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Abstract

Water-in-Salt-Electrolytes (WiSEs) are an exciting class of concentrated electrolytes

finding applications in energy storage devices because of their expanded electrochem-

ical stability window, good conductivity and cation transference number, and fire-

extinguishing properties. These distinct properties are thought to originate from the
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presence of an anion-dominated ionic network and interpenetrating water channels for

cation transport, which indicates that associations in WiSEs are crucial to understand-

ing their properties. Currently, associations have mainly been investigated in the bulk,

while little attention has been given to the electrolyte structure near electrified inter-

faces. Here, we develop a theory for the electrical double layer (EDL) of WiSEs, where

we consistently account for the thermoreversible associations of species into Cayley

tree aggregates. The theory predicts an asymmetric structure of the EDL. At negative

voltages, hydrated Li+ dominate and cluster aggregation is initially slightly enhanced

before disintegration at larger voltages. At positive voltages when compared to the

bulk, clusters are strictly diminished. Performing atomistic molecular dynamics (MD)

simulations of the EDL of WiSE provides EDL data for validation and bulk data for

parameterization of our theory. Validating the predictions of our theory against MD

showed good qualitative agreement. Furthermore, we performed electrochemical im-

pendence measurements to determine the differential capacitance of the studied LiTFSI

WiSE and also found reasonable agreement with our theory. Overall, the developed

approach can be used to investigate ionic aggregation and solvation effects in the EDL,

which amongst other properties, can be used to understand the pre-cursers for solid-

electrolyte interphase formation.
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Electrolytes, Water-in-salt electrolytes

1 Introduction

Water-in-Salt Electrolytes (WiSEs) have emerged as a promising class of electrolytes for

applications in batteries and supercapacitors.1–14 In contrast to conventional organic Li-ion

battery electrolytes, WiSEs have dramatically improved safety and stability, owing to the

2



use of water as a solvent instead of flammable carbonate solvents.1,2,11,15,16 In classical di-

lute aqueous electrolytes, water is known to electrolyze around 1.23 V, giving their small

electrochemical stability windows (ESW), but the super-concentrated WiSE regime displays

enhanced ESWs up to 4 V.9,17,18 The reductive stability of WiSEs is attributed to the forma-

tion of a passivating solid-electrolyte interphase (SEI) at the anode, similar to conventional

Li-ion battery electrolytes.2,19–21 At the same time, the oxidative stability originates from

the thermodynamic activity of water reducing in the super-concentrated regime.20–24

As WiSEs are often used in the super-concentrated salt regime, such as 21m LiTFSI,

it is perhaps not surprising that the aggregation of ions has been discovered to be impor-

tant in numerous simulation and experimental studies.24–37 At the optimal concentration

of 21m LiTFSI, the electrolyte obtained an operating voltage of ∼2.3 V while maintaining

reasonable conductivity.2 They found that a predominantly Li-anion ionic network exists25

that is interpenetrated by nano-channels of water-rich domains containing Li cations.24,25,27

The existence of these nano-channels enables the facile transport of Li cations, which is

crucial for their operating performance. In addition, the existence and equilibrium of ag-

gregates at interfaces have been revealed by surface force apparatus (SFA) and atomic force

microscopy (AFM) measurements34,35,37,38 and molecular dynamics simulations,22,23,39 where

it was found that hydrated Li+ exists near the interface.

To understand these simulations and experiments in the electrical double layer (EDL)

of WiSEs, it is useful to have a theory to rationalize the observations. One of the first

theories for the EDL of WiSEs came from McEldrew et al.,23 where the Bazant-Storey-

Kornyshev theory40 was incorporated with the Langevin fluctuating dipole model for “free”

water molecules, with most of the water assumed to be rigidly bound to Li cations. This

theory was able to rationalize the overall changes in the composition of the EDL; but, it

contains no explicit information of the ionic associations, and assumes that the water bound

to each of Li+ had infinitely strong associations. Later, McEldrew et al.41 developed a theory

for thermo-reversible aggregation and gelation in WiSEs,24 amongst other electrolytes,42–44
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which allowed the cluster distributions and percolating ionic networks to be understood

within the framework of Flory, Stockmayers and Tanaka’s famous polymer work.45–57 More

recently, Goodwin et al.58,59 and Markiewitz et al.60 extended this formalism to tackle the

EDL, but the theory has yet to be rigorously tested against MD simulations and experiments

for real electrolytes of interest in the battery and supercapacitor community.

In this paper, we develop a theory for the EDL of WiSEs based on previous work,24,41,58,60

where thermoreversible associations are treated consistently, and test it against MD simula-

tions and experiments. This theory, MD simulations, and experiments allow us to analyze

the role these associations have in the structure and properties of WiSEs in the EDL. We

found three main conclusions from this investigation. First, we found that at negative volt-

ages, in both theory and MD simulations, electric field-induced associations are present at

small negative electrostatic potentials, i.e. over a range of potentials the WiSE becomes

more associated than in bulk. Moreover, we found the hydrated Li+ becomes increasingly

dominant with larger negative potentials. At positive voltages, it appears the clusters are

strictly diminished when compared to the bulk. The distinct difference in the EDL struc-

ture and behavior at negative and positive voltages can be seen through our theory and is

presented schematically in Fig. 1. Second, we found the theory was able to reproduce trends

observed in MD simulations as well as aggregation length scales inferred from AFM mea-

surements. Third, we found that the trends in the theory’s predicted differential capacitance

were promising when compared against experimental measurements. Overall, we found that

the simple theory presented here can capture how associations change within the EDL, which

has never been quantified with any theory.

2 Theory

Here, we consider our system to be an incompressible lattice gas model41 composed of alkali

metal cations (+), ionic liquid anions (-), and water (0), where we define the size of a lattice
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Figure 1: Schematic of the modulation of aggregation occurring in the EDL of WiSE near
positively (left) and negatively (right) charged electrodes. Here, the alkali metal cations can
form up to 4 associations, the IL anions can form up to 3 associations, and water can form
up to 1 association. Ion associations are shown by touching vertices.

site by the volume of a water molecule (v0), with the volume ratios of all species, ξj = vj/v0.

From these ratios, we can define the dimensionless concentration of a species as cj = ϕj/ξj,

where (ϕj) is the volume fraction of each species and j is +,-,0.

Similar to previous works,24,44 we consider the formation of associations between the

cations and anions as well as between cations and water. The cations can form a maximum

of f+ associations, anions can form a maximum of f− associations, and water can form a

maximum of 1 association; these maximum associations are defined as the functionality of

each species. The functionality of a species can be obtained from the maximum coordination

numbers in the first solvation shell from MD simulations; and therefore, this is not a free

parameter of our theory. When the functionality of the associating species is greater than 1

they can form a set of polydisperse clusters, which can be classified by the rank lms of the

cluster. This rank specifies the number of cations l, anions m, and water s that comprise the

cluster, with the dimensionless concentration of the rank lms cluster being clms. We assume

the clusters only form Cayley-tree-like structures, i.e., no loops are present in a cluster.41

This Cayley tree assumption for the clusters is necessary to keep this theory analytically

tractable and physically intuitive.41 This approximation is known to breakdown for some

electrolytes,24 but it was shown to work well for WiSEs.43

When the functionalities of cations and anions are equal to or greater than 2, then a

percolating ionic network can form.41 This transition is referred to as gelation and is a second-
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order phase transition. In this gel regime, we employ Flory’s post-gel convention to determine

the volume fraction of each species in the sol (ϕsol
j this phase contains both the clusters and

the free species) and in the gel phase (ϕgel
j this phase contains only the percolating network),

where ϕj = ϕsol
j + ϕgel

j and j is +,-,0. The total dimensionless concentration of each species

is given by summing over all possible clusters, for example c+ =
∑

lms lclms + cgel+ .

The free energy functional (F) is proposed to take the following form

βF =

∫
V

dr

{
−β ϵ0ϵr

2

(
∇Φ
)2

+ βρeΦ− c001
v0

ln

(
sinh(βP |∇Φ|)
βP |∇Φ|

)}
+

1

v0

∫
V

dr

{∑
lms

(clms lnϕlms + βclms∆lms) + β∆gel
+ cgel+ + β∆gel

− cgel− + β∆gel
0 cgel0

}

+

∫
V

dr

{
Λ

(
1−

∑
lms

(ξ+l + ξ−m+ s)clms − ξ+c
gel
+ − ξ−c

gel
− − cgel0

)}
(1)

Here the following variables, electrostatic potential, Φ(r), charge density, ρe(r), volume

fractions/dimensionless concentrations, ϕ(r)/c(r), and the Lagrange multiplier, Λ(r), all

vary in space away from the interface and are integrated over the entire electrolyte domain.

The first three terms represent the electrostatic contribution to the free energy: the first

subtracts the self-energy of the electrostatic field, the second is the self-interaction energy

of the charge density interacting with the mean-field electrostatic potential, and the third is

the energy from the fluctuating Langevin dipoles (free water) interacting with the electric

field (−∇Φ). The first two terms come from a Legendre transform to enforce Poisson’s

equation while taking the variation with Φ.40,61–64 The third term comes from the classical

theory of random walks with drift, applied to the dipole alignment to the electric field

initially by Langevin.65 This mean-field refinement has been implemented in prior double

layer theories66–68 and in modeling WiSEs.23 The bound water molecules are assumed to

not act as fluctuating dipoles. Here ϵ0 and ϵr, respectively, represent the permittivity of free

space and the relative dielectric constant, Φ is the electrostatic potential, ρe is the charge

density, given by ρe = e
v0
(c+ − c−), with e denoting the elemental charge, and P is the
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dipole moment of the free water. The fourth term is the ideal entropy of mixing from the

clusters of rank lms. The fifth term is the free energy for forming clusters, where ∆lms is

the free energy of forming the clusters of rank lms; this variable is discussed in detail later.

The sixth, seventh, and eighth terms represent the free energy of species associating with

the gel, ∆gel
j , which is a function of ϕ± for thermodynamic consistency. The final term is

the Lagrange multiplier, which is used to enforce the incompressibility; similar to previous

works, this requires one to solve for Λ(r).60,67

We can consider the free energy of formation of a lms ranked cluster to consist of three

contributions,

∆lms = ∆comb
lms +∆bind

lms , (2)

where ∆comb
lms is the combinatorial entropy and ∆bind

lms is the binding free energy.

The combinatorial entropy comes from the number of ways the ions and water molecules

can be arranged in each cluster; in the context of polymers, this was first derived by Stock-

mayer47,49 for the combinatorial entropy for Cayley tree associations and can be extended

to the case of WiSEs,41,44

∆comb
lms = kBT ln{f l

+f
m
−Wlms}, (3)

where

Wlms =
(f+l − l)!(f−m−m)!

l!m!s!(f+l − l −m− s+ 1)!(f−m−m− l + 1)!
. (4)

The binding free energy for an lms cluster with l > 0 is simply given by,

∆bind
lms = (l +m− 1)∆f+− + s∆f+0, (5)

where ∆f+i = ∆fi+ is the free energy of an association between a cation and the ith species

(anions or water). In the case where l = 0, the binding free energy is zero. Note pre-

viously, the binding free energy was split up into two terms, the binding energy and the

conformational entropy .41,42,44
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We can calculate the chemical potential of the clusters in the bulk and the EDL, where

an overbar will indicate that the variable is the EDL version and Φ is non-zero,

βµ̄lms =(l −m)βeΦ− ln

(
Sinh(βP |∇Φ|)

βP |∇Φ|

)
δl,0δm,0δs,1 + 1 + ln(ϕ̄lms) + β∆lms

− (ξ+l + ξ−m+ s)Λ + (ξ+l + ξ−m+ s)βd̄′ (6)

where d̄′ = c̄gel+ ∂∆̄gel
+ + c̄gel− ∂∆̄gel

− + c̄gel0 ∂∆̄gel
0 , with the derivative being with respect to ϕ̄lms.

In the bulk with zero electrostatic potential and field, by asserting the clusters are in

equilibrium with the bare species, it follows that,

lµ100 +mµ010 + sµ001 = µlms. (7)

From this equilibrium, we can predict the cluster distribution in the bulk with the bare

species,

clms =
Wlms

λ+−

(
f+ϕ100λ+−

ξ+

)l(
f−ϕ010λ+−

ξ−

)m

(ϕ001λ+0)
s , (8)

where λ+− is the cation-anion association constant and λ+0 is the cation-water association

constant are given respectively by,

λ+− = exp{−β∆f+−} (9)

λ+0 = exp{−β∆f+0}. (10)

2.1 EDL Equilibrium

By establishing the equilibrium between the free species and the clusters within the EDL it

follows,

lµ̄100 +mµ̄010 + sµ̄001 = µ̄lms. (11)

We obtain an analogous solution to the bulk’s for the EDL cluster distribution given the
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volume fractions of the bare species in the EDL,

c̄lms =
Wlms

λ+−

(
f+ϕ̄100λ+−

ξ+

)l(
f−ϕ̄010λ+−

ξ−

)m (
ϕ̄001λ̄+0

)s
, (12)

where

λ̄+0 = λ+0
βP |∇Φ|

Sinh(βP |∇Φ|)
(13)

Note that establishing the equilibrium within the EDL allows the aggregation to be

consistently treated at the interface, in contrast to previous approaches which only considered

the equilibrium in the bulk.69–71 In the Supplemental Material (SM), we verify that λ̄+0 varies

in the EDL, supporting the assumptions of our theory. The problem then boils down to

consistently linking the equilibriums in the bulk and in the EDL. These approximations are

expected to still hold under dynamics. For example, when the bulk goes out of equilibrium,

but the EDL and the bulk “just outside” the EDL remains in equilibrium from the effective

boundary conditions. This result comes from the asymptotic analysis for thin EDLs.64

Following the work of Markiewitz and Goodwin et al.,58,60 we can connect the bulk

and EDL cluster distributions to the Poisson-Boltzmann equation through closure relations.

Here, the closure relations are based on the pre-gel regime; hence we limit the current

analysis to this regime, as other terms should be accounted for in the post-gel regime.58 This

is achieved by equating the bare species in the bulk to those in the EDL. For the bare cations

ϕ̄100 = ϕ100exp(−βeΦ + ξ+Λ), (14)

there are only contributions from the electrostatic potential and excluded volume effects.

For the bare anions

ϕ̄010 = ϕ010exp(βeΦ + ξ−Λ), (15)

there are only contributions from the electrostatic potential and excluded volume effects.
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For the free water

ϕ̄001 = ϕ001
Sinh(βP |∇Φ|)

βP |∇Φ|
exp(Λ), (16)

there are only contributions from the fluctuating Langevin dipoles and excluded volume

effects. It is important to note here that in previous versions,58,59 a parameter α72 was

introduced to account for the short-ranged correlations between ions, beyond the mean-field

that is accounted for here. One can simply introduce the α-parameter by replacing Φ with

αΦ. For simplicity, α is excluded here for all but the differential capacitance predictions,

where we set α to be 0.1, which has proven to be a reasonable value.73 For more details on

α’s implementation see the SM.58,59,72

Lastly, to solve for the volume fraction of bare species, we need to introduce the idea

of association probabilities, conservation of associations, and the law of mass action on said

associations.41 Knowing the volume fraction of bare species ϕ100, ϕ010, and ϕ001 a priori is

uncommon, requiring MD simulations.24 This motivates the theory to be designed around

the volume fraction of each species that comprise the solution, ϕi. One can obtain the desired

volume fraction of bare species by introducing the association probabilities pij, where i is

the species of interest and j is the species that it can form associations with, for this paper

they are (p+−,p+0,p−+,p0+) as it has been shown that associations between water and anions

are negligible.23,24 Similar to previous works,24,41,43,44,58,60 we can use these probabilities

and the functionality of the species to determine the bare species volume fractions, ϕ100 =

ϕ+(1− p+− − p+0)
f+ , ϕ010 = ϕ−(1− p−+)

f− , and ϕ001 = ϕ0(1− p0+).

In order to solve for the bare species, we need four additional equations to determine

the association probabilities. These equations are obtained via the conservation of associa-

tions and using the law of mass action on the open and occupied association sites.24,41 The

conservation of cation-anion association produces,

ψ+p+− = ψ−p−+ = ζ (17)
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where ψ+ = f+ϕ+/ξ+ and ψ− = f−ϕ−/ξ− correspond to the number of cation and anion

association sites per lattice site and ζ represents the number of cation-anion associations per

lattice site.24,41 The conservation of cation-water association provides,

ψ+p+0 = ϕ0p0+ = Γ (18)

where Γ represents the number of cation-water associations per lattice site.24,41 Using the

law of mass action on the open and occupied association sites for cation-anion associations

produces,

λ+−ζ =
p+−p−+

(1− p+− − p+0)(1− p−+)
. (19)

For cation-anion associations it produces,

λ+0Γ =
p+0p0+

(1− p+− − p+0)(1− p0+)
. (20)

Where λ+− and λ+0 are the association constants for cation-anion associations and cation-

water associations, respectively, as they are determined by the equilibrium between the open

and occupied association sites. These bulk parameters can be extracted from bulk MD

simulations, and thus they are not free parameters. Their EDL counterparts are determined

by their bulk value and state variables of the EDL, i.e. they are also not free parameters.

An analogous version of these association probability equations uses their EDL quantities

and are assumed to hold and smoothly vary in space across the EDL.

2.2 Sticky-Cation Approximation

The complexity of this model can be further reduced by utilizing the sticky-cation approx-

imation, first introduced in Ref. 24 where it is asserted and shown that in lithium-based

WiSEs the cation associations are sufficiently strong as to fully populate its first solvation

shell, i.e. on the timescales of interest the lithium ions always have their max amount of as-
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sociations. Physically, one can motivate this assumption for Li+ as it is the smallest cation,

other than a proton, so it will have the largest local electric field. Thus Li+ is expected

to have the strongest and longest lasting associations with species in its solvation shell.

Therefore, it follows that its first solvation shell will be completely filled. This treatment

relaxes the previous treatment of the first solvation shell of Li+ for WiSE in the EDL seen in

McEldrew et al.,23 where four waters and Li+ were assumed to form a single effective cation.

Our current treatment allows one to have different associations with the sticky cation. This

assumption fundamentally reduces down to the constraint p+− + p+0 = 1. Additionally, this

leads to singularities in the law of mass action equations, Eq. (19) & Eq. (20); this can be

overcome by taking the ratio of these equations,

λ =
λ+−

λ+0

=
p−+(1− p0+)

p0+(1− p−+)
, (21)

where λ is the cation association constant ratio. Furthermore as this assumption is incom-

patible with having bare cations, Eq. (14) must be replaced; this is achieved by considering

the equilibrium between the fully hydrated cation in the bulk and the EDL,

ϕ̄10f+ = ϕ10f+exp(−βeΦ + (ξ+ + f+)Λ) (22)

where ϕ10f+ = (1 + f+/ξ+)ϕ+(1− p+−)
f+ . Additionally, as the sticky cation approximation

requires that s = f+l − l −m+ 1, the sticky-cation cluster distribution simplifies to

clm =
ϕ0α0Wlm

λ

(
λ
ψ+α+−

ϕ0α0

)l(
λ
ψ−α−

ϕ0α0

)m

(23)

where

Wlm =
(f+l − l)!(f−m−m)!

l!m!(f+l − l −m+ 1)!(f−m− l −m+ 1)!
. (24)
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Here, α0 = 1−p0+, α+− = (1−p+−)
f+ and α− = (1−p−+)

f− are the fraction of free water

molecules, fully hydrated cations, and free anions, respectively. Additionally, an analogous

set of equations exists for the EDL. Lastly by using p+− + p+0 = 1 with Eq. (17), Eq. (18),

and Eq. (21), one can explicitly solve for the association probabilities in terms of λ, ψ+, ψ−,

and ϕ0, the equations for which are shown in the SM.

2.3 Modified Poisson-Boltzmann

To predict WiSEs behavior in the EDL, we can derive our modified Poisson-Boltzmann

equation by taking the functional derivative of the free energy with respect to the electrostatic

potential,

∇ · (ϵ∇Φ) = −ρe = − e

v0
(c̄+ − c̄−), (25)

where

ϵ = ϵ0ϵr + P
c̄001
v0

L(βP |∇Φ|)
|∇Φ|

, (26)

and L(x) = coth(x) − 1/x is the Langevin function. Here, we can define the inverse Debye

length, κ =
√
e2β(c+ + c−)/v0ϵ0ϵr, which will be used to express the distances from the elec-

trode as dimensionless values. A drawback of this simple modified Poisson-Boltzmann equa-

tion is that it still makes the same approximations utilized in the typical Poisson-Boltzmann

(PB) equation, which follows from the mean-field local approximation of Coulomb corre-

lations. This approach models the correlations of point-like charges interacting through a

uniform dielectric media, which is only technically valid in the dilute electrolyte limit.74–76

While fluctuations from the dipole moment of free water molecules are accounted for here,

non-local effects still exist that are not captured in this simple modified PB equation. Other

modified PB equations have been developed to correct for the effects of finite ion sizes,

Coulomb correlations, and non-local dielectric responses.40,64,67,68,77–80 Similar to the theory

of SiILs in the EDL,60 our simple model may indirectly capture these corrections through

the short-range associations that promote the formation of ionic clusters with solvent dec-
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orations. These clusters have a “spin-glass” ordering, i.e. ions favor oppositely charged

neighbors.81 The procedure implemented to solve our system of equations coupled to the

modified PB equations is discussed in detail in the SM.

