh, A.; Bertoni, G.; Gazzadi, G. C.; Berti, G.;
Sun, C.; Ren, Y.; Zaghib, K.; Armand, M.; Kim, C.; Xu, G.-L.; Amine, K., Enabling High-
Performance NASICON-Based Solid-State Lithium Metal Batteries Towards Practical
Conditions. Advanced Functional Materials 2021, 31 (30), 2102765.

8. DeWees, R.; Wang, H., Synthesis and Properties of NaSICON-type LATP and LAGP
Solid Electrolytes. ChemSusChem 2019, 12 (16), 3713-3725.

9. Paolella, A.; Zhu, W.; Xu, G.-L.; La Monaca, A.; Savoie, S.; Girard, G.; Vijh, A.;
Demers, H.; Perea, A.; Delaporte, N.; Guerfi, A.; Liu, X.; Ren, Y.; Sun, C.-J.; Lu, J.; Amine,
K.; Zaghib, K., Understanding the Reactivity of a Thin Li1.5A10.5Ge1.5(P0O4)3 Solid-State
Electrolyte toward Metallic Lithium Anode. Advanced Energy Materials 2020, 10 (32),
2001497.

10. Hong, M.; Dong, Q.; Xie, H.; Wang, X.; Brozena, A. H.; Gao, J.; Wang, C.; Chen, C.;
Rao, J.; Luo, J.; Hu, L., Tailoring grain growth and densification toward a high-performance
solid-state electrolyte membrane. Materials Today 2021, 42, 41-48.

11. Cheng, Z.; Pan, H.; Li, C.; Mu, X.; Du, Y.; Zhang, F.; Zhang, X.; He, P.; Zhou, H.,
An in situ solidifying strategy enabling high-voltage all-solid-state Li-metal batteries
operating at room temperature. Journal of Materials Chemistry A 2020, 8 (47), 25217-25225.
12.  Yang, G.; Safanama, D.; Phuah, K. C.; Adams, S., Enhanced Lil+xAIxGe2—x(P04)3
Anode-Protecting Membranes for Hybrid Lithium—Air Batteries by Spark Plasma Sintering.
ACS Omega 2020, 5 (29), 18205-18212.

13. Wu, J.; Lin, Y.; Kermani, M.; Hu, C.; Grasso, S., Ultra-fast high temperature sintering
(UHS) of Li1.5A10.5Gel.5P3012 electrolyte: A rationalization of the heating schedule.
Ceramics International 2022, 48 (5), 6356-6362.

14, Zhu, Y.; Wu, T.; Sun, J.; Kotobuki, M., Highly conductive lithium aluminum
germanium phosphate solid electrolyte prepared by sol-gel method and hot-pressing. Solid
State lonics 2020, 350, 115320.

24



15.  Zhu, H.; Prasad, A.; Doja, S.; Bichler, L.; Liu, J., Spark Plasma Sintering of Lithium
Aluminum Germanium Phosphate Solid Electrolyte and its Electrochemical Properties.
Nanomaterials 2019, 9 (8), 1086.

16. Liu, Y.; Li, C.; Li, B.; Song, H.; Cheng, Z.; Chen, M.; He, P.; Zhou, H., Germanium
Thin Film Protected Lithium Aluminum Germanium Phosphate for Solid-State Li Batteries.
Advanced Energy Materials 2018, 8 (16), 1702374.

17. Dias, J. A.; Santagneli, S. H.; Messaddeq, Y., Methods for Lithium lon NASICON
Preparation: From Solid-State Synthesis to Highly Conductive Glass-Ceramics. The Journal
of Physical Chemistry C 2020, 124 (49), 26518-26539.

18.  Schnell, J.; Knorzer, H.; Imbsweiler, A. J.; Reinhart, G., Solid versus Liquid—A
Bottom-Up Calculation Model to Analyze the Manufacturing Cost of Future High-Energy
Batteries. Energy Technology 2020, 8 (3), 1901237.