2.4 EDL Prediction

Beyond the spatial profiles, cluster distributions, and how aggregated the WiSE is in the

EDL, one can extract other informative quantities such as the screening length and the length

scale of the aggregates. The screening length can be extracted by fitting an exponential

function to the electrostatic potential at small potentials for various molalities. Obtaining

the screening length allows one to test the consistency of the model’s electrostatic predictions.

The length scale of the aggregates (ℓA) can be obtained in the pre-gel regime by solving,

ℓ3A = v0
∑
lms

(ξ+l + ξ−m+ s)2c̄lms. (27)

The ℓA may be used to understand more thoroughly the structuring near charged inter-

faces, allowing for qualitative comparison against experimental results.35

A valuable aspect of mean-field models is their tendency to provide reasonable predic-

tions for integrated quantities such as the excess surface concentrations,23,82,83 the interfacial

concentration of water,23 and the differential capacitance. The excess surface concentrations

provide an integrated perspective on how the composition of the electrolyte is affected by

being in the presence of a charged interface,

Γi(qs) =
1

v0

∫ ∞

0

(
c̄i(x, qs)− cbulki

)
dx, (28)

where qs is the surface charge density at the interface, cbulki is the dimensionless concentration

of the bulk electrolyte solution, and where x is the dimensional distance from the interface.

We obtain these predictions by directly integrating the numerical solutions from the modified

PB equations and the MD simulations.
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The interfacial concentration of water provides deeper insight into the average compo-

sition of the EDL and the amount of free interfacial water present. This measurement can

provide insight into how accessible water is to undergo reactions at the interface.23 This

quantity can be obtained from both theory and MD simulations by integrating a distance

ℓw from the charged interface and normalizing their bulk value over this distance,

ρ̃adsw,n(qs) =

∫ ℓw
0
c̄n(x, qs) dx

ℓwcbulk0

. (29)

Here ℓw was chosen to be 5 Å, and n indicates the form of water, i.e. total is c̄0, free is c̄001,

and bound is c̄0 − c̄001.

The differential capacitance, C, also known as the double layer capacitance, can be cal-

culated as,

C =
dqs
dΦs

. (30)

Here, Φs is the electrostatic potential at the charged interface, equivalent to the potential

drop across the EDL.

3 Results

Here, we will mainly discuss the EDL properties of 15m water-in-LiTFSI (12m water-in-

LiTFSI is shown in the SM), describing and comparing the theory’s predictions under the

sticky cation approximation (non-stick case shown in SM) against the predictions from MD

simulations and later experimental data. The theory and its predictions discussed here build

strongly on previous studies of WiSEs in bulk, such as Ref. 24 and concentrated electrolytes

in the EDL, see Ref. 58 and Ref. 60. In the SM, we have included the MD simulation

methodology, experimental protocols, sticky cation approximation, numerical maps of how

the WiSEs properties change as a function of the electric potential and the magnitude of the

electric field, and the results under different conditions.
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3.1 Bulk WiSE

Before investigating the EDL properties of WiSE, it is first prudent to overview the ag-

gregation behavior in the bulk. In order to model the bulk, one must first find the salt’s

functionalities, which can be extracted from the coordination number distributions. Here we

found that in our simulations of pre-gel water-in-LiTFSI, Li+ has an average coordination

number greater than 4 (approximately 4.5). This is in agreement with experiments, where

they find the first hydration shell of Li+ contains 4-5 water molecules as determined by

neutron diffraction experiments.84 This finding is also similar to previous work,24 in which

they set the functionality to be 4 and created the sticky cation approximation, i.e. the

cation is always fully associated, as it better modeled the simulation data. As our finding

suggested a Li+ functionality of either 4 or 5, we tested and verified the adequacy of using

the sticky-cation approximation in the EDL with functionality of 4, and non-sticky case with

functionality 5. This was also done with 12m water-in-LiTFSI and is discussed in detail in

the SM. Based on the behaviors of TFSI− associations, its maximum cation coordination is

3.24 Therefore, we concluded Li+ functionality to be 4 under the sticky-cation approximation

and the functionality of TFSI− to be 3, both values agree with the previous study.24

The association probabilities can also be extracted from the simulations, which are dis-

cussed in detail in the SM. From the bulk association probabilities and mass action laws,

we were able to extract the cation association constant ratio, λ, using Eq. (21) to find it

is 0.231 for 15m water-in-LiTFSI. From the molality, we can obtain the volume fraction of

each species in the WiSE. Using the volume fractions, functionalities, and λ one can predict

the bulk association probabilities from our theory. Lastly, we can also predict the gel-point,

which is given by 1− (f+ − 1)(f− − 1)p∗+−p
∗
−+ = 0.41 This criterion comes from calculating

the critical probabilities for which the ionic backbone of these clusters can become infinitely

large. The proximity of p+−p−+ to p∗+−p
∗
−+ provides insight into how large the aggregates

are and how close the solution is to gelation. For 15m LiTFSI, we find both from the

sticky-cation theory and simulations that the WiSE is just under the gelation point.
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Since the theory is fully parameterized for bulk 15m water-in-LiTFSI, we can investigate

the bulk cluster distribution using Eq. (23). In Fig. 2, we show schematics of some of

the most common clusters in the LiTFSI WiSE: cations hydrated with 4 water molecules,

free anions, hydrated ion pairs, and sample multi-ion clusters. In Fig. 2, the bulk cluster

distribution from the sticky-cation theory for 15m water-in-LiTFSI is shown. An informative

quantity is c10f+/c010, which tells us how positively or negatively biased the “free” species are.

Additionally from this quantity, one can deduce the sign of the net charge bias of the clusters.

Moreover, it can be shown here to depend only on the ratio of anion to cation functionality

(f−/f+), for the derivation see SM. Here one can note that the distribution beyond the

hydrated Lithium and the free TFSI− is marginally biased towards net negative clusters,

which occurs because the functionality of cations is larger than anions. This preference

for slightly negative ionic aggregates is balanced by the excess amount of hydrated cations

compared to free anions, giving overall electroneutrality in the bulk.

Figure 2: Cluster distribution of bulk 15m water-in-LiTFSI. Here we use f+ = 4, f− = 3,
ξ0 = 1, ξ+ = 0.4, ξ− = 10.8, ϵr = 10.1, λ = 0.231, P = 4.995 Debye, and v0 = 22.5 Å3. The
cluster distribution is surrounded by a sample of schematics of the common clusters in bulk
15m water-in-LiTFSI visualized by the software Avogadro 1.2.0.85
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3.2 Anode EDL

In Fig. 3, we show the predicted properties of the EDL for negatively charged interfaces

from both MD and theory. In Fig. 4, we present the analogous figures for positively charged

interfaces. All plots are shown as a function from the charged interface, in dimensionless

units of distance, which is normalized by the inverse Debye length, κ, here 1/κ = λD ∼ 0.5

Å for the EDL plots shown here. Here, we let ϵr = 10.1 and P = 4.995 Debye, which

respectively comes from the relative dielectric constant and the dipole moment of water-

in-LiTFSI obtained in previous MD simulations of water-in-LiTFSI solutions.23 The gray

regions in the simulation plots below indicate the area closest to the interface where only

one species did not exist in the simulations, i.e. the distance where one species center-of-mass

is excluded. In this region, accurately extracting the probabilities can be challenging; hence,

the theory is expected to break down near this condensed layer.

In Fig. 3.a) and Fig. 3.e) the volume fraction of the Li+ (ϕ̄+), TFSI
− (ϕ̄−), and H2O (ϕ̄0)

from, respectively, the simulation and theory are displayed. In Fig. 3.a), one can identify

three distinct regions for the cations, with minimal population in between. The first layer is

found at the interface where the cations have saturated, i.e. its volume fraction reaches 1,

followed by a depleted region where water dominates. Following this hydration layer, another

cation peak is found with water at 6λD, followed by a large volume fraction of anions. Lastly,

there is a small third layer of cations at 17λD, after which the volume fraction of cations

fluctuates around the bulk value. In Fig. 3.a), the water forms two distinct layers, the first

being the hydration layer around 3-7λD, which follows the saturated layer of cations and is

smeared out into the second cation peak before being depleted by the large anion layer. The

second water peak is after the anion layer around 19λD and decays into the bulk oscillations

of the system. Lastly, the anions are depleted just before the condensed layer; before this,

they peak around 11λD and subsequently fluctuate around their bulk value.

These MD results can be compared against the theory in Fig. 3.e). The theory predicts a

monotonic increase in the cation volume fraction approaching the interface before negligibly
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Figure 3: Distributions of properties of 15m WiSEs in the EDL as a function from the
interface, in dimensionless units, where κ is the inverse Debye length. a-d) are the results
from MD simulations, and e-h) are the corresponding predictions from theory. The gray
region indicates the minimum distance from the electrode at which a species was never
found. a,e) Total volume fraction of each species. b,f) Volume fractions of hydrated cations,
free anions, free water, and aggregates. c,g) Association probabilities. d,h) Product of the
ionic association probabilities, p̄+−p̄−+, where the dashed line indicates the critical line for
gelation. Here we use f+ = 4, f− = 3, ξ0 = 1, ξ+ = 0.4, ξ− = 10.8, ϵr = 10.1, λ = 0.231, P
= 4.995 Debye, v0 = 22.5 Å3, and qs = -0.2 C/m2.

19



decreasing close to the interface, which agrees with the simulation trends, albeit without the

oscillations and surface structuring observed in the simulations. This deviation occurs from

the local approximations of our theory. Similarly, the water volume fraction slowly increases

till close to the interface where it rapidly increases. This predicted trend by the theory

agrees roughly with the simulations, as the oscillations and surface structuring, respectively,

leads to fluctuations throughout the EDL and more refined structuring in the condensed

layer. Lastly, the anion volume fraction slowly decreases until it rapidly goes to zero closer

to the interface. In this case, the theory more accurately captures the trends seen in the

simulations; this result follows from the anions not being present in the condensed layer

making the diffuse nature of our theory even more apt. However, we still see deviation from

the simulations through oscillations, but this is expected from the local approximations used

in our theory not capturing the overscreening behavior of the concentrated electrolyte (which

will be described in more detail in the Discussion Section). The value of the presented theory

is not in predicting the exact distribution of each species in the EDL, but in investigating

how the associations change within the EDL, which will now be described.

Considering the volume fraction of specific clusters in the EDL provides deeper insight

into the structure of the volume fraction of each species. This quantity is a prediction that no

prior EDL theory for WiSEs has been capable of producing. This observable could provide

key insight into interfacial reactions, composition of solid-electrolyte interfaces, and more.

Observe first the free anion volume fraction for the simulation in Fig. 3.b), ϕ̄010, is found to be

significantly smaller than ϕ̄− as much of the anions are in clusters. In Fig. 3.f), the decaying

trend in ϕ̄010 towards the electrode’s surface is replicated qualitatively by the theory.

Second, let us consider the free water volume fraction, ϕ̄001. From the simulation in

Fig. 3.b), a sharp peak in ϕ̄001 is observed in the middle of the condensed layer at 3λD. A little

outside of the condense layer, ϕ̄001 peaks again at 8λD to around a fourth of its first peak’s

amplitude. Following this, ϕ̄001 decays and fluctuates around its bulk value. In Fig. 3.f), the

theory predicts ϕ̄001 monotonically increases as it approaches the charged interface, albeit
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the absolute values are quite different. This enrichment of ϕ̄001 near the negatively charged

interface qualitatively captures the behavior of ϕ̄001 observed in the simulation.

Third, one can consider the volume fraction of aggregates containing more than one ion,

ϕ̄Agg. From the simulation in Fig. 3.b), one can observe that this profile slightly increases

entering the EDL followed by a gradual decay before a rapid decay to a near zero value

through the condensed layer. In Fig. 3.f), this qualitative trend is found in the theory

with the local maximum in aggregation being notable in this curve around 6λD. This local

maximum emerges from both the cations and anions existing in similar and appreciable

amounts, instead of there being one dominant ion present, which maximizes the aggregation

emerging. This kind of phenomenon has been predicted to occur in other concentrated

electrolytes such as Salt-in-Ionic-Liquids.60

Lastly, the volume fraction of various degrees of hydration (x) cations, ϕ̄10x, from the

simulation, as seen in Fig. 3.b). At the surface, ϕ̄10x saturates excluding free water from

the interface. Following this layer, ϕ̄10x decays slightly before rapidly increasing, producing

a second ϕ̄10x peak in the condensed layer. This second ϕ̄10x peak occurs at 5λD, which is

around the same location as the second ϕ̄+ peak. After this peak, ϕ̄10x is depleted until

further away from the interface where ϕ̄10x obtains its third and final peak in the EDL at

21λD after which it fluctuates around its bulk value. All the peaks in ϕ̄10x correspond to

the peaks in ϕ̄+ in Fig. 3.a), but the peaks in ϕ̄10x are broader and dissipate slower. In

Fig. 3.f), the theory predicts that the volume fraction of hydrated cations increases when

approaching the negatively charged interface, with the fastest increase within 5λD of the

interface. Close to the interface, a local maximum in ϕ̄104 is predicted. The theory is able

to capture qualitatively the increase of ϕ̄104 in the diffused EDL and dominate presence of

ϕ̄104 close to the interface.

At this time, let us consider how the negatively charged electrode impacts the association

probabilities, which no prior theory of WiSEs in EDL has been able to predict. From the

simulation in Fig. 3.c), one can note that the association probability of cations being bound to
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an anion, p̄+−, increases initially after entering the EDL before gradually decaying to zero as

one approaches the interface. The association probability of cations being bound to a water,

p̄+0 initially decreases before increasing around 15λD from the interface, which is the same

turning point as seen for p̄+−. Upon entering the condensed layer, p̄+0 decays; this behavior

appears to result from the excess amount of Li+’s in the condensed layer without enough

water to fully fill their first solvation shell. Note in this analysis, associations of species

with the wall are not considered. From the theory in Fig. 3.g), p̄+− gradually decays before

quickly decaying near the interface, and p̄+0 gradually increases before quickly increasing

near the interface. The general trends of p̄+− and p̄+0 in the EDL seen in the simulation can

be captured by the theory.

Next, one can consider in Fig. 3.c) that the simulation of the anion-cation association

probability p̄−+, appears to slightly increase while undergoing broad fluctuations when ap-

proaching the negatively charged interface and is ill-defined in the condensed layer. While the

direction of p̄−+ in the simulation is captured in the theory seen in Fig. 3.g), the magnitude

of the change in p̄−+ is larger in the theory.

Lastly, in Fig. 3.c), the water-cation association probability from the simulation, p̄0+ is

shown. Here, p̄0+ slightly increases until ∼17λD. After which p̄0+ strongly oscillates with a

negative trend till the condensed layer. In the condensed layer, p̄0+ strongly increases towards

1. The theory can be seen in Fig. 3.g) where p̄0+ slowly increases till close to the interface,

where it then decreases slightly. Overall the theory can capture the rough behaviour of p̄0+

seen in the simulation.

Finally, one can consider how ionic associations are impacted by the EDL through the

product of the cation-anion and anion-cation association probabilities, p̄+−p̄−+, another ob-

servable which prior theories have not be capable of providing insight on for WiSE in the

EDL. From the simulation in Fig. 3.d), one can observe an initial increase in p̄+−p̄−+ where

it even crosses this critical value before the electrostatic potential and electric field strength

achieve sufficiently strong values to melt the induced gel. This effect has been predicted
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to occur in concentrated electrolyte systems such as in salt-in-ionic-liquids.60 Comparing

this result against the theory in Fig. 3.h), p̄+−p̄−+ increases very slightly, peaking around

7λD, before rapidly decaying to zero, shown in greater resolution in the SM. Once again,

the theory appears to predict qualitative trends in the WiSE solution in the EDL, but the

overall changes are smoother. Note that the association probabilities can also be combined

to compute how the association constants vary in the EDL, as we show in the SM, where

good agreement with the theory is found.

Overall, by considering the simulation results and theory’s predictions near a negatively

charged interface in Fig. 3, one can consider the EDL to be structured by the following

regions: (1) a condensed cation layer with some bound water molecules, (2) a hydration layer

filled with free water, and some hydrated cations, (3) a cation rich layer with fully hydrated

cations, aggregates, and trace amounts of free water, (4) a small peak in aggregation, and (5)

bulk region. Additionally, while the exact predictions differ slightly between the simulations

and theory, the qualitative trends in the diffuse sections of the EDL produced by the theory

appear to agree with the MD simulation results sufficiently to provide previously inaccessible

insights into the association environments in the EDL, both in terms of ionic associations

and solvent associations. The importance of the cluster distribution, local associations, and

structuring in the EDL, and ways to garner insight into them experimentally, are discussed

later.

3.3 Cathode EDL

A similar analysis can be conducted for a positively charged electrode in Fig. 4. The total

volume fractions obtained with MD simulation can be seen in Fig. 4.a). In Fig. 4.a) as one

approaches the interface, the volume fraction of Li+, ϕ̄+, fluctuates around its bulk value

before increasing slightly for a short region and then dropping to zero, which is consistent

with overscreening. While the overarching trend in ϕ̄+ depleting near the interface is captured

by the theory, as seen in Fig. 4.e), the higher order correlation effects such as overscreening
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are not captured, which will be discussed in greater detail later.

Considering the simulation prediction for the volume fraction of H2O, ϕ̄0, in Fig. 4.a)

one notes the two peaks. The first being the hydration layer at the interface followed by

a depletion region where the first anion layer can be found. This layer is followed by the

second peak at 11λD in ϕ̄0 before it drops to its bulk value. The theory predicts an initial

decay in ϕ̄0 entering the EDL before quickly increasing close to the interface. This behavior

qualitatively captures the key features of the ϕ̄0 curve from the MD simulation.

Now, one can consider the behavior of the volume fraction of TFSI−, ϕ̄−, in the EDL

displayed in Fig. 4.a). Upon entering the EDL, ϕ̄− retains its bulk value before decaying

to about half its bulk value. Following this region, there is an anion layer with little water

present around 5λD. Entering the condensed layer close to the interface, ϕ̄− goes to zero

as the hydration layer excludes the anions from the interface. Considering the theory’s

prediction for ϕ̄− in Fig. 4.e), the anions initially increase their presence in the EDL before

gently decaying near the interface.

Next, one can consider the volume fraction of a specific cluster near a positively charged

electrode. First, from simulation in Fig. 4.b), the volume fraction of free anions, ϕ̄010,

stays near the bulk value in the EDL until reaching the anion layer around 5λD where it

then increases significantly, but seemingly a little less than half of these anions remain in

a cluster. Following this, ϕ̄010 decays quickly to zero in the hydration layer. The theory’s

prediction is seen in Fig. 4.f), with ϕ̄010 increasing and reaching a local maximum close to the

interface before slowly decaying. Here, the theory appears to capture the general behavior

but lacks the ability to account for the finite nature of these clusters, which is expected given

the current theory’s point-like treatment of species. These effects, along with specific surface

interactions, become increasingly important at closer distances to an interface.

Second by simulation in Fig. 4.b), one can see that the volume fraction of free water’s,

ϕ̄001, enhancements in the diffuse part of the EDL are in line with ϕ̄0’s but scaled down

significantly as it happens that most of the water is bound in the bulk solution. However,
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Figure 4: Distributions of properties of 15m WiSEs in the EDL as a function from the
interface, in dimensionless units, where κ is the inverse Debye length. a-d) are the results
from MD simulations, and e-h) are the corresponding predictions from theory. The gray
region indicates the minimum distance from the electrode at which a species was never
found. a,e) Total volume fraction of each species. b,f) Volume fractions of hydrated cations,
free anions, free water, and aggregates. c,g) Association probabilities. d,h) Product of the
ionic association probabilities, p̄+−p̄−+, where the dashed line indicates the critical line for
gelation. Here we use f+ = 4, f− = 3, ξ0 = 1, ξ+ = 0.4, ξ− = 10.8, ϵr = 10.1, λ = 0.231, P
= 4.995 Debye, v0 = 22.5 Å3, and qs = 0.2 C/m2.
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close to the interface, a “hydration” layer is filled with free water molecules. Similar to the

theory’s prediction for the ϕ̄010, its prediction for ϕ̄001 is consistent with a qualitative trend

from the MD simulation, with the condensed layer producing more complicated effects, such

as the “hydration” layer at the interface.