19.  Schnell, J.; Tietz, F.; Singer, C.; Hofer, A.; Billot, N.; Reinhart, G., Prospects of
production technologies and manufacturing costs of oxide-based all-solid-state lithium
batteries. Energy & Environmental Science 2019, 12 (6), 1818-1833.

20. Guo, J.; Guo, H.; Baker, A. L.; Lanagan, M. T.; Kupp, E. R.; Messing, G. L.; Randall,
C. A., Cold sintering: a paradigm shift for processing and integration of ceramics.
Angewandte Chemie International Edition 2016, 55 (38), 11457-11461.

21.  Grasso, S.; Biesuz, M.; Zoli, L.; Taveri, G.; Duff, A. I.; Ke, D.; Jiang, A.; Reece, M.
J., A review of cold sintering processes. Advances in Applied Ceramics 2020, 119 (3), 115-
143.

22. Guo, J.; Berbano, S. S.; Guo, H.; Baker, A. L.; Lanagan, M. T.; Randall, C. A., Cold
sintering process of composites: bridging the processing temperature gap of ceramic and
polymer materials. Advanced Functional Materials 2016, 26 (39), 7115-7121.

23. Rosenberger, A.; Gao, Y.; Stanciu, L., Field-assisted sintering of
Li1.3Al0.3Til.7(PO4)3 solid-state electrolyte. Solid State lonics 2015, 278, 217-221.

24, Biesuz, M.; Sglavo, V. M., Flash sintering of ceramics. Journal of the European
Ceramic Society 2019, 39 (2), 115-143.

25. Kermani, M.; Biesuz, M.; Dong, J.; Deng, H.; Bortolotti, M.; Chiappini, A.; Reece,
M. J.; Sglavo, V. M.; Hu, C.; Grasso, S., Flash cold sintering: combining water and
electricity. Journal of the European Ceramic Society 2020, 40 (15), 6266-6271.

26. Guillon, O.; Gonzalez-Julian, J.; Dargatz, B.; Kessel, T.; Schierning, G.; Rathel, J.;
Herrmann, M., Field-assisted sintering technology/spark plasma sintering: mechanisms,
materials, and technology developments. Advanced Engineering Materials 2014, 16 (7), 830-
849.

27. Wang, C.; Ping, W.; Bai, Q.; Cui, H.; Hensleigh, R.; Wang, R.; Brozena, A. H.; Xu,
Z.; Dai, J.; Pei, Y.; Zheng, C.; Pastel, G.; Gao, J.; Wang, X.; Wang, H.; Zhao, J.-C.; Yang, B.;
Zheng, X.; Luo, J.; Mo, Y.; Dunn, B.; Hu, L., A general method to synthesize and sinter bulk
ceramics in seconds. Science 2020, 368 (6490), 521.

28. Hong, M.; Dong, Q.; Xie, H.; Clifford, B. C.; Qian, J.; Wang, X.; Luo, J.; Hu, L.,
Ultrafast Sintering of Solid-State Electrolytes with Volatile Fillers. ACS Energy Letters 2021,
6 (11), 3753-3760.

29. Lin, Y.; Luo, N.; Quattrocchi, E.; Ciucci, F.; Wu, J.; Kermani, M.; Dong, J.; Hu, C;
Grasso, S., Ultrafast high-temperature sintering (UHS) of Li1.3Al0.3Til.7(PO4)3. Ceramics
International 2021, 47 (15), 21982-21987.

30.  Sun, Z.; Fan, W.; Bai, Y., A Flexible Method to Fabricate Exsolution-Based
Nanoparticle-Decorated Materials in Seconds. Advanced Science 2022, n/a (n/a), 2200250.
31. Curcio, A.; Robson, M. J.; Belotti, A.; Hu, Z.; Chin, Y.-Y.; Chen, C.-T.; Lin, H.-J.;
Ciucci, F., Enhanced Electrocatalysts Fabricated via Quenched Ultrafast Sintering:

25



Physicochemical Properties and Water Oxidation Applications. Advanced Materials
Interfaces 2022, 9, 2102228.

32.  Tong, H.; Liu, J.; Liu, J.; Liu, Y.; Wang, D.; Sun, X.; Song, X., Microstructure and
ionic conductivity of Li1.5Al0.5Gel.5(PO4)3 solid electrolyte prepared by spark plasma
sintering. Ceramics International 2020, 46 (6), 7634-7641.

33. Kuo, P.-H.; Du, J., Crystallization behavior of Lil+xAlxGe2-x(PO4)3 glass-ceramics:
Effect of composition and thermal treatment. Journal of Non-Crystalline Solids 2019, 525,
119680.

34.  Jadhav, H. S.; Cho, M.-S.; Kalubarme, R. S.; Lee, J.-S.; Jung, K.-N.; Shin, K.-H.;
Park, C.-J., Influence of B20O3 addition on the ionic conductivity of Li1.5Al10.5Gel1.5(PO4)3
glass ceramics. Journal of Power Sources 2013, 241, 502-508.

35.  Tadanaga, K.; Takano, R.; Ichinose, T.; Mori, S.; Hayashi, A.; Tatsumisago, M., Low
temperature synthesis of highly ion conductive Li7La3Zr2012-Li3BO3 composites.
Electrochemistry Communications 2013, 33, 51-54.

36.  Takano, R.; Tadanaga, K.; Hayashi, A.; Tatsumisago, M., Low temperature synthesis
of Al-doped Li7La3Zr2012 solid electrolyte by a sol—gel process. Solid State lonics 2014,
255, 104-107.

37.  Aono, H.; Sugimoto, E.; Sadaoka, Y.; Imanaka, N.; Adachi, G.-y., Electrical property
and sinterability of LiTi2(PO4)3 mixed with lithium salt (Li3PO4 or Li3BO3). Solid State
lonics 1991, 47 (3), 257-264.

38.  Janani, N.; Deviannapoorani, C.; Dhivya, L.; Murugan, R., Influence of sintering
additives on densification and Li+ conductivity of Al doped Li7La3Zr2012 lithium garnet.
RSC Advances 2014, 4 (93), 51228-51238.

39. Kwatek, K.; Swiniarski, M.; Nowinski, J. L., The Li+ conducting composite based on
LiTi2(PO4)3 and Li3BO3 glass. Journal of Solid State Chemistry 2018, 265, 381-386.

40. Samsinger, R. F.; Letz, M.; Schuhmacher, J.; Schneider, M.; Roters, A.; Kienemund,
D.; Maune, H.; Kwade, A., Fast lon Conduction of Sintered Glass-Ceramic Lithium lon
Conductors Investigated by Impedance Spectroscopy and Coaxial Reflection Technique.
Journal of The Electrochemical Society 2020, 167 (14), 140510.

41. Baade, P.; Wood, V., Ultra-high throughput manufacturing method for composite
solid-state electrolytes. iScience 2021, 24 (2), 102055.

42.  Mariappan, C. R.; Yada, C.; Rosciano, F.; Roling, B., Correlation between micro-
structural properties and ionic conductivity of Li1.5A10.5Gel1.5(P0O4)3 ceramics. Journal of
Power Sources 2011, 196 (15), 6456-6464.

43. Kotobuki, M.; Koishi, M., Preparation of Li1.5A10.5Ge1.5(PO4)3 solid electrolytes
via the co-precipitation method. Journal of Asian Ceramic Societies 2019, 7 (4), 551-557.
44, Irving, J. T. S.; Sinclair, D. C.; West, A. R., Electroceramics: Characterization by
Impedance Spectroscopy. Advanced Materials 1990, 2 (3), 132-138.

45.  van Dijk, T.; Burggraaf, A. J., Grain boundary effects on ionic conductivity in
ceramic GdxZr1-x02—(x/2) solid solutions. physica status solidi (a) 1981, 63 (1), 229-240.
46.  Verkerk, M. J.; Middelhuis, B. J.; Burggraaf, A. J., Effect of grain boundaries on the
conductivity of high-purity ZrO2 - Y203 ceramics. Solid State lonics 1982, 6 (2), 159-170.
47. Gao, Y.; Nolan, A. M.; Du, P.; Wu, Y.; Yang, C.; Chen, Q.; Mo, Y.; Bo, S.-H.,
Classical and Emerging Characterization Techniques for Investigation of lon Transport
Mechanisms in Crystalline Fast lonic Conductors. Chemical Reviews 2020, 120 (13), 5954-
6008.