Third, one can consider how EDL influences multi-ion aggregates obtained through sim-

ulation in Fig. 4.b). In Fig. 4.b) one can observe that the volume fraction of aggregates

with more than one ion, ϕ̄Agg, is zero through the “hydration” layer after which it takes on

half of its bulk value in the anion layer, before returning to around its bulk value. This

result demonstrates how the TFSI− extended nature allows it to form clusters across the

EDL. This occurs as the anion can form associations with cations further away from its

center-of-mass, which hinders local theories’ ability to capture oscillations as short-ranged

ordering is averaged out. As expected in Fig. 4.f), the theory predicts ϕ̄Agg to decay towards

the interface monotonically. This is loosely agrees with the trend seen in the MD simulation,

without the strong oscillations.

Lastly, one can consider the simulation’s prediction for the volume fraction of hydrated

cations, ϕ̄10x, in Fig. 4.b). Approaching the interface, ϕ̄10x fluctuates around its bulk value,

until it increases and obtains a peak value around 13λD from the interface before rapidly

decaying to zero. This peak at 13λD is at a similar location to the second local maximum

of ϕ̄+ in Fig. 4.a) but has a larger peak amplitude. Considering ϕ̄+ in Fig. 4.a) with higher

resolution, there are two local maximum’s at 8λD and 13λD. The first maximum at 8λD

appears to correspond to cations in multi-ion clusters as the peak is missing from the ϕ̄10x’s

profile, but is present in the ϕ̄Agg profile. From this information, we can infer that the

majority of the cations present in the second peak in ϕ̄+ around 13λD exist as hydrated

cations. The theory in Fig. 4.f) predicts that the hydrated cations monotonically decay, which

qualitatively captures the diffuse EDL’s global behavior, but misses this local maximum.

Now, let us consider how the association probabilities are influenced near a positively

charged electrode. This is another key prediction that could provide insight into the various
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properties of WiSEs and one which prior theories of WiSEs in the EDL were incapable of

predicting. In Fig. 4.c) from the simulations, one can note that the association probability

of cations being bound to an anion, p̄+−, fluctuates around its bulk value until it quickly

increases close to the condensed layer. In Fig. 4.g), the theory predicts that p̄+− increases

into the EDL in a similar fashion. Comparing p̄+− profile from the simulation and the

theory displays an adequate match in the qualitative trends. In Fig. 4.c), the value of the

association probability of cations being bound to water, p̄+0, fluctuates around its bulk value

before quickly decreasing near the condensed layer, in a roughly reversed response to the

EDL than p̄+−. In Fig. 4.g), the theory predicts an equivalent behavior for p̄+0. Hence, the

theory is able to qualitatively capture the trends in p̄+0 seen in the simulation.

Next, as seen in the MD simulation in Fig. 4.c), the association probability of anions

being bound to an cation, p̄−+, slowly decreases through the EDL. The decay of p̄−+ near the

interface is more gentle in the simulation compared to the theory’s prediction. In Fig. 4.g.),

the theory predicts p̄−+ to behave similarly to the simulation trends with minor decreases

in the bulk of the EDL. Lastly through simulation in Fig. 4.c), the association probability

of waters being bound to a cation, p̄0+, fluctuates around its bulk value for much of EDL

before rapidly decaying to zero before and through the condensed layer. From the theory in

Fig. 4.g), p̄0+ is observed to have a strikingly similar behavior to the simulation prediction

with negligible decay in much of the EDL before rapidly decaying close to the interface.

Overall, the theory appears to adequately agree with the qualitative trends presented in the

MD predictions for the association probabilities in the EDL.

Finally, let us consider how ionic associations are impacted by the EDL through the

product of the ionic association probabilities, p̄+−p̄−+, is impacted by the positively charged

interface, once again an interesting prediction which previous theories of WiSEs in the EDL

are unable to predict. In Fig. 4.d), p̄+−p̄−+ can be seen fluctuating, in a seemingly decreasing

fashion. Here, it appears to generally exist close to the critical threshold. In Fig. 4.h), p̄+−p̄−+

is predicted to gently decay before rapidly decaying close to the interface. The differences
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between these curves further support the important role the condensed layer may have on

the structure of the EDL itself and how these effects propagate into the bulk.

Both the simulation and theory can give a detailed picture of the EDL structure near

a positively charged electrode. Here, we have found it has four distinct regions: (1) a

hydration layer of free water molecules, (2) an anion-rich layer filled with free anions and

anions associated with cations from further away from the interface, (3) an enriched cluster

and hydrated cation layer, and (4) the bulk. Overall, the theory appears to adequately

capture the qualitative trends from the MD simulations, with its spatial profiles tending to

be compressed at points, but this is a known consequence of having a short screening length,

which will be discussed later.

3.4 Size and Structure of EDL Aggregates

One direct way associations impact the EDL is through the length scale of aggregates, ℓA,

which provides insight into the weighted average cluster size throughout the EDL. The length

scales of aggregates can be measured through SFA and AFM measurements, which means

this quantity is physically observable. In Fig. 5.a), ℓA predicted from theory near a negatively

charged electrode is displayed along with its predicted value from MD simulations and in

the inset inferred from force-distance measurements by AFM on mica.35 These predictions

provide insight into the structure of layers near the interface and can be qualitatively com-

pared against experimental measurements. In Fig. 5.a), the MD simulation predicts that for

a negatively charged surface ℓA fluctuates around its bulk value far from the interface, before

gradually decaying as it approaches the interface. Then ℓA rapidly decays in the condensed

layer, where it takes on a final value around the length scale of fully hydrated Li cation. The

theory captures the general trend, but with the bulk value deviating from the MD results.

Turning to the inset of Fig. 5.a), the experimental data35 predicts a lower length scale

compared to the MD simulation and the theory. Moreover, the experiments show that clus-

ters are located further away from the surface. Experimentally this may be the result of
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AFM as the position of the surface has an uncertainty, meaning it is possible that the tip

cannot displace the last layer of strongly bound cations. Additionally, the deviations might

be due to a difference in the surface charge of mica compared to the surface charge in sim-

ulation and theory. One could expect the magnitude of the surface charge for mica to be

up to 0.33 C/m2. The experimental data measures the distances in the force peak heights

in the AFM/SFA measurements, which can be interpreted as representing the minimum

size of the ions/clusters in that region that are squeezed out together. However, the ex-

perimental measurements in the diffuse portion of the EDL appear to suggest the presence

of a local maximum in ℓA, indicating enhanced aggregation compared to the bulk before

decaying towards the surface. The local maximum seen in 10m measurements35 is in line

with this hypothesis. This qualitative comparison suggests an experimental agreement with

the theory’s and MD simulation’s prediction of the local enhancement in associations near

a negatively charged interface.

Moving to the bulk, one can compare the MD and the theory predictions for ℓA against

previous experimental measurements from scattering25 and SFA.35 Here, we find that for

15m water-in-LiTFSI, the characteristic length scale of the clusters should be around 1 to

1.7 nm. This result is consistent with findings from scattering, which found the length scale

of nano-heterogeneity from 9 to 14m water-in-LiTFSI being around 1 to 2 nm,25 and this

was later found to be consistent against SFA results.35 To this end, additional experimental

investigations into the local structure at the interface could provide additional grounding for

refining the current understanding of interfacial effects and theories.

Next, one can consider the aggregation length scale near a positively charged interface

from the theory and MD simulation, as shown in Fig. 5.b). The MD simulation predicts

that ℓA fluctuates with a decaying trend before rapidly decaying in the condensed layer to

its final value around the length scale of water molecules. The theory captures the general

trend with both the final bulk and interfacial value deviating from the MD results. The

deviation at the interface could be resulting from the distinct interactions expected at the

29



Figure 5: Aggregation length scale and cluster distributions through the EDL in WiSEs. a)
Aggregate length scale of 15m water-in-LiTFSI at qs = -0.2 C/m2 as a function of distance
from the interface in dimensionless units, where κ is the inverse Debye length. Inset of
a) Experimental aggregate length scale for water-in-LiTFSI at mica surface as a function
of distance from the interface in dimensionless units.35 b) Aggregate length scale of 15m
WiSE at qs = 0.2 C/m2 as a function of distance from the interface in dimensionless units.
c) Cluster distribution ∼2λD from the qs = -0.2 C/m2 interface. d) Cluster distribution
∼7.5λD from the qs = -0.2 C/m2 interface. e) Cluster distribution ∼2λD from the qs = 0.2
C/m2 interface. f) Cluster distribution ∼7.5λD from the qs = 0.2 C/m2 interface. Here we
use f+ = 4, f− = 3, ξ0 = 1, ξ+ = 0.4, ξ− = 10.8, ϵr = 10.1, λ = 0.231, P = 4.995 Debye, and
v0 = 22.5 Å3.
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interface with different interactions and forces dominating the physics. This reasoning is in

line with the “hydration” layer seen in the MD, but not in the theory.

One of the powerful aspects of our theory is that we are able to investigate in more detail

the predicted cluster distributions in different regions of the EDL. In our previous descrip-

tions of the EDL we only described what happens to the aggregates and free species, as is

often done, but we can resolve all possible clusters. In Fig. 5.c) & Fig. 5.d) we show the clus-

ter distribution for the positions in the EDL of the negative electrode that are indicated in

Fig. 5.a). In Fig. 5.c), the cluster distribution is ∼2λD from the interface is considered. The

theory predicts that the cluster distribution here to be strongly skewed towards positively

charged clusters, with the majority of the clusters being hydrated cations. Moving further

away from the interface, at ∼7.5λD as shown in Fig. 5.d), the cluster distribution initially

appears similar to the bulk; however, comparing the two distributions closely proves other-

wise. This comparison highlights that the distribution of clusters in Fig. 5.d) is elongated

indicating that larger clusters occur more here compared to the bulk shown in Fig. 2. This

suggests that a local maximum in the aggregation length scale would be around this location.

Moreover, this suggests an increase in associations occurring around ∼7.5λD. This finding

is consistent with the previous result where the maximum in p̄+−p̄−+ was found around this

location for qs = -0.2 C/m2 interface, which is shown with higher resolution in the SM.

Similarly one can consider the changes in the cluster distribution as one approaches a

positively charged electrode in Fig. 5.e) & Fig. 5.f), as indicated in Fig. 5.b). In Fig. 5.e), the

distribution ∼2λD from the interface is shown. Here the theory predicts that the clusters will

mainly be free anions, with minor amounts of small negatively charged clusters present. Fur-

ther away from the interface at ∼7.5λD is depicted in Fig. 5.f), here the cluster distribution

is slightly shifted in favor of negatively charged clusters, with the most common cluster being

the free anion. Overall, the novel ability of the theory to predict the cluster distribution

provides meaningful insights into the local solvation environment that are consistent in their

implications drawn from the other novel properties of our theory. Moreover, our theory’s
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ability to provide a deep understanding of how these cluster distributions are modulated in

the EDL, as well as by the composition and other experimentally tunable variables, makes it

valuable for better understanding the role of electrolytes’ local solvation structure in energy

storage.

3.5 Integrated Quantities

3.5.1 Differential Capacitance

Next, we can consider how the differential capacitance of water-in-LiTFSI varies as a function

of electrostatic potential in the theory, as shown in Fig. 6.a). Here, we have introduced the

α-parameter,72 which accounts for short-ranged correlations between ions and stretches the

theory’s voltage range to that from MD simulations and experiments. We set α to be 0.1,

which has proven to be a reasonable value.73 At low potentials in Fig. 6.a), we see that the

theory predicts the differential capacitance for pre-gel water-in-LiTFSI at 12m and 15m takes

on a strongly asymmetric camel shape,63,64,86 with the larger peak occurring in the negative

potential and a satellite peak occurring at large positive potential. One can associate each of

these peaks with distinct circumstances, visualized and discussed in greater detail in the SM.

The large negative peak is associated with the cation enrichment and is further amplified

by the enhanced dielectric function. The moderate positive peak is associated with anion

enrichment, but lacks the same dielectric enhancement as seen in the negative peak. The

satellite peak at large positive potentials is associated with water enrichment and dielectric

enhancement. This water-induced asymmetric satellite is analogous to having hydrophilic

anions or hydrophobic cations, which is the case discussed in previous work.87 In the previous

work, Budkov et al.87 showed that the interactions from water with hydrophobic cations or

hydrophilic anions lead to the asymmetric peak observed at low positive potentials.88 In our

work, this peak emerges at a large positive potential as a result of initial water diminution

at a low positive potential, followed by its enhancement at a large positive potential.

Additionally, in Fig. 6.a), one can consider the effects of concentration on the predicted
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differential capacitance of the theory. Here, we see that increasing the molality stretches

out the profile horizontally, as seen from the peaks of the camel shape separating in voltage

and the water-satellite peak moving to a higher voltage. Moreover, the amplitude of the

camel valley in the differential capacitance increases with increasing concentration, causing

a larger camel shape. These features are consistent with the differential capacitance curve

becoming more camel-like, which has been correlated with a decrease in the number of

free charge carriers in the electrolyte.69,89 Additionally, we see the water-satellite peak’s

amplitude increase with molality. Molalities effect on the screening length, and therefore the

Debye capacitance, is discussed in the SM in more detail.

Here we also experimentally investigated the differential capacitance of water-in-LiTFSI,

at different molalities, as a function of the applied voltage, as shown in Fig. 6.b). The

differential capacitance was extracted from electrochemical impedance spectroscopy (EIS)

measurements performed in a three-electrode cell, where we started from the open circuit

potential and went to positive and negative applied voltages. By conducting cyclic voltam-

mograms for LiTFSI at various concentrations, we were able to ensure our EIS measurements

were collected within the electrochemical stability window. The differential capacitance was

extracted by analyzing EIS data using three different methods, two Nyquist plot-based fitting

methods and a Cole-Cole plot-based fitting method, all of which produced similar trends.

Shown in Fig. 6.b) is the extracted differential capacitance by fitting to the equivalent circuit,

as first introduced by Brug et al.,90 in the limit of dominant double layer resistance. For the

differential capacitance predictions using the other methods, see the SM. The experimental

protocol and analysis, along with predictions for 1m and 21m LiTFSI, are discussed in-depth

in the SM.

In Fig. 6.b), one can note that the experimental differential capacitance for both 12m

and 15m water-in-LiTFSI appears to have a camel-shaped curve. At both concentrations,

12m and 15m, we see a peak at moderately positive applied potentials at 0.29V vs. Ag/Ag+

and peaking around 24.78 µF cm−2 and at 0.37V vs. Ag/Ag+ and peaking around 20.85
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µF cm−2 respectively.63 As the concentration increases, the magnitude of the differential

capacitance curves decreases slightly everywhere, but the positive peak at 15m is smaller

than the 12m. Additionally, both the 12m and 15m differential capacitance curves appear to

decay monotonically after their positive peak, with some increase being measured at large

positive potentials, and the differential capacitance profile appears to increase with increas-

ingly negative applied potentials. As these profiles are collected within the electrochemical

stability window, these increases in differential capacitance are believed to be part of a larger

negative peak at a larger negative potential. This result suggests the differential capacitance

has a camel-shaped curve centered close to 0 V vs. Ag/Ag+ or at slightly negative applied

potential.

Now, one can compare the theory’s predictions against experimental data for a more

robust evaluation of the theory. Here, we find that in both the theory in Fig. 6.a) and the

experimental data in Fig. 6.b), as the molality of the solution increases, the magnitude of

the differential capacitance decreases. This effect is clearest in the positive potential peaks.

The general shape of the differential capacitance between the theory and the experiments

suggests a camel shape with a water-satellite peak at a large positive potential. Moreover,

comparing the 1 m case results for theory and experiments in the SM shows the absence of the

positive differential capacitance peak, further supporting that this experimental peak corre-

sponds to the positive peak in the theory’s prediction around 0.5 V. Lastly, the magnitude

of the differential capacitance differs between the theory’s predictions and the experimental

data. These deviations are expected given the sophisticated nature of obtaining differential

capacitance profiles experimentally and a well-known weakness of simple mean-field models,

both of which are discussed in greater detail in the following section. Overall, we observe

similar trends in the differential capacitance profiles in the theory and the experimental

measurements.
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Figure 6: EDL predictions of WiSEs. a) Theory prediction for the differential capacitance
of water-in-LiTFSI as a function of the electrostatic potential, α = 0.1. b) Experimental
measurement of the differential capacitance of water-in-LiTFSI as a function of the applied
voltage. c) Excess surface concentrations for 15m water-in-LiTFSI as a function of surface
charge. d) Interfacial concentration of water for 15m water-in-LiTFSI as a function of surface
charge. Here we use f+ = 4, f− = 3, ξ0 = 1, ξ+ = 0.4, ξ− = 10.8, ϵr = 10.1, and P = 4.995
Debye. For 15m, λ = 0.231 and v0 = 22.5 Å3. For 12m, λ = 0.226 and v0 = 22.9 Å3.

3.5.2 Excess Surface Concentration

For reactive interfaces, understanding the excess surface concentrations, defined by Eq. (28),

can provide insight into the local reaction environment.91,92 The excess surface concentrations

from MD simulations and the theory’s predictions for 15m water-in-LiTFSI at a variety

of surface charges are shown in Fig. 6.c). For Li+, the MD simulations predict that its

concentration will be enhanced at negative surface charges and diminished at positive surface
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charges. This prediction for Li+ is accurately captured by the theory. For TFSI−, the MD

simulations predict that the excess surface concentration will be diminished at negative

surface charges and enriched at positive surface charges. Additionally, the excess TFSI−

surface concentration will achieve its maximum value of reduction around -0.15 C/m2 and the

maximum enhancement around 0.15 C/m2. The theory can accurately capture the general

trend for the modulation of excess surface TFSI− although it does miss the local maximum

and minimum observed from the simulations. Lastly, water is predicted to accumulate

strongly at negative surface charges and be depleted at positive surface charges. Once again,

the theory captures the general trend with strong enrichment and reduction at the respective

surface charges. Overall, the theory appears to be capable of capturing the general trends

in the accumulation and depletion of each species near the surface.

3.5.3 Interfacial Concentration of Water

Lastly using the results from our MD simulations, we tested the theory’s prediction for

the interfacial concentration of water, defined by Eq. (29) and shown in Fig. 6.d). From

the simulations, one observes the asymmetric response in the system, which is expected

from the excess surface measurements, and the existence of a depletion region near each

charged interface. At increasingly negative surface charges, the total amount of water found

close to the interface is enriched compared to the bulk concentration in the simulations. At

increasingly positive surface charges in the simulations, the average total water concentra-

tion gradually diminishes before increasing moderately around 0.1 C/m2. Note this later

moderate enhancement in total water and, more importantly, free water at larger positive

potentials is consistent with the water-satellite peak found at large positive potentials in

the theory and experiments. In Fig. 6.d), the theory predicts the total amount of water

increases with increasing negative surface charge, becoming enriched at a later point than

seen in the simulations. Similarly the theory predicts the average total concentration of wa-

ter is diminished at increasing positive surface charge. Hence, the theory appears to predict
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the qualitative trends seen in the MD simulations of the interfacial concentration of total

water while deviating from the quantitative values and local minimum at moderate positive

surface charges. Strengthening this finding, one can turn to prior experimental studies of

WiSE using Surface-enhanced infrared absorption spectroscopy (SEIRAS), which can probe

species enrichment near charged interfaces.34,93 From these experiments, they found that

in WiSE less water at positive than negative potentials,34 and a similar result was found

for WiSE with divalent cations.93 Therefore, the overall enrichment (depletion) at a neg-

atively (positively) charged interface from the MD and theory is in qualitative agreement

with experimental results obtained by SEIRAS.34,93

We can further decompose the total water into that bound to Li cations and free water.