48. Haile, S. M.; Staneff, G.; Ryu, K. H., Non-stoichiometry, grain boundary transport
and chemical stability of proton conducting perovskites. Journal of Materials Science 2001,
36 (5), 1149-1160.

26



49.  Chung, H.; Kang, B., Increase in grain boundary ionic conductivity of
Li1.5A10.5Gel.5(PO4)3 by adding excess lithium. Solid State lonics 2014, 263, 125-130.

50.  Xu, Q.; Tsai, C.-L.; Song, D.; Basak, S.; Kungl, H.; Tempel, H.; Hausen, F.; Yu, S.;
Eichel, R.-A., Insights into the reactive sintering and separated specific grain/grain boundary
conductivities of Li1l.3Al0.3Til.7(PO4)3. Journal of Power Sources 2021, 492, 229631.

51.  Efron, B., The Bootstrap and Modern Statistics. Journal of the American Statistical
Association 2000, 95 (452), 1293-1296.

52. Schilm, J.; Anton, R.; Wagner, D.; Huettl, J.; Kusnezoff, M.; Herrmann, M.; Kim, H.
K.; Lee, C. W., Influence of R=Y, Gd, Sm on Crystallization and Sodium lon Conductivity of
Na5RSi4012 Phase. Materials 2022, 15 (3), 1104.

53. Fu, J., Fast Li+ ion conducting glass-ceramics in the system Li20-Al203-GeO2-
P205. Solid State lonics 1997, 104 (3), 191-194.

54.  Cruz, A. M.; Ferreira, E. B.; Rodrigues, A. C. M., Controlled crystallization and ionic
conductivity of a nanostructured LiAIGePO4 glass—ceramic. Journal of Non-Crystalline
Solids 2009, 355 (45), 2295-2301.

55.  Prado, M. O.; Zanotto, E. D., Glass sintering with concurrent crystallization. Comptes
Rendus Chimie 2002, 5 (11), 773-786.

56.  Smeacetto, F.; Radaelli, M.; Salvo, M.; Di Modugno, D.; Sabato, A. G.; Casalegno,
V.; Broglia, M.; Ferraris, M., Glass-ceramic joining material for sodium-based battery.
Ceramics International 2017, 43 (11), 8329-8333.

57. Francisco, B. E.; Stoldt, C. R.; M’Peko, J.-C., Lithium-lon Trapping from Local
Structural Distortions in Sodium Super lonic Conductor (NASICON) Electrolytes. Chemistry
of Materials 2014, 26 (16), 4741-4749.

58.  Pershing, S. V.; Pankratov, A. A.; Vovkotrub, E. G.; Antonov, B. D., Promising high-
conductivity Li1.5Al0.5Gel.5(P0O4)3 solid electrolytes: the effect of crystallization
temperature on the microstructure and transport properties. lonics 2019, 25 (10), 4713-4725.
59. Breuer, S.; Prutsch, D.; Ma, Q.; Epp, V.; Preishuber-Pflugl, F.; Tietz, F.; Wilkening,
M., Separating bulk from grain boundary Li ion conductivity in the sol—gel prepared solid
electrolyte Li1l.5A10.5Ti1.5(PO4)3. Journal of Materials Chemistry A 2015, 3 (42), 21343-
21350.

60.  Gouget, G.; Debecker, D. P.; Kim, A.; Olivieri, G.; Gallet, J.-J.; Bournel, F.; Thomas,
C.; Ersen, O.; Moldovan, S.; Sanchez, C.; Carenco, S.; Portehault, D., In Situ Solid—Gas
Reactivity of Nanoscaled Metal Borides from Molten Salt Synthesis. Inorganic Chemistry
2017, 56 (15), 9225-9234.

27