In Fig. 6.d) from the MD results, the amount of bound water monotonically increases at

increasingly negative surface charges and obtains a larger average concentration than bulk

water around -0.1 C/m2. For increasing positive surface charges the amount of bound water

slowly decreases monotonically. Similarly, the theory predicts the monotonic increase in the

amount of bound water near the increasingly negatively charged interface and its decrease

near the increasingly positively charged interface. These qualitative trends agree with the

MD simulations. The modulation of interfacial free water from MD and theory can also be

seen in Fig. 6.d), wherein the MD simulations it increases with increasing negatively charged

interfaces with a maximum near -0.15 C/m2 after which it slightly decreases. Considering

now increasing positive surface charges, the amount of free water initially decreases before

rapidly increasing and becoming the majority of the total water near the interface. The

theory predicts as the surface becomes increasingly negatively charged, the interfacial con-

centration of free water shows a slight decrease with a minimum at -0.01 C/m2 followed by a

monotonic increase. For increasing positive surface charge, the theory predicts a monotonic

increase in the amount of free water. The theory adequately predicts the qualitative trends

for the amount of interfacial free water. Overall as shown, the theory appears to capture

the qualitative trends from the MD simulations for the interfacial concentration of water of
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15m water-in-LiTFSI. Note that the amount of free water becomes dominant to the bound

water at 0.1 C/m2 in the MD results and a little after 0.1 C/m2 in theory, which further

demonstrates the utility of the theory in capturing the qualitative trends and behavior of

WiSEs.

4 Discussion

Through testing our theory against MD simulations, we have observed the limitations of

the theory in capturing overscreening and non-local effects as well as surface effects. These

are expected technical limitations from the theory presented here and are seen through the

theory’s predictions deviating quantitatively and from the finer structure of the MD profiles.

Additional conceptual and technical limitations of this style of theory are outlined in Ref.

58.

The first category of limitations are non-local effects and overscreening. Overscreening is

the phenomenon where an excess amount of counter-ions are pulled into the EDL, leading to

a layer of co-ions being dragged into the EDL to compensate for their excess charge. Concep-

tually, overscreening can be represented in the thermo-reversible associations in the WiSE,

as the alternating structure of cations and anions is similar to the layered ions. However, the

internal structure of the clusters is not explicitly modeled in our theory, leading to layering of

ions being averaged. Therefore, because of the simple construction of the theory, we do not

explicitly obtain decaying oscillations in the charge density, but note that the overscreening

effect is expected to be captured through associations, as seen through sophisticated but lim-

ited cluster size theory.79 Generally, this limitation is reflected in the theory being unable to

capture the oscillations, local maximums, and specific layering associated with overscreening

given the simple local point-like formulation of the modified PB equations, which can be

accounted for with more intricate and non-local approaches.40,64,67,68,77–80 The importance

of the interplay between associations, overscreening, and steric effects was highlighted in
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Ref. 79 and discussed in Ref. 58. Developing more sophisticated theories that are able to

succinctly capture and balance the short-ranged associations, non-local correlations, steric

effects, and surface-specific interactions will be crucial for further resolving concentrated

electrolytes such as WiSEs near charged interfaces.

The non-local effects may also be critical to capturing the consequences of the finite

nature of these clusters. For example as shown in Fig. 3.h), the theory prediction for the

product of the ionic association probabilities, p̄+−p̄−+, is smaller than from the simulation

in Fig. 3.d). This deviation could be an artifact of neglecting non-local effects by treating

clusters as points. Additionally, these effects can lead to non-monotonic electrostatic poten-

tial. Now, considering that WiSEs are expected to display some induced associations at a

slightly negative potential, these oscillations in potential could lead to electric field induced

associations occurring at both charged electrodes. This effect could, in fact, be seen in the

MD simulations in Fig. 4.d), where the fluctuations from non-local effects and overscreening

are captured. This may explain the regions of induced associations seen in Fig. 4.d), which

depicts p̄+−p̄−+ in the EDL near a positively charged electrode.

The other category of limitations are introduced by surface effects which may dominate

the physics in the condensed layer. Even though the theory can reasonably describe the

diffuse EDL, it cannot capture the condensed layer where there are interfacial layers of ions

and water. This breakdown is expected as the cluster distribution should deviate from

the diffuse and bulk as a result of the specific interactions with the electrode creating a

significant change in the coordination and cluster distribution. In short, in the condensed

region, the local solvation environment is expected to be disrupted by the interaction with the

interface. These changes can be directly seen by the gray regions representing the condensed

layer from the MD simulations in the left-hand column of Fig. 3 and Fig. 4. However, the

intricacies of the condensed layer seen in our MD simulations could be further compounded

by the lack of sufficient statistics for co-ions in the EDL. This potential statistical shortfall

could be investigated and overcome by biased sampling methods, such as metadynamics
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simulations.94–96

The most significant limitation in our theory comes from the overly short screening length,

λs, being predicted as ∼ 1.1 Å for 15m water-in-LiTFSI. This λs is smaller than an individual

Li+ (∼ 1.6 Å), and this is much smaller than the length scale of aggregates in the system

in the theory for 15m water-in-LiTFSI being ∼ 11 Å (∼ 16 Å from the simulations). This

result suggests that the theory is not acting self-consistently in regard to its electrostatic pre-

dictions; this is a well-known challenge of mean-field lattice gas models and is discussed in

detail in Ref. 64. This common failing of mean-field theories can be corrected through more

sophisticated modified PB equations that can capture higher-order correlations and non-

local effects, or partially corrected through introducing α.89 This inconsistency can also be

addressed to some degree by modifying local mean-field models, such as by including higher

order local terms, as done in BSK theory,40 or by modifying the Coulomb interactions.80

However to overcome this inconsistency, one typically needs to employ a non-local model

that can capture the entropic effects of excluded volume in a holistic fashion. This inconsis-

tency suggests using caution when using the theory’s predicted spatial profiles of its species

and cluster near the charged interface.64 However as discussed earlier from a qualitative

perspective, the theory can capture the trends and overarching behavior seen in the spatial

profiles of species and clusters near the charged interface, despite lacking the sophisticated

non-local effects and overscreening seen in MD simulations. Moreover, a valuable power of

mean-field models is their tendency to adequately predict integrated quantities even with

mean-field models’ inconsistencies. For this reason, one could expect the theory’s predictions

of the double-layer capacitance, excess surface concentrations, and interfacial concentration

of water to be reasonable, as we demonstrated. Furthermore one could expect, as demon-

strated, the general trends in WiSE properties in the EDL to be qualitatively captured along

with the length scale of aggregates and, most importantly, how the association probabilities

change within the EDL.

Experimentally benchmarking any theory or simulation is desirable and timely as dif-
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ferent approaches will capture different properties of the system. In this current work, we

have been able to test the theory’s prediction of the aggregate length scale and differential

capacitance against experimental data. The aggregation length scale was obtained via the

extraction of an estimate of the average length scale of the nano-heterogeneities in bulk solu-

tion through AFM.35 Besides the experimental data highlighted here, AFM measurements34

on gold positively biased (+0.3V) and 21m LiTFSI show the presence of clusters with a

max size of 0.8 nm close to the surface, then with sizes ranging from 0.3-0.6 nm closer to the

surface. This finding indicates our results are in qualitative agreement with additional exper-

imental studies,34 although data at lower concentrations have yet to be obtained. Scattering

experiments provide an alternative way to measure cluster sizes and the average length scale

of nano-heterogeneities in the bulk.25,27,97,98 This previous experimental data,35 supported

the theory’s prediction that negatively charged interfaces can lead to an enhancement in

associations along with the qualitative trends in the aggregation length scale itself compared

against MD simulations and the theory. Additional experimental investigations for a more

diverse set of electrolytes could provide novel insights into the role of associations and, in

turn, the role of the local solvation structure on interfacial electrochemical reactions and

operation of energy storage devices, using traditional to concentrated electrolytes.

Comparing the theory’s predicted differential capacitance against the experimental data

gave a promising conclusion. Here, we found that some of the trends seen in the theory’s

predictions of the differential capacitance held such as displaying camel shaped profiles with

a water-satellite and the decreasing magnitude of the profiles from 12m to 15m water-in-

LiTFSI. The main challenge is that a rigorous extraction of the differential capacitance pro-

files requires a sophisticated approach incorporating the physical details and structuring of

the EDL into its differential capacitance fitting. While the current analysis here has focused

on extracting trends and qualitative profiles, a more quantitative and detailed investigation

into these EIS measurements could be deeply illuminating. In general the difficulty in ob-

taining robust and exact differential capacitance profiles is well established.99–105 Beyond this
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challenge, the choice of electrode material and surface roughness is expected to affect the

differential capacitance measurement.106–111 In the SM, these effects are highlighted. Given

the simple nature of the model, it is expected to fail in terms of the absolute value as seen

for the overall differential capacitance curves; however as discussed, the model’s ability to

predict the general trends is desirable. Additionally, the structuring of the condensed layer

is expected to play an important role in the overall capacitance measurements. Hence the

condensed layer acts as one limiting factor to the current theory. Even with these deviations,

the ability of the simple theory to capture some of the key trends and structure of differential

capacitance remains promising.

The potential utility of the perspective our theory provides may extend beyond the lim-

ited experimental analysis shown here. Recently various investigations into the behavior of

concentrated electrolytes near interfaces have worked to resolve experimentally and com-

putationally the mystery beyond the unique interfacial properties.112–115 A common theme

throughout these investigations arrive at is the importance of the local structuring, orienta-

tion, and interactions near the electrode. This idea is a core element of our theory. While

the model is expected to fail in some ways the value in it is the first principles intuition it

provides, which appears to be shared by top-down investigations. This perspective may aid

in understanding experimental findings and improving electrolyte design.

5 Implications for energy applications

Understanding the structure of the EDL is essential for capturing the equilibrium properties

of WiSEs and developing deeper insight into interfacial reactions occurring at electrode

surfaces as well as the stored charge.2,9,17–21,23,24 Regarding the former, there is a strongly

asymmetric response of the water, where it mainly depletes at the cathode side giving rise to

the extended cathodic stability, but accumulates on the anode side. However, the increase

in water on the anode side mainly corresponds to bound water, and McEldrew et al.24 found

42



that solvated water has a lower activity, which means it is less likely to react. However

at very large potentials (both positive and negative), there is eventually an increase in the

interfacial free water that may be able to react. These findings are in line with the current

understanding behind the expanded ESW in WiSEs.22,23

Additionally, the theory captures the association probability of the species in the EDL

providing insight into the local solvation environment. The species at the interface are precur-

sors for interfacial reactions. This information on the local solvation environment and species

activities could provide deeper insight into which species are likely to undergo decomposition

into the SEI.116 For example, we have found, from both theory and simulation, that at the

anode there is a slight increase in aggregation at moderate potentials. Previously, McEl-

drew et al.24 found that the activity of the salt increases with concentration/aggregation,

which suggests that these additional aggregates could assist in the formation of the passi-

vating SEI layers. Understanding which species are contributing to the formation of the SEI

could support rational electrolyte design.24,116–119 By improving electrolyte formulation, the

passivation layers produced could be more efficient and effective. Furthermore, aggregation

occurring close to the electrode/electrolyte interface may also have implications for the metal

cation mobility. Additional aggregation of the electrolyte and the exclusion of the IL cation

from the anode can help hinder dendritic growth and form a more compact, homogeneous

and stable SEI.120

The existing studies, however, do not address how the unique microenvironment experi-

enced by the interfacial ions and water molecules affects their reactivity and charge transfer

with the electrode and other molecules. Recent experiments have revealed that the effect of

the WiSE EDL on the interfacial reactivity of redox species is significant.34,93 These works

used an ultramicroelectrode to carry out CVs, enabling faster diffusion and a higher sensi-

tivity to the faradaic reaction. In the WiSE LiTFSI, the CVs showed a peak on the anodic

scan attributed to the oxidation of Fe(CN)6
4−. This peak was not present in 1m LiTFSI,

which indicates that the interphase concentration of Fe(CN)6
4− is greatly increased in the
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WiSE, and is attributed to the confinement effect provided by the WiSE at the interface with

the electrode. They also found that the addition of Zn2+ led to a decrease of the surface-

confined peak.34 The findings suggested that the confinement effect is reduced by Zn2+ and

is enhanced by Ca2+. The results suggest that the WiSEs EDL and structure could be a

tool to enable selectivity and tunability of interfacial reactions.

The screening length determines the stored charge in the EDL and it is a topic of contro-

versy in the context of highly concentrated electrolytes. Experimental surface force measure-

ments have found that concentrated electrolytes, such as in ionic liquids and water-in-Salt

electrolytes, have extremely long force decay lengths.35,37,98,121–126 Gebbie et al.121 asserted

that these forces were electrostatic in origin, and arose from the large renormalization of

the concentration of free charge carriers. This statement would imply that the screening

length is about 1-2 orders of magnitude larger than the Debye length. This phenomenon

was originally named underscreening, but, as the topic is controversial and unresolved,127–131

it has been further classified as anomalous underscreening.126,132,133 This refinement was im-

plemented as other experiments,35,98 simulations,129,134 and theories58,70,79 have been able

to capture an uptick in the screening length. However, the scaling seen in these works is

less than originally reported.121,135 Moreover, as we show, we only find a modest increase in

the screening length, still remaining smaller than 1 nm, which does not suggest these long

force decay lengths solely arise from electrostatics. Even with the lack of consensus through

studying the aggregation of ions and decoration by solvent, this approach has been widely

successful in capturing the bulk and transport properties in WiSEs24 and concentrated elec-

trolytes.43,136,137 Recent studies60,98,131,138,139 have been converging towards an alternative

hypothesis that it is steric interactions, also known as hard-core interactions, contributing

towards the long-ranged interactions seen in various concentrated electrolytes and not a

purely electrostatic phenomenon.130,140 We believe the theory presented here could aid in

further resolving these kinds of measurements,35,37,98,121–126 as discussed in Ref. 60.

While our analysis here, has focused on the equilibrium properties and structuring of
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WiSEs, one can expand these results and theory to capture dynamics. The theory can be

extended to investigate WiSE’s transport properties by adapting the methodology outlined

in Ref. 42. Moreover, as WiSEs have an active cation for intercalation, expanding the theory

of coupled ion electron transfer reactions to incorporate the local solvation environment could

be noteworthy.141,142

Finally, the mathematical analysis required for this theory extends beyond even the most

advanced theories for patchy particle systems,143 while also taking into account electrostatic

interactions. These extensions could be used to account for how other interactions or drivers

of concentration localization influence the cluster of polymers. For example, in 3D-printing

under electric fields144 or in synthesis requiring sol-gel equilibrium’s.145,146 While our theory

borrowed core elements of polymer physics initially, the extensions seen here could find

broader applications in polymer physics and other statistical physics.

6 Conclusion

Here, we have developed a theory for EDL of WiSEs that accounts for thermoreversible

associations, based on McEldrew et al.’s model for bulk WiSEs. We thoroughly tested

this theory against MD simulations and found good qualitative agreement for many cases,

such as: the distributions of total species, the distribution of specific clusters (free species,

hydrated cations, and multi-ion aggregates), and association probabilities. Additionally,

our theory’s prediction for integrated quantities such as the excess surface concentrations

and the interfacial concentration of water were found to be in reasonable agreement with

MD simulations. This simple theory’s value is its ability to capture how the associations

within the EDL change, not previously quantified with any theory, allowing more detailed

predictions of cluster distributions and ionic network formation. We found that the way

cluster size changes in the EDL is similar to the changes seen in AFM measurements and

matches the qualitative trends in MD simulations. Moreover, our theory’s prediction of
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the differential capacitance was found to be in reasonable agreement with our experimental

results. The mathematical analysis here goes beyond even the most advanced theories for

patchy particle systems, in addition to taking into account electrostatic interactions. These

ideas might find applications in other fields of statistical physics as well as in understanding

experimental results.

As WiSEs are an exciting class of electrolytes for energy storage, with lots of simulations

and experiments investigating these systems for a myriad of applications, having a theory

to build intuition is critical. This work can be used for the following: provide insight into

the local structure through the ionic aggregation and solvation of species near electrodes,

aid in predicting the formation of the solid electrolyte interphase (SEI), and shed light on

surface force measurements near electrified interfaces. Overall, the applications of this the-

ory are expansive and we hope it will inspire additional studies into the interfacial behavior

of electrolytes as well as support rational electrolyte design. Looking forward, we believe

developing the approach to understand the kinetics of solvation/de-solvation, charging dy-

namics, and coupled-ion-electron transfer reactions at interfaces could be interesting areas

for exploration.

Supporting Information Available

See the Supplemental Materials for a detailed discussion of the theory and its evaluation,

the molecular dynamics simulation methodology, the data analysis for the simulations, an

additional comparison of theory as well as approximations, the experimental methods, and

additional predictions and discussions of results from the theory and comparison of theory

and experimental data.
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Supplemental Material

7 Extended Theory Section

In this section, the theory is discussed in greater detail, along with its implementation, and

additional results.

7.1 Sticky Cation Approximation Bulk Bias Derivation

Here we prove in the bulk how the functionality of cations being larger than anions leads to

the distribution beyond the hydrated lithium and the free TFSI− being marginally biased

towards net negative clusters. To understand this result, in the sticky-cation formalism, one

can note that any cation that is not in its hydrated state (c10f+) must belong to a multi-ion

cluster. This likewise holds for the free anions (c010). This implication means that the ratio

of positive to negative charges stored in the clusters will be inversely proportional to the

ratio between the hydrated cations and free anions (c10f+/c010). Hence if c10f+/c010 is equal

to 1 the clusters have a net neutral bias, greater than 1 the clusters have a net negative

bias, and less than 1 the clusters have a net positive bias. This result can be intuitively
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tested through limiting cases. First, consider the case where c10f+=c010. Here, there are an

equal number of cations and anions found in clusters as in the bulk c+=c−. Hence, one can

conclude that the multi-ion clusters must contain equal amounts of cations and anions, i.e.

the clusters would have no net charge bias. Second, consider the case where c10f+ is nonzero

and c010=0. Here, there are more anions in the clusters than cations as in the bulk c+=c−.

From this implication, one can conclude that the multi-ion clusters will have a negative bias.

Lastly, consider the case where c10f+=0 and c010 is nonzero. In this case, there will be more

cations in the clusters than anions as in the bulk c+=c−. This implication allows one to

conclude that the clusters will have a positive bias. Note that this ratio is analogous to

the Boltzmann closure relationships, but here we can see it can provide additional insightful

information on the bias of the multi-ion clusters. In general, one should distinguish between

the gel and the multi-ion clusters as the gel is its own phase. For this reason, we will restrict

the analysis here to the pre-gel regime for simplicity, although this form of analysis could be

extended for additional information.

At this point, we can begin our proof that for water-in-salt electrolytes (WiSEs) in the

pre-gel bulk, under the sticky-cation formalism, the net charge bias of the multi-ion cluster

depends solely on the ratio of the anion to cation functionalities. First, recall what we just

proved for the values of c10f+/c010:

c10f+
c010

=


multi-ion clusters have net positive bias, < 1

multi-ion clusters have no net charge bias, = 1

multi-ion clusters have net negative bias, > 1

(S1)

To make any additional discernment one must expand c10f+ and c010 where we use their

volume fraction equations and convert them into concentration,

c10f+
c010

=
c+(1− p+−)

f+

c−(1− p−+)f−
=

(1− p+−)
f+

(1− p−+)f−
. (S2)
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To resolve this question, convert Eq. (S2) into an equation that depends only on one

unknown. Here we choose p−+, where p+− is eliminated through recalling and using the

conservation of cation-anion associations in the bulk will be f+p+− = f−p−+,

c10f+
c010

=
(1− f−

f+
p−+)

f+

(1− p−+)f−
. (S3)

At this point, it is not directly obvious how any useful implications can be achieved.

To proceed, one must recall that taking the logarithm of c10f+/c010 and multiplication by a

strictly positive constant will preserve order,

1

f+
log

(
c10f+
c010

)
=


multi-ion clusters have net positive bias, < 0

multi-ion clusters have no net charge bias, = 0

multi-ion clusters have net negative bias, > 0

(S4)

This allows us to rewrite Eq. (S3) to be only a function of p−+ and f−/f+,

1

f+
log

(
c10f+
c010

)
= log

(
1− f−

f+
p−+

)
− f−
f+

log (1− p−+) . (S5)

Now for the last key step, one must observe that the derivative of Eq. (S5) with respect

to p−+, is monotonic where it’s defined on our regime, i.e. p−+ ∈ [0,min(f+/f−, 1)],

∂

∂p−+

(
log

(
1− f−

f+
p−+

)
− f−
f+

log (1− p−+)

)
=
f−
f+

(
1

1− p−+

− 1

1− f−
f+
p−+

)
(S6)

The monotonicity of Eq. (S6) will be critical. To see this first, it is helpful to note that

not that when Eq. (S5) is zero when p−+=0. Hence as Eq. (S6) is monotonic in the domain

of interest, this implication requires that the sign of Eq. (S5) is determined by the sign of

Eq. (S6). The sign of Eq. (S6) is clearest at its upper bound, i.e. p−+ = min(f+/f−, 1).

Here Eq. (S6) will only not diverge if f+/f− = 1, meaning that in this case Eq. (S5) is zero
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throughout its domain, i.e. the multi-ion clusters have no net bias. Now, let us consider

the cases where Eq. (S6) diverges to ±∞. Here, if f−/f+ > 1 then the second term will

diverge first with increasing p−+, meaning Eq. (S6) diverges to −∞. This result means that

Eq. (S5) will decrease as p−+ increases, i.e. Eq. (S5) will be less than zero throughout its

domain besides at p−+=0. This finding means that for f−/f+ > 1 multi-ion clusters will

have a net positive bias. Now, let us consider if f−/f+ < 1 then the first term will diverge

first with increasing p−+, meaning Eq. (S6) diverges to ∞. This result means that Eq. (S5)

will increase as p−+ increases, i.e. Eq. (S5) will be greater than zero throughout its domain

besides at p−+=0. This finding means that for f−/f+ < 1 multi-ion clusters will have a net

negative bias. From this we can conclude,

mulit-ion clusters charge bias =


net positive, f−

f+
> 1

net neutral, f−
f+

= 1

net negative, f−
f+
< 1

(S7)

Therefore, as f+ = 4 and f− = 3 in the main paper, the distribution beyond the hydrated

lithium and the free TFSI− is expected to be marginally biased towards net negative clusters.

Note in our proof for the bulk under the sticky-cation formalism there are two main edge

cases from limiting conditions. Both cases result in multi-ion clusters being ill-defined or

neutral bias; if one asserts no multi-ion clusters being present means they have net neutral

bias. First, if any ionic species functionality is zero, then there are no multi-cluster ions,

so this measure is ill-defined. Second, if p−+=0, it would appear that there is no net bias.

However considering p−+=0’s implications, this means there are no multi-ion clusters present,

which means this measure is ill-defined once again. In both of these edge cases, they occur

when no associations are present, which means for all enlightening parameter choices for our

theory, this measure is informative and applicable.
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7.2 Short-range correlation parameter

Incorporating the α-parameter from Ref. 72 is straight-forward, as it arrives through the

excess chemical potential. The resulting changes to the overall system of equations are

minor, only the general cluster chemical potential equation is shown here,

βµ̄lms =(l −m)βeαΦ− ln

(
Sinh(βP |∇Φ|)

βP |∇Φ|

)
δl,0δm,0δs,1 + 1 + ln(ϕ̄lms) + β∆lms

− (ξ+l + ξ−m+ s)Λ + (ξ+l + ξ−m+ s)βd̄′ (S8)

where d̄′ = c̄gel+ ∂∆̄gel
+ + c̄gel− ∂∆̄gel

− + c̄gel0 ∂∆̄gel
0 , with the derivative being with respect to ϕ̄lms.

This modification can be carried through the subsequent steps to arrive at the modified

system of equations. The only change to the system of equations will be αΦ in place of Φ.

Note this means ∇Φ is unaffected for the fluctuating Langevin dipole terms. This extension

can be directly incorporated into the general and sticky cation system of equations.

7.3 System of Equations

As discussed in the main text, to connect the bulk equations to quantities within the EDL and

the modified Poisson-Boltzmann equation, we need to solve a system of equations. Generally,

these equations consist of the Boltzmann closure relations, of which there are 3, described

in the main text, which connect the free species in the bulk to the free species in the EDL,

to the electrostatic potential and its derivative, in a consistent way. As we do not restrict

species to be the same size, we also enforce incompressibility, which is another equation that

is introduced through a Lagrange multiplier and appears through τ = exp (Λ). These free

species concentrations are intrinsically linked to the conservation of associations and the

mass action laws, both of which are also required to solve the EDL system of equations. To

remove the dependence of the equations on the free species, and incorporate the conservation

of associations and the mass action laws, we can substitute ϕ100 = ϕ+(1 − p+− − p+0)
f+

[or ϕ10f+ = ϕ+(1 + f+/ξ+)(1 − p+−)
f+ for the sticky case], ϕ010 = ϕ−(1 − p−+)

f− , and
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ϕ001 = ϕ0(1 − p0+). The conservation of associations and the mass action laws introduce

another 4 equations. In total, we have 8 unknown variables and 8 equations, and therefore

the system can be solved. For the non-sticky case, we have

ϕ̄+ =
ϕ100 exp(−eβΦ)τ ξ+
(1− p̄+− − p̄+0)f+

=
ξ+
f+
γ̄100τ

ξ+
1

(1− p̄+− − p̄+0)f+
(S9)

ϕ̄− =
ϕ010 exp(βeΦ)τ̄

ξ−

(1− p̄−+)f−
=
ξ−
f−
γ̄010τ

ξ−
1

(1− p̄−+)f−
(S10)

ϕ̄0 =
Sinh(βeP |∇Φ|)

βeP |∇Φ|
ϕ001τ

(1− p̄0+)
= γ̄001τ

1

(1− p̄0+)
(S11)

ϕ̄+ + ϕ̄− + ϕ̄0 = 1 (S12)

f+ϕ+p+−

ξ+
=
f−ϕ−p−+

ξ−
= ζ (S13)

f+ϕ+p+0

ξ+
= ϕ0p0+ = Γ (S14)

λ+−ζ =
p+−p−+

(1− p+− − p+0)(1− p−+)
(S15)

λ+0Γ =
p+0p0+

(1− p+− − p+0)(1− p0+)
(S16)

where γ̄j has been introduced and can be considered the number of association sites per

lattice site in the EDL unadjusted by the Lagrange multiplier for the bare cations (fully

hydrated cations), anions, and solvent species. For the sticky-cation formulation,

ϕ̄+ =
ϕ10f+ exp(−βeΦ)τ (ξ++f+)

(1 + f+/ξ+) p̄
f+
+0

=
ξ+ + f+
f+

γ̄10f+τ
ξ++f+

1

(1 + f+/ξ+) p̄
f+
+0

(S17)

ϕ̄− =
ϕ010 exp(βeΦ)τ

ξ−

(1− p̄−+)f−
=
ξ−
f−
γ̄010τ

ξ−
1

(1− p̄−+)f−
(S18)

ϕ̄0 =
Sinh(βeP |∇Φ|)

βeP |∇Φ|
ϕ001τ

(1− p̄0+)
= γ̄001τ

1

(1− p̄0+)
(S19)

ϕ̄+ + ϕ̄− + ϕ̄0 = 1
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p+− =
ψ0 − ψ+ + λ(ψ+ + ψ−)−

√
(λ(ψ− − ψ+) + ψ0 + ψ+)2 + 4(λ− 1)ψ0ψ+

2(λ− 1)ψ+

(S20)

p−+ =
ψ0 − ψ+ + λ(ψ+ + ψ−)−

√
(λ(ψ− − ψ+) + ψ0 + ψ+)2 + 4(λ− 1)ψ0ψ+

2(λ− 1)ψ−
(S21)

p+0 = 1− ψ0 − ψ+ + λ(ψ+ + ψ−)

2(λ− 1)ψ+

+

√
(λ(ψ− − ψ+) + ψ0 + ψ+)2 + 4(λ− 1)ψ0ψ+

2(λ− 1)ψ+

(S22)

p0+ =
ψ+

ψ0

− ψ0 − ψ+ + λ(ψ+ + ψ−)

2(λ− 1)ψ0

+

√
(λ(ψ− − ψ+) + ψ0 + ψ+)2 + 4(λ− 1)ψ0ψ+

2(λ− 1)ψ0

(S23)

Where the last four equations come from the conservation of associations, the law of mass

action on the number of associations, and the sticky cation approximation p+− + p+0 = 1,

we can obtain explicit expressions of our association probabilities in terms of the ψi and λ.

Additionally, in both sets of equations, the last five equations hold in a nontrivial fashion

for both the bulk and EDL quantities.

The above system of equations tends to be the clearest way to understand the underlying

physics of the system and, hence, its predictions. However, one can reduce these systems of

8 equations down to a system of 2 equations, which can provide some insight into the system

of equations being solved and an alternative way of obtaining the roots. This reduction

of equations was motivated by and achieved through writing the unknowns in terms of the

association probabilities. Initially, we will derive the relationship for the general case followed

by the sticky cation approximation. For brevity, the application of algebraic manipulations

of λ̄ is utilized implicitly:

λ̄ =
p̄−+(1− p̄0+)

p̄0+(1− p̄−+)
. (S24)

In order to derive these equations, we construct the Boltzmann closure relationships

between the bare anions and the free solvent and between the bare cations and the free

solvent. These kinds of relationships were first introduced in Ref. 58,

ϕ̄−(1− p̄−+)
f−

ϕ̄0(1− p̄0+)
=
ξ−γ̄010
f−γ̄001

τ ξ−−1, (S25)
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ϕ̄+(1− p̄+− − p̄+0)
f+

ϕ̄0(1− p̄0+)
=
ξ+γ̄100
f+γ̄001

τ ξ+−1. (S26)

These expressions can be further reduced to be explicitly in terms of probabilities, the

compressibility constraint, and γ̄i’s through using the conservation of association equations,

Eq. (S13) & (S14), to convert the volume ratios into probability ratios. The idea of this is to

utilize substitutions and transformations where possible to reduce the number of unknowns

and equations needed to be solved. Note this idea will be used multiple times to simplify our

system of equations. Applying this procedure and using Eq. (S24) to simplify our equations

we find:

1

λ̄

p̄+−

p̄+0

(1− p̄−+)
f−−1 =

γ̄010
γ̄001

τ ξ−−1, (S27)

p̄0+
1− p̄0+

(1− p̄+− − p̄+0)
f+

p̄+0

=
γ̄100
γ̄001

τ ξ+−1. (S28)

To further reduce these equations, one can note that the formulas for p̄ij in terms of

η̄ = (1 − p̄+− − p̄+0) (the probability a cation association site is empty), τ , and γ̄i can

all be written down in terms of the two unknowns η̄ and τ . Thus, as we will show this

allows one to collapse the 8 equations into 2 equations. This will be accomplished through a

series of substitutions where we show all the probabilities can be written in terms of η̄ and τ .

This finding is sufficient to show the reduction to 2 equations as we already know the volume

fractions can be written in terms of the probabilities and τ , i.e. 8 equations to 5 immediately

and with these manipulations to 2. One can start by substituting the cation form of ζ from

Eq. (S13) into Eq. (S15) and using Eq. (S9) for ϕ̄+ as well as algebraic manipulation,

p̄0+ =
λ+−γ̄100τ

ξ+

λ̄η̄f+−1 + λ+−γ̄100τ ξ+
, (S29)

which by conversion through the algebraic manipulations of λ̄ becomes,

p̄−+ =
λ+−γ̄100τ

ξ+

η̄f+−1 + λ+−γ̄100τ ξ+
. (S30)
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By substituting Eq. (S29) into Eq. (S28) we obtain,

p̄+0 = λ̄+0γ̄001η̄τ, (S31)

which by the definition of η̄ means,

p̄+− = 1−
(
1 + λ̄+0γ̄001τ

)
η̄. (S32)

We produce our new polynomial in η̄ whose roots contains the solutions by substituting

Eq. (S30)-(S32) into Eq. (S27),

(
1 + λ+−γ̄010τ

ξ− + λ̄+0γ̄001τ
)
η̄(f+−1)(f−−1)+1 − η̄(f+−1)(f−−1)

+η̄

f−−2∑
k=0

(
f− − 1

k

)
(λ+−γ̄100τ

ξ+)(f−−1)−kη̄k(f+−1) = 0. (S33)

Lastly, an analogous equation for the incompressibility constraint is required; here, p̄ij

will kept as functions of η̄ and τ for simplicity. This is accomplished by substituting Eq. (S9)-

(S11) into Eq. (S12),

ξ+
f+
γ̄100τ

ξ+
1

(1− p̄+− − p̄+0)f+
+
ξ−
f−
γ̄010τ

ξ−
1

(1− p̄−+)f−
+ γ̄001τ

1

(1− p̄0+)
= 1. (S34)

Hence, Eqs. (S33)-(S34), can be solved in their reduced form for η̄ and τ , which uniquely

determine the composition of the WiSE in the EDL. It’s important to note the unique

property belonging to Eq. (S33) as it is a polynomial, which means it will have (f+−1)(f−−

1) + 1 roots for a given τ . This information can be further refined by noting for η̄ to be

meaningful that it must take on a value between zero and one inclusively. Thus by utilizing

Descartes’ rule of sign147 and noting that any valid τ must be a finite positive value, one can

prove that for f+, f− > 2, this polynomial will have at most two positive roots and has at least

one zero root which appears to corresponds to sticky cation approximation’s case. The zeros
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correspond to the sticky cation approximation as that solution corresponds to singularities

that are introduced from η = 0, which alternatively can be written as p̄+−+ p̄+0 = 1 which is

the sticky cation approximation. Therefore when zero roots occur, one needs to use the sticky

cation version of the polynomial to account for the singularity in the equations introduced

with the zero root.

For the lower functionality cases, it’s more case-specific: (1) when either f+ = 1 or f− = 1

there is one positive root, (2) when f+ = 2 and f− > 2, there are at most 2 positive roots

and at least one zero root, (3) when f+ = f− = 2 there is one positive root and one zero

root, and (4) when f− = 2 and f+ > 2 there are at most 2 positive roots and at least 1

zero root. It is important to note that the negative coefficient term in this polynomial will

remain negative outside of limiting cases where it goes to zero. Additionally when f+ = 2

and f− > 1, the coefficient that is subtracted from one in the summation leads to a strictly

negative net coefficient in the non-limiting or non-enforced sticky cases. We obtain this

conclusion as for the coefficient to greater or equal to zero, then (1-p̄−+)
f−−2p̄+−p̄−+-1 ≥ 0.

This exact result also holds for the stick cation case, but only here does the limiting cases

have the capabilities to satisfy the previous inequality.

This analysis can be repeated for the sticky cation approximation. The approximation

dictates that p̄+− = 1 − p̄+0, using this expression helps to reduce the complexity of the

intermediate expressions. To derive the reduced equations here, one must construct the

Boltzmann closure relationships. In this case, the expressions are between 1) the bare anions

and the free solvent and 2) between the fully hydrated cations and the free solvent.

ϕ̄−(1− p̄−+)
f−

ϕ̄0(1− p̄0+)
=
ξ−γ̄010
f−γ̄001

τ ξ−−1, (S35)

ϕ̄+p̄
f+
+0

ϕ̄0(1− p̄0+)
=
ξ+γ̄10f+
f+γ̄001

τ ξ++f+−1. (S36)

These expressions can be further reduced to be explicitly in terms of probabilities, the

compressibility constraint, and γ̄i’s through using the conservation of association equations,
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Eq. (S13) & (S14), to convert the volume ratios into probability ratios. Here we also invoke

p̄+− = 1 − p̄+0. This derivation follows a similar style as the general formalism. Applying

the procedure and using Eq. (S24) to simplify our equations we find:

1

λ̄

1− p̄+0

p̄+0

(1− p̄−+)
f−−1 =

γ̄010
γ̄001

τ ξ−−1, (S37)

p̄0+
1− p̄0+

p̄
f+−1
+0 =

γ̄10f+
γ̄001

τ ξ++f+−1. (S38)

To reduce this system of equations, one can note that formulating p̄ij in terms of p̄+0, τ ,

and our γ̄i can collapse the system from 8 to 2 equations and unknowns. This procedure is

accomplished in a more direct fashion but similar style to the general case, as Eq. (S38) can

be directly manipulated to give an equation for p̄0+ in terms of p̄+0, τ , and our γ̄i’s,

p̄0+ =
γ̄10f+τ

ξ++f+−1

γ̄001p̄
f+−1
+0 + γ̄10f+τ

ξ++f+−1
, (S39)

which by conversion through the algebraic manipulations of λ̄ produces a formula for p̄−+,

p̄−+ =
λ̄γ̄10f+τ

ξ++f+−1

γ̄001p̄
f+−1
+0 + λ̄γ̄10f+τ

ξ++f+−1
. (S40)

By substituting Eq. (S40) into Eq. (S37) we obtain,

1

λ̄

1− p̄+0

p̄+0

(
γ̄001p̄

f+−1
+0

γ̄001p̄
f+−1
+0 + λ̄γ̄10f+τ

ξ++f+−1

)f−−1

=
γ̄010
γ̄001

τ ξ−−1. (S41)

This can be algebraically manipulated to produce our new polynomial whose roots are

the solutions to p̄+0,

(λ̄γ̄010τ
ξ−+γ̄001τ)(γ̄001τ)

f−−1p̄
(f+−1)(f−−1)+1
+0 − γ̄

f−
001τ

f− p̄
(f+−1)(f−−1)
+0

+λ̄γ̄010τ
ξ− p̄+0

f−−2∑
k=0

(
f− − 1

k

)
(γ̄001τ)

k(λ̄γ̄10f+τ
ξ++f+)(f−−1)−kp̄

k(f+−1)
+0 = 0. (S42)
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Lastly, an analogous equation enforcing incompressibility must be constructed keeping p̄ij

as functions of p̄+0 and τ for simplicity. This is accomplished by substituting Eq. (S17)-(S19)

into Eq. (S12),

ξ+
f+
γ̄10f+τ

ξ++f+
1

p̄
f+
+0

+
ξ−
f−
γ̄010τ

ξ−
1

(1− p̄−+)f−
+ γ̄001τ

1

(1− p̄0+)
= 1. (S43)

Here Eq. (S42)-(S43) can be solved in their reduced form for the p̄+0 and τ which uniquely

determines the composition of the WiSE in the EDL. This new polynomial for p̄+0, Eq. (S42)

brings with it the useful properties discussed earlier which can aid in solving and understand-

ing WiSEs.

For this and the prior case, the solution roots can be found, and each is tested to find

a valid solution. Here to support computational efficiency, this was done by using the

previous root solutions as the root to test as the valid solution. For the work presented

here, this closest root on a sufficiently fine grid produced a valid solution. Therefore, the

other potentially valid solutions were neglected. Most importantly, the predictions from this

reduced system were tested in all of the previous equations to validate sufficient convergence

against the initial system of equations.

7.4 EDL Calculations

In order to solve the sticky cation system of equations with the modified Poisson-Boltzmann

(PB) equation, we utilize the following procedure. Initially, we calculate the bulk properties

using Eqs. (S20)-(S23) with the cation association ratio. In Section 7.3, the system of 8

equations, Eqs. (S17)-(S23), needs to be solved to obtain the 8 unknowns, i.e., the volume

fractions, association probabilities and the Lagrange multiplier. Therefore, we obtain the

relationships between ϕ̄+, ϕ̄−, ϕ̄001 and Φ,∇Φ, on a regular grid of Φ & ∇Φ, which can then

be used to solve the modified PB equation. For quicker computational, we created additional

mappings of Φ & ∇Φ to all the unknown variables and composite variables, such as ρe & ϵ,
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to solve the modified PB equation numerically. This procedure is similar to that of Ref. 60,

but with 2D maps depending on Φ & ∇Φ.

Similarly for the non-sticky system of equations with the modified PB equation, we can

utilize an analogous procedure. Here, we calculate the bulk properties using Eqs. (S13)-(S16)

with the association constants. Again, in Section 7.3, the system of 8 equations, Eqn. (S9)-

(S16), are stated which need to be solved to obtain the 8 unknowns Once again one can

establish mappings between ϕ̄+, ϕ̄−, ϕ̄001 and Φ,∇Φ, on a regular grid of Φ & ∇Φ, which can

then be used to solve the modified PB equation. Additional mappings of Φ & ∇Φ to all

the unknown variables and composite variables, such as ρe & ϵ, were conducted to simplify

numerically solving the modified PB equation numerically.

To solve for various profiles in the EDL as well as the screening length, differential

capacitance, excess surface concentrations, and interfacial concentration of water, we use the

following steps similar to the methodology utilized in Ref. 58 & 60:

1. First, we numerically solve the system of equations in this work. The polynomial

formulation was used for ϕ̄+, ϕ̄−, ϕ̄0, dimensionless ρe, p̄+−, p̄+0, p̄−+, p̄0+, τ , and

dimensionless ϵ over a range of electrostatic potential and electric field strength values.

This was done for a grid of dimensionless electrostatic potential (Φeβ) and dimension-

less electric field strength (eβλD∇Φ) to create a refined mesh; for our purposes here,

a spacing of 0.01 was used. After solving the WiSE at a set composition and λ, the

refined maps for ϕ̄+, ϕ̄−, ϕ̄0, dimensionless ρe, p̄+−, p̄+0, p̄−+, p̄0+, τ , and ϵ were saved,

allowing one to interpolated solution for these quantities from these maps for a given

electrostatic potential and electric field strength. Sample maps are shown at the end

of this section in Fig. S1-S3.

2. Using the dimensionless ρe and dimensionless ϵ maps (shown in (Fig. S3), we can

then numerically solve the modified PB equation to get a solution for the electrostatic

potential and electric field profile in the EDL. Our boundary condition for a charge
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surface is,

(ϵ∇Φ)|s = −qsn. (S44)

The boundary condition for the bulk is,

Φ(r → ∞) = 0. (S45)

3. The electrostatic potential and electric field profile in the EDL along with our inter-

polation maps allows us to predict profiles of the various quantities of interest in the

EDL: dimensionless charge density, total volume fractions of each species, volume frac-

tion of free (or fully hydrated) cations, volume fraction free anions, volume fraction of

free water, volume fraction aggregates as well as individual clusters volume fractions,

association probabilities, and the product of the ionic association probabilities. Lastly

from the individual clusters’ volume fractions, one can convert into the dimensionless

cluster concentrations and, hence, numerically evaluate the simplified form of Eq. (27)

till the evaluation converges to determine the length scale of the aggregates. Here, we

summed over all valid Sticky Cation Cayley tree clusters containing up to 100 cations

and up to 100 anions. Additionally, using the individual clusters’ volume fractions,

one can obtain the dimensionless concentrations, which allows one to create the cluster

distribution plots for l +m > 0.

4. To determine the screening length (λs), we applied a ± 0.001 V electrostatic potential

boundary condition at the surface. We obtained the screening length from the electro-

static potential profile in the EDL by fitting an exponential decay to the profile and

extracting the exponential decay constant for a range of molalities as shown in Fig. S8.

In Fig. S8, it was constructed using a 0.001 V electrostatic potential boundary condi-

tion. It is worth noting that the screening lengths obtained by ± 0.001 V solutions are

very similar. Additionally, these profiles are within the pre-gel regime for the screening
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length plot in Fig. S8. As λs is plotted against molality and the system’s MD param-

eters fluctuate slightly with the molality, the average value of v0 and λ was used to

generate this figure. Lastly, to determine the bulk WiSE composition, we utilized the

following formula to determine the ϕ+ from the molality (m) and the molar mass of the

solvent (Ms), as from bulk electroneutrality and incompressibility this fully determines

the bulk composition:

ϕ+ =

(
1 +

1

ξ+Msm
+
ξ−
ξ+

)−1

(S46)

5. To obtain our differential capacitance predictions, we introduce the α-parameter and

set it to 0.1 to bring the voltage range of the profile more in line with real-world

systems. Following this and similar to previous steps, we solved the new system to

obtain solution maps to the modified system of equations. From these maps, one could

solve the modified PB equation. Then, we solved for the potential at the interface (Φs)

over a range of surface charge densities (qs) for our boundary conditions, here we used

a fine grid spacing of approximately 0.0001 C/m2. Note the solution to the system

impacts the value of the dimensional surface charge density; hence, this spacing for qs

was found numerically. From this map, we next constructed splines to calculate how

qs depends on Φs. Using these splines, we calculated the differential capacitance by

numerically taking the derivative of qs with respect to Φs using finite differences.

6. The excess surface concentrations can be obtained in our current theory via numerical

integration of the difference between the species’ concentration and its bulk concen-

tration. Note to obtain the concentration, one can convert the volume fractions to the

dimensionless concentration as ci = ϕi/ξi then divide by v0 to obtain the concentration.

In this work, the numerical integration was conducted on the fine spacing produced by

the numerical solver for the boundary value problem.

7. Obtaining the interfacial concentration of water is more intricate as the depletion

region is important for correctly evaluating this quantity. Hence to make the predicted
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values from the theory more analogous to the predictions from the MD simulations, the

depletion region found for the MD cases was used to shift the theory’s dimensionless

concentration before integration. As this region has zero value, one can reduce the

upper integration bound accordingly, which was done here. Note for the zero charge

surface, the depletion region was not symmetric; hence, the average value was used.

With the properly shifted dimensionless concentration of water profiles, which are

obtained by converting from volume fraction, one can numerically integrate these curves

up from 0 to ℓw (here 5 Å) and divide by ℓw as well as the bulk value of total water.

Additionally, as one needs to have it end at a specific distance, the water curves were

used to construct splines, which can be numerically integrated over the specific domain

with a refined spacing.

As just discussed earlier, the first step towards obtaining our theory’s predictions is to

generate numerical solutions to the system of equations. Examples of these maps for 15m

water-in-LiTFSI under the sticky-cation formalism are shown below in Fig. S1-S3, along with

a Fig. S4, which highlights how close to the gelation the system is where negative implies

gelation has occurred.

62



Figure S1: Numerical solution map for the species volume fractions (ϕ̄i) and exponential of
the Lagrange multiplier (τ) in our system of equations under the sticky-cation formalism for
15m WiSE. a) Volume fraction of cations (ϕ̄+). b) Volume fraction of anions (ϕ̄−). c) Volume
fraction of solvent (ϕ̄0). d) Exponential of the Lagrange multiplier (τ). Shown here is how
these unknowns vary with the dimensionless electrostatic potential (u) and dimensionless
electric field strength (∇̃u). Here we use f+ = 4, f− = 3, ξ0 = 1, ξ+ = 0.4, ξ− = 10.8,
ϵr = 10.1, λ = 0.231, P = 4.995 Debye, and v0 = 22.5 Å3.
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Figure S2: Numerical solution map for the association probabilities (p̄ij) in our system of
equations under the sticky-cation formalism for 15m WiSE. a) Association probability of
cations being bound to anion (p̄+−). b) Association probability of anions being bound to
cation (p̄−+). c) Association probability of cations being bound to water (p̄+0). d) Associa-
tion probability of water being bound to cations (p̄0+). Shown here is how the association
probabilities vary with the dimensionless electrostatic potential (u) and dimensionless elec-
tric field strength (∇̃u). Here we use f+ = 4, f− = 3, ξ0 = 1, ξ+ = 0.4, ξ− = 10.8, ϵr = 10.1,
λ = 0.231, P = 4.995 Debye, and v0 = 22.5 Å3.
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Figure S3: Numerical solution map for dimensionless charge density (ρ̃) and dimensionless
dielectric constant (ϵ̃) in our system of equations under the sticky-cation formalism for 15m
WiSE. a) Dimensionless charge density (ρ̃). b) Dimensionless dielectric constant (ϵ̃). Shown
here is how these key unknowns for solving the modified-PB equation vary with the dimen-
sionless electrostatic potential (u) and dimensionless electric field strength (∇̃u). Here we
use f+ = 4, f− = 3, ξ0 = 1, ξ+ = 0.4, ξ− = 10.8, ϵr = 10.1, λ = 0.231, P = 4.995 Debye, and
v0 = 22.5 Å3.

Figure S4: Numerical solution map for 1−(f+−1)(f−−1)p̄+−p̄−+ in our system of equations
under the sticky-cation formalism for 15m WiSE. Shown here is how the proximity to gela-
tion varies with the dimensionless electrostatic potential (u) and the negative dimensionless
electric field strength (∇̃u). Here we use f+ = 4, f− = 3, ξ0 = 1, ξ+ = 0.4, ξ− = 10.8,
ϵr = 10.1, λ = 0.231, P = 4.995 Debye, and v0 = 22.5 Å3.
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7.5 Additional Theory Predictions

In the main text, we highlighted the ability of our theory to predict the increase in aggre-

gation due to electric field-induced enhancement in associations. Shown below in Fig. S5

is a magnified view of this enhancement in 15m water-in-LiTFSI under the sticky cation

approximation near a negatively charged electrode.

Figure S5: Electric field induced enhancement in associations in 15m WiSE. Shown is the
product of the ionic association probabilities, p̄+−p̄−+, normalized by its bulk value p+−p−+.
This figure is plotted only close to the charged surface to highlight the effect but was solved
over the same regime as the figures comparing the MD simulation’s spatial EDL profiles to
the theory’s predictions in the main text. Here we use f+ = 4, f− = 3, ξ0 = 1, ξ+ = 0.4,
ξ− = 10.8, ϵr = 10.1, λ = 0.231, P = 4.995 Debye, v0 = 22.5 Å3, and qs = -0.2 C/m2.

Next, let us discuss how the local association constant (λ̄) varies through the EDL. As

highlighted in the main text, the general trends in the λ̄’s spatial profiles are consistent

between the MD and the theory, with even the magnitudes agreeing to a reasonable degree.

This result is shown for 15m LiTFSI at a surface charge density of ∓0.2 C/m2 in Fig. S6.

This agreement further supports the utility of our theory. Two main deviations between

the theory and MD results can be seen in Fig. S6. First, at the condensed layer, the MD

appears to diverge or become undefined. This deviation is expected given the structure of
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the condensed layer, as co-ion concentrations vanish which leads to ill-defined association

probabilities. Second, there are oscillations in the MD’s λ̄ not seen in the theory’s prediction.

Once again, this deviation is expected as the theory is a local formulation limiting the model

from capturing oscillations in λ̄ that are likely caused by electric field oscillations or species

layering. Nonetheless, the model’s ability to capture the trends in λ̄’s spatial profile and

order of magnitude is a promising result.

Figure S6: Local association constant (λ̄) through the EDL in WiSEs. a) λ̄ of 15m WiSE at
qs = -0.2 C/m2 as a function of distance from the interface in dimensionless units, where κ
is the inverse Debye length. b) λ̄ of 15m WiSE at qs = 0.2 C/m2 as a function of distance
from the interface in dimensionless units. Here we use f+ = 4, f− = 3, ξ0 = 1, ξ+ = 0.4,
ξ− = 10.8, ϵr = 10.1, λ = 0.231, P = 4.995 Debye, and v0 = 22.5 Å3.

One can embed theory results like the differential capacitance into constructed meshes

such as those shown in Fig. S1-S4 gaining insight into the system. For example in Fig. S7, the

embedding provides insight into the factors that give rise to the local peaks in the differential

capacitance profile. This embedding can be done with all the meshes for results with the

same parametrization and for results that depend on the electrostatic profile. In this case,

we focus on how the non-dimensional charge density (Fig. S7.a) and dielectric constant

(Fig. S7.b) vary throughout the differential capacitance profile. First consider the peak at

moderate negative potential, it occurs in a region of cation enrichment and has some dielectric

enhancement that leads to the large peak we see at the same location in the differential

capacitance. Second consider the peak at moderate positive potential, it occurs in a region
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of anion enrichment but with less significant dielectric enhancement leading to the smaller

peak we see at this same location in the differential capacitance. Third consider the peak at

large positive potential, it occurs in a region of decreasing non-dimensional charge density

and strongly increasing non-dimensional dielectric constant suggesting that this is a region of

free water enrichment with significant dielectric enhancement. Additionally, these observed

features can be further supported by considering other meshes similar to those shown in

Fig. S1-S3. One can also utilize these meshes by constructing additional local quantity maps

from these fundamental ones. For example, one could construct maps of the concentration

of free water or ion pairs to provide additional insight into these systems. Moreover, one

could also use these new meshes to develop intuition on key features in predicted profiles.

This concept is demonstrated here as we embedded the differential capacitance profile into

the non-dimensional charge density (Fig. S7.a) and dielectric constant (Fig. S7.b) meshes.

Figure S7: Differential capacitance profile (C) embedded into dimensionless charge den-
sity (ρ̃) and dimensionless dielectric constant (ϵ̃) meshes for WiSE. This projection was
constructed for 15m WiSE using the sticky-cation formalism. Local maximums in the dif-
ferential capacitance profiles are marked by a red circle: a) Differential capacitance profile
embedded in the dimensionless charge density (ρ̃). b) Differential capacitance profile em-
bedded in the dimensionless dielectric constant (ϵ̃). The maps are shown for variations in
the electrostatic potential (Φ) and electric field strength (∇Φ). Here we use f+ = 4, f− = 3,
ξ0 = 1, ξ+ = 0.4, ξ− = 10.8, ϵr = 10.1, λ = 0.231, P = 4.995 Debye, v0 = 22.5 Å3, and α =
0.1.
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Now turning to the screening length, λs, varies with the molality in the pre-gel regime. In

Fig. S8, we can observe that the screening length decrease as the molality of LiTFSI increases

up to 9 m, after which it is relatively constant. The enhancement of the screening length

due to the associations can be seen in the inset of Fig. S8 where λs/λD is always greater

than, or equal to, one. Additionally, we can observe around 9m that the contributions to

the screening length from the associations begin to increase, leading to the screening length

increasing more strongly with concentration.

Figure S8: Screening length prediction for WiSEs. Screening length of WiSE as a function
of molality. The inset shows the screening length normalized by the formal Debye length,
λD =

√
v0ϵ/e2β(c+ + c−), as a function of molality. Here we use f+ = 4, f− = 3, ξ0 = 1,

ξ+ = 0.4, ξ− = 10.8, ϵr = 10.1, λ = 0.228, P = 4.995 Debye, and v0 = 22.7 Å3.

8 Extended Simulation Section

Presented here is an in-depth explanation and discussion of the analysis of the molecular

dynamic (MD) simulations as well as the implementation of the sticky-cation formalism. For
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the MD simulations presented here, we utilized the same molecular dynamics procedure and

force fields used in Ref. 23.

8.1 Molecular Dynamics Simulation Methodology

Here we performed classical atomistic MD simulations using LAMMPS,148 following the

methodology outlined in Ref. 23, which we will briefly recap. Our simulations were for

LiTFSI in water at concentrations of 12 m and 15 m in a slit geometry in contact with

charged interfaces.

We simulated the EDL of this WiSE in the NVT ensemble at 300 K, where the geometry

of the cell was taken to be 33×33×266 Å3, with two 33×33×33 Å3 electrodes sandwiching

the electrolyte region was made up of fixed Lennard Jones (LJ) spheres arranged in an fcc

lattice (100). For 15 m, the box contained 636 ion pairs, 2356 water molecules, and 4096

electrode atoms. For 12 m, the box contained 588 ion pairs, 2725 water molecules, and

4096 electrode atoms. The initial configurations for all simulations were generated using the

open-source software, PACKMOL.149 Surface charges of ±0.2 C/m2 were applied by placing

partial charges on the first layer of the electrode atoms. Additionally identical simulations

were conducted for 15 m with surface charge of ±0.15 C/m2, ±0.1 C/m2, ±0.05 C/m2, and

0 C/m2.

For all Li+ and TFSI− we employed the CL&P force field.150 For water, we employed the

spc/e force field. Inter-atomic interactions are determined using Lorentz-Berthelot mixing

rules. For the electrode, we did not explicitly model the dynamics, omitting the need for an

‘electrode’-‘electrode’ force field. The electrode only interacts with the fluid through coulomb

and Lennard-Jones interactions, which were made to be the same no matter what atom is

interacting with the electrode atom with LJ well depth ε = 0.001eV and LJ well distance

σ = 3 Å. Long-range electrostatic interactions were computed using the Particle-Particle

Particle-Mesh (PPPM) solver with cut-off of 12 Å, which maps particle charge to a 2D mesh

in the transverse direction for the nano-slit simulation.151
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Equilibration runs of about 12 ns (1 fs time steps) were performed initially with no

applied potential/charge. Then the surface charge was ramped up from zero, allowing for

12 ns of equilibration, and 4 (2) ns of production at each electrode surface charge for 15 m

(12 m) collecting frames every 4 (2) ps, giving a total of 1000 frames in each case.

8.2 Parameters for Theory and Analysis of Simulation Data

To model a given WiSE, one needs to obtain predictions for the volume ratios (ξ+ & ξ−),

the functionality of the cations and anions (f+ & f−), and association constants (λ+− &

λ+0). We will discuss how these are calculated, and then explain how quantities within the

EDL are computed, before moving to screening lengths and integrated quantities. A detailed

depiction of the analysis of the MD data is shown in Fig. S9.

The volume ratios can be determined by summing over the van der Waals spheres of

the elements that comprise the molecules, ensuring not to double count for overlapping

contributions, and normalizing this volume by the volume of water (v0). In this work for the

volume fractions, we use the same values found in Ref. 24, ξ+ = 0.4 & ξ− = 10.8.

To compute the associations in this MD simulation, we first identified the threshold

distance for which an association would be classified. This can also be accomplished via

studying the spatial distribution functions of the associating molecules and counting the

number of “hot-spots” that are present.42 Alternatively, one can utilize kinetic criteria127

or machine learning methods128 to define associations between species in the electrolyte.

Following the previous analysis of this type of system,23 with the same simulation procedure

and force fields, the association threshold was determined to be 2.7 Å. This means that

if Li+ is within 2.7 Å of an oxygen atom belonging to TFSI− or H2O, an association was

present. Note we do not consider any association between water and TFSI− as these are

rare in WiSEs considered here.23,24

The coordination number of each Li+ was obtained by counting the number of Li-O (Wa-

ter) associations as well as Li-O (TFSI−). Here, if multiple oxygens’ from a TFSI− associate
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Figure S9: Schematic of Sample Molecular Dynamics Simulation Analysis. Here the top layer
shows what a single cluster would look in our MD simulation. The second layer highlights how
we decomposed the cluster, by localizing associations and positions to their center of masses.
Nd,i

j indicates the number of species type j that are found in the ith single partition/bin for

the dth data frame. Nd,i
jk represents the number of associations from species j to species k

localized to the center of mass of species j. The number of species and associations can then
be used by Nd,i

j /Nd,i
jk to obtain the average association number Pd,i

jk . This quantity is used
to find the average association number per bin later by averaging it overall data frames and
dividing by its functionality, f̃j. Here we use f̃j since it can depart from the functionality
when analyzing under different approximations like the sticky-cation formalism. Lastly, we
calculate the approximate number density per bin of a lms-ranked cluster Nd,i

lms via the
fraction of that clusters ionic backbone present in the bin.

to a single Li+, it was only counted once, i.e., bi-dentate or multi-dentate associations are

only counted as one. This kind of procedure was also used to evaluate the number of asso-
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ciations each Li+ had. Similarly, the number of Li+ associated to a single water molecule’s

oxygen was extracted. Lastly, we repeated this procedure for the TFSI−, but here, we only

counted the associations by the number of unique Li+ associated to the oxygen atoms be-

longing to the TFSI−. In all these cases, the associations were assigned to the molecule’s

center of mass, which was calculated directly from the position data. This approximation

was made to treat the individual molecules discretely and at one point in space. By doing

this, however, it means the associations that are spread out over space are localized to the

center of mass.

Considering the total coordination number of Li+ in the bulk, for 12 m and 15 m water-in-

LiTFSI with electrodes with ±0.2 C/m2 surface charge in Fig. S10 and Fig. S11 respectively,

one can note on average that they form more than four associations at both molalities. From

this finding the Li+ functionality should be f+ = {4,5}. Previously in Ref. 24, they found

that Li+ in water-in-LiTFSI for a range of molalities had a coordination number slightly

greater than four, leading to them choosing f+ = 4. The functionality of the TFSI anions

has been previously studied by analyzing their spatial distribution function and how their

moieties interact with the lithium ions; it is set as f− = 3.24 This comes from the partial

negative charge distributed among the oxygen atoms of the TFSI− leading to the association

being formed between Li-O. However, typically, when three Li+ are associated with TFSI−,

it leads to two oxygen atoms being associated on a single Li+. However, there are rare cases

where four Li+ can be associated with a single TFSI−, but since they are rare, it is justifiable

to set f−=3.

Following Ref. 24, we calculate the association probabilities through

pij =

〈
# of associations of type ij

fi ·# of molecules of type i

〉
(S47)

where there is an average temporally, and over space if in the bulk region. We also compute

these probabilities as a function of position, where the normalization has to occur over only
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Figure S10: Lithium Coordination Number for 12 m water-in-LiTFSI for electrodes with
qs = ±0.2 C/m2 surface charge. Here the left side of the plot corresponds to the interface
with qs = 0.2 C/m2 and the right side with qs = −0.2 C/m2.

Figure S11: Lithium Coordination Number for 15 m water-in-LiTFSI for electrodes with
qs = ±0.2 C/m2 surface charge. Here the left side of the plot corresponds to the interface
with qs = 0.2 C/m2 and the right side with qs = −0.2 C/m2.

those bins/partitions that have species present. The process of extracting the association

probabilities spatially is highlighted in Fig. S9. Note as shown a partition (or bin) can only

produce a sample if the respective species are present, i.e., if no Li+ is present, one cannot
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obtain a sampled value for p̄+− and p̄+0. This makes sampling the association probabilities of

the counter-ions in the EDL more challenging given the lower statistics available given their

rare appearance close to the interface. In the sticky cation approximation, f+ is replaced with

the bulk coordination number of Li+, to ensure the association probabilities are bounded

with 0 and 1. Note, it is still possible to have a probability greater than one as uncommon

coordination structures can exist in the EDL. An effect of this modification is that it slightly

adjusts the extracted λ used for the sticky cation approximation.

From these association probabilities one can directly calculate the product of the ionic

association probabilities, p̄+−p̄−+. Additionally, one can extract the variance of these sam-

pled values over the production period. From this calculation and using the propagation of

error, one can calculate the standard deviation for p̄+−p̄−+.

As discussed in the work of McEldrew et al.,24,41 the association constants can be ob-

tained from Eqs. (S15)-(S16) using the previously computed ensemble average association

probabilities. An equivalent procedure was utilized for the sticky case to extract λ using

Eq. (S48) shown below,

λ =
λ+−

λ+0

=
p−+(1− p0+)

p0+(1− p−+)
. (S48)

From this analysis we found that for 12 m λ+− = 24.1 ± 0.66 & λ+0 = 106 ± 1.7 and 15 m

λ+− = 36.9±1.7 & λ+0 = 159±5.18. Additionally under the sticky cation approximation, we

found that 12 m λ = 0.226± 0.0066, 15 m λ = 0.231± 0.0066. Alternatively, one can obtain

predictions for these association constants without fitting from MD simulations by using

integral equations and Wertheim’s formalism.152–159 The main drawback to this fitting-free

approach is that can only be applied to certain simple cases.44

To calculate the aggregates, we construct an adjacency matrix. This matrix represents

the connectivity of the ionic species by labeling the species’ local associations. Analyzing

this adjacency matrix allows us to establish the lms rank of the cluster to which the ionic

species and water belong. This information allows one to label each ionic species with its

cluster identity; a similar treatment could be done for water or solvent molecules.
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Next, we turn to describing in more detail how we calculate EDL quantities. As described

above, we have outlined how the coordination numbers of Li+ are dealt with, through local-

izing the associations on a Li+. In what follows, we describe how we partition species and

associations into bins as a function from the interface, which can then be compared against

our theory.

Firstly, the volume fraction of each species was obtained by first calculating the average

number of each species in a bin/partition. From this, we invoked the incompressibility

compressibility constraint to normalize the total species volume by the total volume from

the number density profiles to obtain the spatial species volume fractions profiles in the

EDL. Here we selected bins to minimize the numerical artifacts of spatial profiles typically

seen in larger bins. This leads to small bins with widths around 0.3 Å selected as a result of

the overly small Debye length in these concentrated electrolytes. This partitioning is in line

with previous studies.23

An equivalent method was used to find the volume fraction of each cluster, where first, we

obtained the average number of each type of cluster in each partition. Here, the cluster was

segmented by the cations and anions that composed them as they can exist across multiple

partitions; hence, accounting for the fractional amount of the cluster in each partition allowed

for a finer partition to be utilized. This is still an approximation as the bound water molecules

are effectively shrink-wrapped to the ionic backbone in this method. Following the previous

method, the volume of each cluster in the partition is normalized by the total volume in the

partition, producing the volume fraction of each cluster.

To find the volume fraction of each cluster, where first, we obtained the average number of

each type of cluster in each partition/bin. Here, the cluster was segmented by the cations and

anions that composed them as they can exist across multiple partitions; hence, accounting

for the fractional amount of the cluster in each partition allowed for a finer partition to be

utilized. We achieved this here by counting what fraction of the ionic species that made

up a cluster is found in that partition, highlighted in Fig. S9. If we required the partitions

76



to contain the entire clusters, then only coarse partitioning of the MD simulation cell could

be used. This is still an approximation as the bound water molecules are effectively shrink-

wrapped to the ionic backbone of the cluster in this method, i.e. not explicitly counted for

ion-containing clusters. Following the previous method, the volume of each cluster in the

partition is normalized by the total volume in the partition, producing the volume fraction of

each cluster. Note a more exacting way to analyze these clusters would be to forgo extracting

the number density of the clusters initially. Through this approach, one would label all the

species with the cluster to which they belong. Then, one can calculate what fraction of the

volume in the partition they contribute from the total species volume fractions. Hence, this

approach directly provides the volume fraction of each cluster in a partition without needing

the number of densities. One can still extract the number densities by back-calculating from

ϕ̄lms to c̄lms.

One needs to extract from the simulations the site size, which in the theory is set to the

size of a water molecule (v0). To determine this value, one first calculates the volume of

the electrolyte simulation cell (V ) from the initialization of the simulation cell. Then, by

utilizing the incompressibility criteria, one can find,

1 = ϕ+ + ϕ− + ϕ0 =
v0
V

(ξ+N+ + ξ−N− +N0) . (S49)

Since the number of molecules is known for each simulation’s molality, and the electrolyte

volume can be extracted, one can explicitly solve for v0 from Eq. (S49). Using the volume

ratios, as they are independent of the MD, the number of each species, and the volume of

a single site (v0), we can define the bulk species volume fractions for the simulations. This

composition represents the theory-equivalent bulk solution that can be tested against the

simulation results.

From these volume fractions and the bulk dielectric constant found previously to be

ϵr =10.1 for water-in-LiTFSI,23 one can calculate the Debye length (λD) for the simulations
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and the theory for which the distance from the charged interface is normalized by the inverse

Debye length (κ). Performing this analysis for the 12 m and 15 m cases and comparing

against theory, we found that for 12 m v0 = 22.9 Å3 with ϕ+ ≈ 0.0253 and for 15 m v0 =

22.5 Å3 with ϕ+ ≈ 0.0268. These values for the site volume roughly align with the volume

of a single water molecule and fall roughly around that of the volume a bulk water molecule

would take up, albeit slightly smaller, which is consistent with the more concentrated nature

of the WiSEs.

To calculate the length scale of the aggregates, one can utilize the average volume fraction

of each type of cluster in each partition to obtain c̄lms in these partitions. As MD is restricted

to finite domains, this restricts any potential gelation to existing as finite sized clusters, albeit

with a large number of loops. Therefore we can explicitly use the pre-gel regime version of

the length scale of the aggregates equation:

ℓ3A =
v0
∑

lms(ξ+l + ξ−m+ s)2c̄lms∑
lms(ξ+l + ξ−m+ s)c̄lms

= v0
∑
lms

(ξ+l + ξ−m+ s)2c̄lms. (S50)

Thus by explicitly doing these summations, the length scale of the aggregates in each

partition can be calculated. For simplicity, these calculations were conducted using the pre-

gel regime formula, although the oscillations in the EDL predict the segments of the system

will gel. This treatment simplifies the comparison against the theory and experimental data.

Turning our attention to the integrated quantities. The excess surface concentrations,

shown in Eq. (S51) where ∞ is the middle of the simulation cell, can be found by integrating

the difference between the concentration of each species by their theoretical bulk reservoir,

from the surface of each charged interface to the center of the simulation box. This analysis

is done through spline interpolation and then integration of our numerical concentrations.

Additionally, we exclude the depletion region where no species are present. This methodology

allows us to compare these results directly against the theory without needing to implement a

depletion region shift into the theory to make the extracted measurements have an equivalent
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meaning. Note that this treatment means that the left and right electrodes at no charge can

produce different excess surface concentrations, and thus, these two values are averaged to

obtain the reported one.

Γi(qs) =
1

v0

∫ ∞

0

(
c̄i(x, qs)− cbulki

)
dx, (S51)

Lastly to calculate the interfacial concentration of water, shown in Eq. (S52) where ℓw=5

Å one needs the bulk value of total water to normalize this quantity and the spatial profiles

to integrate over. The bulk value was obtained from the middle third of the simulation cell,

where we calculated the concentration of the total water molecules. Splines interpolate the

profile to allow for numerical integration from the surface of the charged interface to 5 Å

away from it. Enabling an analogous comparison against the MD prediction in the theory,

the same depletion region in the MD is used in the theory, i.e. the region where no species

are found near the charged interface. Since the theory was not developed to account for

steric effects at the interfaces, which would create a deletion region, a synthetic one from the

MD was incorporated. This shift was performed to enable a more direct comparison of the

simulations and the theory’s predictions. Lastly, as the shift values extracted at zero surface

charge were not equal, their values were averaged.

ρ̃adsw,n(qs) =

∫ ℓw
0
c̄n(x, qs) dx

ℓwcbulk0

. (S52)

8.3 Stick Cation Testing and Validation for 12 m Water-in-LiTFSI

This section primarily focuses on the implications of making the sticky cation approximation

and how it influences the theory and simulation results. For this reason, the discussion focuses

mainly on the general trends and implications observed without going into fine details on the

individual profiles in each of the figures as conducted in the main text. Presented here are

the main EDL profiles at qs = ±0.2 C/m2 for 12 m water-in-LiTFSI, the general case plots
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are shown in Fig. S12 and Fig. S14, and the sticky cation approximation plots are shown in

Fig. S13 and Fig. S15.

Initially, let us discuss what is expected to change between the general case and the

sticky cation approximation. In the analysis of the MD simulation’s data, the only change

introduced by the sticky cation approximation is replacing f+ with the bulk coordination

number of Li+, as discussed in the previous subsection. While this does not affect the

extracted species volume fractions (ϕ̄i) or the cluster volume fractions (ϕ̄lms), it does impact

the association probabilities of cations to anions (p̄+−) and cations to solvent (p̄+0). For

this reason, it is also expected to impact the product of the ionic association probabilities,

p̄+−p̄−+, as well as λ, since it is calculated as a direct average instead of from the averages

of λ+− and λ+0. In these three cases, it is expected to scale the curves by a factor of roughly

5/4.6 ≈ 1.1, which comes from the ratio of the general functionality f+ = 5 to the bulk

coordination number of Li+ 4.6. Additionally, this change from the general case to sticky

cation approximation will shift the critical p̄+−p̄−+ = (f+ − 1)(f− − 1) at which gelation is

predicted to occur, owing to the different functionalities. In regards to the expected changes

in the theory between these two cases, it is less clear, as it is governed by the solution to

a system of polynomials with large order. However, one can loosely expect the trends and

profiles predicted by the theory between the two cases to be roughly similar. However, the

exact values may differ slightly as f+ and λ are changing in addition to the enforcement of

p̄+−+ p̄+0 = 1. The place of greatest change is expected to be in the association probabilities

(p̄ij) profiles as in the sticky cation case p̄+− + p̄+0 = 1 whereas in the general case this is

not enforced. This can additional lead to changes in p̄+−p̄−+ if p̄+− is strongly impacted.

Similar to the changes in the simulations critical p̄+−p̄−+ threshold, the theory’s threshold

will change in the same manner.

Let us now consider the simulations for the negatively charged electrode. This can be

done by comparing the simulation general case results shown in the left column of Fig. S12)

against the sticky case results in the left column of Fig. S13). As expected, the species volume
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Figure S12: Distributions of properties of general 12m WiSEs in the EDL as a function
from the interface, in dimensionless units, where κ is the inverse Debye length. a-d) are the
results from MD simulations, and e-h) are the corresponding predictions from theory. The
gray region indicates the minimum distance from the electrode at which a species was never
found. a,e) Total volume fraction of each species. b,f) Volume fractions of hydrated cations,
free anions, free water, and aggregates. c,g) Association probabilities. d,h) Product of the
ionic association probabilities, p̄+−p̄−+, where the dashed line indicates the critical line for
gelation. Here we use f+ = 5, f− = 3, ξ0 = 1, ξ+ = 0.4, ξ− = 10.8, ϵr = 10.1, λ+− = 24.1,
λ+0 = 106, P = 4.995 Debye, v0 = 22.9 Å3, and qs = -0.2 C/m2.

fraction profiles match exactly in Fig. S12.a) and Fig. S13.a). The cluster volume fraction

profiles shown in Fig. S12.b) and Fig. S13.b) also match. Considering now Fig. S12.c) and

81



Figure S13: Distributions of properties of 12m WiSEs in the EDL using the sticky cation
approximation as a function from the interface, in dimensionless units, where κ is the inverse
Debye length. a-d) are the results from MD simulations, and e-h) are the corresponding pre-
dictions from theory. The gray region indicates the minimum distance from the electrode
at which a species was never found. a,e) Total volume fraction of each species. b,f) Vol-
ume fractions of hydrated cations, free anions, free water, and aggregates. c,g) Association
probabilities. d,h) Product of the ionic association probabilities, p̄+−p̄−+, where the dashed
line indicates the critical line for gelation. Here we use f+ = 4, f− = 3, ξ0 = 1, ξ+ = 0.4,
ξ− = 10.8, ϵr = 10.1, λ = 0.226, P = 4.995 Debye, v0 = 22.9 Å3, and qs = -0.2 C/m2.

Fig. S13.c) one can observe that the profiles for p̄−+ and p̄0+ are an exact match; however

p̄+− and p̄+0 in Fig. S13.c) appear to be the same profiles seen in Fig. S12.c) but scaled up by
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a constant. This difference is exactly as expected from the change in the MD data analysis.

Lastly, one can note that the product of the ionic association probabilities, p̄+−p̄−+, shown

in Fig. S13.d) is a scaled-up by a constant factor version of p̄+−p̄−+ in Fig. S12.d). Here, one

can also note between Fig. S12.d) and Fig. S13.d) the critical threshold for p̄+−p̄−+ shifting

up from the general case to the sticky cation case. Overall, the changes in the results and

their profiles in the EDL do not appear to differ drastically between the general case and

the sticky cation case in the MD simulations.

Next, let us consider how the theory’s predictions change between the general case and

the sticky cation case for the negatively charged electrode. This can be done by comparing

the theory’s general prediction shown in the right column of Fig. S12) to the right column

of Fig. S13, which contains the theory’s prediction for the sticky cation approximation.

Viewing Fig. S12.e) and Fig. S13.e), one can compare the species volume fractions. In both

Fig. S12.e) and Fig. S13.e), the Li+ volume fraction profile as it approaches the interface

appears to slowly increase before increasing faster then plateauing near the interface in nearly

identical fashions. For the TFSI− volume fraction profile in both Fig. S12.e) and Fig. S13.e)

appears to slowly decrease before rapidly decreasing close to the interface to a near zero

value. In the case of H2O volume fraction as it approaches the interface, it appears to slowly

increase before rapidly increasing and plateauing near the interface in both cases as seen in

Fig. S12.e) and Fig. S13.e). For the species volume fractions, both cases produced nearly

identical predictions.

Considering the cluster volume fractions, one can note in both Fig. S12.f) and Fig. S13.f)

that the strictly hydrated cation clusters slowly increase before rapidly increasing close to

the interface before slightly decreasing from its peak value. Here while the trends are the

same, the exact values close to the interface are a little different with the general case taking

on slightly larger values compared to the sticky cation case. The volume fraction of bare

anions (ϕ̄010) appears to present the same trends in Fig. S12.f) and Fig. S13.f) where it is

slowly decreasing before decreasing faster closer to the interface. Here, ϕ̄001 appears to start
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at a notably higher value in the bulk in the sticky cation case compared to the general case,

leading the sticky case’s ϕ̄010 profile appearing as a scaled-up version of the general case’s

ϕ̄010 profile. The volume fraction of free water molecules (ϕ̄001) seems to present the same

trends in both Fig. S12.f) and Fig. S13.f) where it slow increases before quickly increasing

near the interface. For the general case’s ϕ̄001, the profile seems to obtain a slightly lower

value near the interface than in the sticky cation case. For the volume fraction of aggregates

(ϕ̄Agg) profile in the EDL, the two cases appear to have the same trends as displayed in

Fig. S12.f) and Fig. S13.f) where it slow increases before achieving a local maximum after

which it quickly decreases near the interface. For ϕ̄Agg, one can note that the general case

appears to start at a somewhat higher value in the bulk than in the sticky cation case.

Additionally, the local maximum in ϕ̄Agg is slightly more notable in the sticky cation case

compared to the general case. The trends and predictions for the cluster volume fractions

appear to be similar between the general and the sticky cation cases, with minor deviations

in the precise values.

Turning to the association probabilities displayed in Fig. S12.g) and Fig. S13.g) in both

cases p̄+− appears to slowly decrease before quickly decreasing towards zero close to the

interface. The trends and values seen in the p̄+− profile appear to agree in both the general

and sticky cation cases. Considering now p̄+0 in the general case shown in Fig. S12.g), p̄+0

initially increases before quickly increasing close to the interface, then obtains its maximum

value before decreasing slightly. In Fig. S13.g), p̄+0 in the sticky case also initially slowly

increasing before rapidly increasing near the interface before plateauing around 1. This

deviation between the general case and the sticky cation case is expected as p̄+−+ p̄+0 = 1 is

enforced in the sticky cation case but not the general case, allowing for the more sophisticated

profile in p̄+0 to exist independent of p̄+− in the general case. Additionally, p̄+0 in the general

case appears to take on a slightly lower value in the bulk compared to the sticky cation case.

As seen in both Fig. S12.g) and Fig. S13.g), p̄−+ slowly increase before quickly increasing

at a decelerating rate near the interface. While the trends match, the exact profiles appear
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to differ by scaling factor, i.e. the sticky case seems to be a slightly scaled-down version of

the general case. Last for the association probabilities, p̄0+ demonstrated the same trends

in its EDL profile as shown in both Fig. S12.g) and Fig. S13.g), where it is initially slowly

increasing before increasing faster near the interface and achieving a maximum value before

slightly decreasing. Once again while both the general and sticky cation trends are similar,

here the sticky cation p̄0+ profile appears to be a scaled-down version of the general p̄0+ profile

with a slightly more noticeable maximum. Overall, even with slight deviations between the

association probability profiles in the general and sticky cation cases, they appear to produce

similar trends and predictions.

Finally let us compare the product of the ionic association probabilities, p̄+−p̄−+, in the

general and sticky cation cases shown in Fig. S12.h) and Fig. S13.h), respectively. In both

cases p̄+−p̄−+ very slightly increases till obtaining a maximum after which is gradually decays

to zero close to the interface. In Fig. S12.h) and Fig. S13.h), the trends for p̄+−p̄−+ are the

same, but the exact value is slightly different with the general case taking on a slightly larger

value in the bulk than the sticky cation case. Considering that trends in the predicted EDL

quantities are rather close between the general and the sticky cation cases and that the slight

deviations in values or trends do not significantly change the overarching predictions, this

narrow difference suggests that the sticky cation approximation is reasonable for negatively

charged electrodes.

Now, let us consider the simulation measurements for the positively charged electrode.

This can be done by comparing the simulation general case results shown in the left column

of Fig. S14) against the sticky case results in the left column of Fig. S15). Similar to the

negatively charged cases, the species volume fraction profiles in Fig. S14.a) and Fig. S15.a)

are an exact match. Comparing Fig. S14.b) and Fig. S15.b), the cluster volume fractions

are also an exact match. Turning to the association probabilities are shown in Fig. S14.c)

and Fig. S15.c) one can note that the profiles for p̄−+ and p̄0+ as in the negatively charged

case are exact matches; however as expected p̄+− and p̄+0 in Fig. S15.c) appear to be scaled
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Figure S14: Distributions of properties of general 12m WiSEs in the EDL as a function
from the interface, in dimensionless units, where κ is the inverse Debye length. a-d) are the
results from MD simulations, and e-h) are the corresponding predictions from theory. The
gray region indicates the minimum distance from the electrode at which a species was never
found. a,e) Total volume fraction of each species. b,f) Volume fractions of hydrated cations,
free anions, free water, and aggregates. c,g) Association probabilities. d,h) Product of the
ionic association probabilities, p̄+−p̄−+, where the dashed line indicates the critical line for
gelation. Here we use f+ = 5, f− = 3, ξ0 = 1, ξ+ = 0.4, ξ− = 10.8, ϵr = 10.1, λ+− = 24.1,
λ+0 = 106, P = 4.995 Debye, v0 = 22.9 Å3, and qs = 0.2 C/m2.

up by a constant factor compared to the p̄+− and p̄+0 curves in Fig. S14.c). This change

was expected to occur when the MD data analysis was changed from the general case to
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Figure S15: Distributions of properties of 12m WiSEs in the EDL using the sticky cation
approximation as a function from the interface, in dimensionless units, where κ is the inverse
Debye length. a-d) are the results from MD simulations, and e-h) are the corresponding pre-
dictions from theory. The gray region indicates the minimum distance from the electrode
at which a species was never found. a,e) Total volume fraction of each species. b,f) Vol-
ume fractions of hydrated cations, free anions, free water, and aggregates. c,g) Association
probabilities. d,h) Product of the ionic association probabilities, p̄+−p̄−+, where the dashed
line indicates the critical line for gelation. Here we use f+ = 4, f− = 3, ξ0 = 1, ξ+ = 0.4,
ξ− = 10.8, ϵr = 10.1, λ = 0.226, P = 4.995 Debye, v0 = 22.9 Å3, and qs = 0.2 C/m2.

the sticky cation case. Lastly, considering the product of the ionic association probabilities,

p̄+−p̄−+, displayed in Fig. S15.d) one can note the curve is a scaled-up version of p̄+−p̄−+
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seen in Fig. S14.d). Once again, one can also note between Fig. S14.d) and Fig. S15.d) the

critical threshold for p̄+−p̄−+ shifted up from the general case to the sticky cation case. As

with the negatively charged electrode, the changes in the results and their profiles in the

EDL do not appear to differ significantly between the general case and the sticky cation case

in the MD simulations.

Let us consider how the theory’s predictions change between the general case and the

sticky cation case for the positively charged electrode. As before, we compare the the-

ory’s general prediction shown in the right column of Fig. S14) to the right column of

Fig. S15, which contains the theory’s prediction for the sticky cation approximation. Through

Fig. S14.e) and Fig. S15.e), the predictions for species volume fractions can be compared.

The Li+ volume fraction (ϕ̄+) profile is shown in Fig. S14.e) and Fig. S15.e), in both cases

when approaching the interface ϕ̄+ appears to slow decrease before decreasing faster near

the interface. For the TFSI− volume fraction (ϕ̄−) profile in both Fig. S14.e) and Fig. S15.e)

it appears to slowly increase before quickly increasing closer to the interface and obtain-

ing a maximum value around 4λD from the electrode, before moderately decreases. In the

general case, ϕ̄− appears to have a slightly higher surface value than in the sticky cation

case. In both cases, the H2O volume fraction (ϕ̄0), as it approaches the interface, appears to

slowly decrease before quickly decreasing closer to the interface and obtaining a minimum

around 4λD from the electrode before it moderately increases as seen in Fig. S14.e) and

Fig. S15.e). Here, we see that in the general case, the ϕ̄0 appears to take on a surface value

just marginally less than in the sticky cation case. For the species volume fractions, both

cases produce similar trends with only slight deviations between the general case and the

sticky cation approximation predictions.

For the cluster volume fractions, one can observe in both Fig. S14.f) and Fig. S15.f) that

the strictly hydrated cation clusters slowly decrease before rapidly decreasing towards zero

close to the interface. Here, the strictly hydrated cation clusters display the same trend and

nearly identical profiles. The volume fraction of bare anions (ϕ̄010) appears to present the
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same trends in Fig. S14.f) and Fig. S15.f) where it slowly increases before increasing faster

near the interface where it achieves a maximum before decaying slightly to the interface.

Here ϕ̄001 appears to start at a higher value in the bulk and end at a slightly lower surface

value in the sticky cation case than in the general case. The volume fraction of free water

molecules (ϕ̄001) seems to present the same trends in both Fig. S14.f) and Fig. S15.f) where

it slow increases before quickly increasing near the interface. While the trends are the same,

the exact surface ϕ̄001 appears slightly larger in the sticky cation case compared to the general

case. Lastly, for the volume fraction of aggregates (ϕ̄Agg) profile in the EDL, the two cases

appear to have the same trends as displayed in Fig. S14.f) and Fig. S15.f) where it slow

decreases quickly decreasing towards zero closer to the interface. For ϕ̄Agg, one can note

that the general case appears to start at a somewhat higher value in the bulk than in the

sticky cation case. The trends and predictions for the cluster volume fractions appear similar

between the general and the sticky cation cases with only minor deviations.

The association probabilities are displayed in Fig. S14.g) and Fig. S15.g) in both cases

for p̄+− it appears to slowly increase before quickly increasing closer to the interface then

increase slightly slower around 4λD from the interface. The trends seen in the p̄+− profile

appear to agree in both the general and sticky cation cases. The exact surface p̄+− in the

general case appears slightly larger than in the sticky cation approximation. In Fig. S14.g),

p̄+0 shown in the general case initially decreases slowly before decreasing quickly close to

the interface. In Fig. S15.g), p̄+0 displayed in the sticky case also initially slowly decreases

before quickly decreasing closer to the interface and then decreasing slightly slower around

4λD from the interface. This deviation between the general and the sticky cation cases is

expected as p̄+− + p̄+0 = 1 is enforced in the sticky cation case but not the general case

allowing for the structure of p̄+0 to not be a direct transformation of p̄+− in the general case.

Additionally, p̄+0 in the general case appears to take on a lower value in the bulk compared

to the sticky cation case. Shown in both Fig. S14.g) and Fig. S15.g) p̄−+ slowly decreasing

before quickly decreasing towards zero near the interface. Here, the trends appear to match;
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however, the exact profiles appear to differ by scaling factor, i.e. the sticky case seems to

be a slightly scaled-down version of the general case. Last for the association probabilities,

p̄0+ demonstrated the same trends in its EDL profile as shown in both Fig. S14.g) and

Fig. S15.g) where it is initially slowly decreasing before quickly decreasing towards zero near

the interface. Once again while both the general and sticky cation trends are similar, here

the sticky cation p̄0+ profile appears to be a scaled-down version of the general case’s p̄0+

profile. Even with slight deviations between the association probability profiles in the general

and sticky cation cases, they appear to produce similar trends and predictions.

Finally let us compare the product of the ionic association probabilities, p̄+−p̄−+, in the

general and sticky cation cases shown in Fig. S14.h) and Fig. S15.h), respectively. In both

cases, p̄+−p̄−+ very slightly decreases before gradually decays to zero close to the interface.

In Fig. S14.h) and Fig. S15.h), the trends for p̄+−p̄−+ are the same, but the exact value is

slightly different with the general case taking on a slightly larger value in the bulk than the

sticky cation case. Given that the trends in the predicted EDL quantities are rather close

between the general and the sticky cation cases and that the slight deviations in values or

trends do not significantly change the overarching predictions, this finding suggests that the

sticky cation approximation is reasonable for positively charged electrodes.

In conclusion as the results from MD simulations and the theory’s predictions in the

general case and under the sticky cation approximation do not vary significantly, this finding

validates the usage of the approximation for this work for both negatively and positively

charged electrodes. From the deviations observed, one can note that the accuracy of using

this approximation may worsen at close proximity to the interface. This is expected as close

to the interface, the system approaches limiting conditions for different species, which can

significantly impact certain predictions from the theory, such as the association probabilities.

Additionally, the theory is expected to deviate from the MD simulations as one closes the

distance to the interface. In this region, one would expect to have a condensed layer in which

the kinds of interactions and the form of species associations would vary significantly from
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the diffuse double layer.

9 Extended Experimental Methods Section

9.1 Experimental Methods

Bis(trifluoromethane)sulfonimide lithium salt (LiTFSI, ≥99.0% (19F-NMR), Sigma-Aldrich)

was stored in a vacuum desiccator and dried in a vacuum oven at 95 ◦C for 24 h before

use. Aqueous solutions of 1 m, 12 m, 15 m, and 21 m LiTFSI were prepared by dissolving

salt in Milli-Q water (18.2 MΩ cm−1) inside a N2-filled anaerobic chamber (relative humid-

ity controlled below 3% RH). Electrochemical measurements were performed in a sealed

three-electrode cell with a gold disk electrode (2 mm diameter, CH Instruments) as working

electrode, a gold wire (MSE Supplies) as counter electrode, and a silver wire (Sigma-Aldrich)

as reference electrode. The gold disk electrode was polished mechanically on a microcloth

polishing pad (Buehler) in 0.05 µm alumina particle (CH Instruments) slurry, rinsed with

Deionized water and sonicated for 15 min, and blow-dried by ultrapure N2 before use.

Electrochemical impedance spectroscopy measurements (EIS) were performed using a

Gamry Reference 620 potentiostat. The impedance spectra were collected by applying an

AC sinusoidal potential (10 mV) over a DC voltage in the frequency range from 0.1 Hz to

1 MHz. To eliminate hysteresis, the sequence of applied DC potential with 0.1 V step was

chosen to start from open circuit potential (OCP) to positive or negative potential limits.

Cyclic voltammetry measurements were taken with a scan rate of 10 mV s−1 after EIS

measurements to confirm that the measurements were performed within the electrochemical

stability window shown in Fig. S16. In our experiments, no unexpected or unusually high

safety hazards were encountered.
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Figure S16: Cyclic voltammograms of 1 m, 12 m, 15 m, and 21 m LiTFSI on gold electrode
measured after EIS with a scan rate of 10 mV s−1. The current density for 1 m LiTFSI is
plotted with ×10 magnification.

9.2 Methods for Determining Differential Capacitance

Differential capacitance data were obtained by fitting the EIS data at each potential. Three

methods were implemented based on the Nyquist plot and Cole-Cole plot; see Fig. S17. By

examining the Nyquist plot in Fig. S17a, we found that a circuit model with only a pure

capacitor does not adequately fit the impedance data. Therefore, an electric circuit model

with a constant phase element (CPE) was considered.90 The impedance of a CPE element

(ZCPE) can be described as,

ZCPE =
1

Y0(jω)α
=

cos(απ/2)

Y0ωα
− j

sin(απ/2)

Y0ωα
, (S53)

where ω is angular frequency, Y0[F sα−1] and α are the CPE parameters. α has a value such

that 0 ≤ α ≤ 1; if α = 1, the behavior is identical to a pure capacitor.
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The equivalent circuit for fitting the Nyquist plot is shown in the inset of Fig. S17a. Here,

Ru represents the bulk electrolyte resistance, RDL represents the double layer resistance,

and CPEDL describes the non-ideal double layer impedance. Only the double layer charging

regime of the impedance spectra is selected for the fitting. The average α values of the

fitted CPE element for each electrolyte across all the potentials are 0.930±0.004 for 1 m,

0.961±0.012 for 12 m, 0.965±0.008 for 15 m, and 0.960±0.010 for 21 m.

A more straightforward approach to determine the capacitive behavior is based on the

complex capacitance plane shown in Fig. S17b. The complex capacitance can be derived

from the impedance data,

C = C ′ + iC ′′ =
1

iωZ
=

−Z ′′

ω
(
(Z ′)2 + (−Z ′′)2

) − i
Z ′

ω
(
(Z ′)2 + (−Z ′′)2

) . (S54)

The experimental results show a distinctive capacitive process (slightly suppressed semi-

circle) at higher frequencies followed by a non-ideal behavior at lower frequencies. Capacitive

behavior can also be indicated by a prominent peak in imaginary capacitance vs. frequency,

see inset in Fig. S17b; non-ideal slower processes lead to the increase of the imaginary ca-

pacitance at lower frequencies. The fast process (first semicircle in Cole-Cole plot/peak in

-C”) has been attributed to double layer charging.160,161 The physical origin of the non-ideal

behavior at lower frequencies is still not fully understood, but it is often associated with

molecular mechanisms such as the reconstruction of the electrode surface, ion reorientation,

and ion adsorption.160,162,163 We selected the double layer charging frequency range for fitting

as this experimental investigation focuses on its capacitance.

Method 1. Determining the capacitance at a selected frequency. As seen from Eq. (S53), a

CPE element contributes to both the real and imaginary parts of impedance. However, only

the imaginary part originates from the capacitive behavior. The capacitance can thus be
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Figure S17: Nyquist plot and Cole-Cole (complex capacitance plane) plot for water-in-
LiTFSI at open circuit potential. a) Nyquist plot and (inset) electric circuit fitting in the
frequency range of double layer charging. The fitting circuit model is shown in the inset
and the lower frequency limit for the fittings are labeled on the plot. The fitting curves
are plotted in red. b) Cole-Cole plot and (inset) imaginary component of capacitance vs.
frequency. A peak in the imaginary capacitance vs. frequency plot is associated with the
capacitive process and the peak frequencies are noted by an arrow (↓) for each concentration
on the plot.

derived from the imaginary component of the CPE:164

C(ω) =
1

jωZCPE,j

=
Y0ω

α−1

sin(απ/2)
. (S55)

The results display a frequency-dispersion of the capacitance, and therefore, a careful se-

lection of the frequency to determine the capacitance is needed. Because the frequency range

of double layer charging shifts significantly with water-in-LiTFSI electrolyte concentration,

see inset in Fig. S17b, using the same frequency to calculate the double layer capacitance

across different concentrations of electrolytes is not ideal. Here, we select the peak-C” fre-

quency to calculate the capacitance at each concentration.

Method 2. Deriving effective capacitance from circuit fitting parameters. This approach was
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first developed by Brug et al.90 and explained in more detail by Hirschorn et al.165 Their

methodology applies to cases with a distribution of surface time-constants where additive

contributions are considered for each site of the electrode surface. The effective capacitance

extracted is associated with a CPE and is expressed as,

Ceff = Y
1/α
0

(
1

Ru

+
1

RDL

)(α−1)/α

= Y
1/α
0

(
RuRDL

Ru +RDL

)(1−α)/α

. (S56)

When RDL ≫ Ru, Eq. (S56) simplifies to,

Ceff = Y
1/α
0 (Ru)

(1−α)/α . (S57)

Method 3. Cole-Cole fit. Instead of analyzing data in the impedance plane, the capacitance

plane is used for fitting. In the complex capacitance plane, the fitting can be performed

using the Cole-Cole function:

C(ω) =
C

1 + (iωτ)α
(S58)

Where τ denotes the relaxation time and α indicates the ideality of the capacitive process.

If multiple capacitive processes are observed, each process i is assumed to occur in parallel

and the total capacitive process can be described as follows,

C(ω) =
∑
i

Ci

1 + (iωτ)αi
. (S59)

Here, we only fitted the fast capacitive process (1st semicircle) attributed to the double

layer charging.

The extracted differential capacitances are shown in Fig. S18 and Fig. S19. The capac-

itance values derived from Cole-Cole methods are slightly higher than from the other two

methods based on fitting the Nyquist plot, which is consistent with the comparison of anal-

ysis methods reported by Small et al.166 But overall, the three methods deliver very similar

results.
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Figure S18: Differential capacitance of 15 m and 12 m water-in-LiTFSI as a function of
the applied voltage from EIS measurements. The differential capacitance was obtained
using three different fitting methods: a) Capacitance at a selected frequency, b) Capacitance
derived from circuit fitting parameters, and c) Capacitance determined by the Cole-Cole
method. Two measurements were taken for both the positive and negative branches at
the concentration of 15 m LiTFSI, respectively, which are shown in the three plots for
comparison.

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

-1.2 -0.6 0 0.6 1.2 1.8

C
 (
μ

F
 c

m
-2

)

V vs. Ag/Ag+

21 m

1 m

a)
𝐶 =

𝑌0𝜔
𝛼−1

𝑠𝑖𝑛 Τ𝛼𝜋 2

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

-1.2 -0.6 0 0.6 1.2 1.8

C
 (
μ

F
 c

m
-2

)

V vs. Ag/Ag+

21 m

1 m

b)
𝐶 = 𝑌0

1
𝛼 𝑅𝑢

1−𝛼
𝛼

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

-1.2 -0.6 0 0.6 1.2 1.8

C
 (
μ

F
 c

m
-2

)

V vs. Ag/Ag+

21 m

1 m

c) Cole-Cole fit

Figure S19: Differential capacitance of 21 m and 1 m aqueous LiTFSI as a function of
the applied voltage from EIS measurements. The differential capacitance was obtained
using three different fitting methods: a) Capacitance at a selected frequency, b) Capacitance
derived from circuit fitting parameters, and c) Capacitance fitted by the Cole-Cole method.

Our current experimental findings highlight the function of electrode material and surface

roughness that may play a key role in the measured differential capacitance. In Zhang et

al.,34 their differential capacitance measurements for 21m water-in-LiTFSI are much higher

at negative potentials than these results with a similar structure as shown here in Fig. S19.b.

The difference in measurements could be due to the surface preparation or EIS protocol and

fitting methods used. Since Zhang et al.34 displays similar trends, the different methodology

used to analyze the data could explain the quantitative differences.
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9.3 Additional Theory-Experimental Comparison

Figure S20: Differential Capacitance Comparison for 1m water-in-LiTFSI. a) Theory pre-
diction for the differential capacitance of water-in-LiTFSI as a function of the electrostatic
potential using f+ = 4, f− = 3, ξ0 = 1, ξ+ = 0.4, ξ− = 10.8, ϵr = 10.1, λ = 0.228, P =
4.995 Debye, v0 = 22.7 Å3, and α = 0.1. b) Experimental measurement of the differential
capacitance of water-in-LiTFSI derived from circuit fitting parameters as a function of the
applied electrostatic potential.

Figure S21: Differential Capacitance Comparison for 21m water-in-LiTFSI. a) Theory pre-
diction for the differential capacitance of water-in-LiTFSI as a function of the electrostatic
potential using f+ = 4, f− = 3, ξ0 = 1, ξ+ = 0.4, ξ− = 10.8, ϵr = 10.1, λ = 0.228, P =
4.995 Debye, v0 = 22.7 Å3, and α = 0.1. b) Experimental measurement of the differential
capacitance of water-in-LiTFSI derived from circuit fitting parameters as a function of the
applied electrostatic potential.

97



References

(1) Suo, L.; Hu, Y.-S.; Li, H.; Armand, M.; Chen, L. A new class of Solvent-in-Salt elec-

trolyte for high-energy rechargeable metallic lithium batteries. Nat. Commun. 2013,

4, 1481.

(2) Suo, L.; Borodin, O.; Gao, T.; Olguin, M.; Ho, J.; Fan, X.; Luo, C.; Wang, C.; Xu, K.

”Water-in-salt” electrolyte enables high-voltage aqueous lithium-ion chemistries. Sci-

ence 2015, 350, 938–43.

(3) Smith, L.; Dunn, B. Opening the window for aqueous electrolytes. Science 2015, 350,

918–918.

(4) Wang, J.; Yamada, Y.; Sodeyama, K.; Chiang, C. H.; Tateyama, Y.; Yamada, A.

Superconcentrated electrolytes for a high-voltage lithium-ion battery. Nat. Commun.

2016, 7, 12032.

(5) Wang, F.; Borodin, O.; Gao, T.; Fan, X.; Sun, W.; Han, F.; Faraone, A.; Dura, J. A.;

Xu, K.; Wang, C. Highly reversible zinc metal anode for aqueous batteries. Nature

Materials 2018, 17 .

(6) Wang, C.; Xu, K. Advanced Aqueous Electrolytes for Li-ion Batteries. Meet. Abstr.

2018, MA2018-01, 1199–1199.

(7) Sun, W.; Suo, L.; Wang, F.; Eidson, N.; Yang, C.; Han, F.; Ma, Z.; Gao, T.; Zhu, M.;

Wang, C. “Water-in-Salt” electrolyte enabled LiMn2O4/TiS2 Lithium-ion batteries.

Electrochem. Commun. 2017, 82, 71–74.

(8) Sodeyama, K.; Yamada, Y.; Aikawa, K.; Yamada, A.; Tateyama, Y. Sacrificial Anion

Reduction Mechanism for Electrochemical Stability Improvement in Highly Concen-

trated Li-Salt Electrolyte. J. Phys. Chem. C 2014, 118, 14091–14097.

98



(9) Yamada, Y.; Usui, K.; Sodeyama, K.; Ko, S.; Tateyama, Y.; Yamada, A. Hydrate-melt

electrolytes for high-energy-density aqueous batteries. Nat. Energy 2016, 1, 16129.

(10) Kühnel, R.-S.; Reber, D.; Battaglia, C. A high-voltage aqueous electrolyte for sodium-

ion batteries. ACS Energy Lett. 2017, 2, 2005–2006.

(11) Suo, L.; Borodin, O.; Wang, Y.; Rong, X.; Sun, W.; Fan, X.; Xu, S.; Schroeder, M. A.;

Cresce, A. V.; Wang, F., et al. “Water-in-salt” electrolyte makes aqueous sodium-ion

battery safe, green, and long-lasting. Advanced Energy Materials 2017, 7, 1701189.

(12) Leonard, D. P.; Wei, Z.; Chen, G.; Du, F.; Ji, X. Water-in-salt electrolyte for

potassium-ion batteries. ACS Energy Lett. 2018, 3, 373–374.

(13) Thareja, S.; Kumar, A. “Water-in-salt” electrolyte-based high-voltage (2.7 V) sustain-

able symmetric supercapacitor with superb electrochemical performance—an analysis

of the role of electrolytic ions in extending the cell voltage. ACS Sustainable Chemistry

& Engineering 2021, 9, 2338–2347.

(14) Park, J.; Lee, J.; Kim, W. Redox-active water-in-salt electrolyte for high-energy-

density supercapacitors. ACS Energy Letters 2022, 7, 1266–1273.

(15) Haregewoin, A. M.; Wotango, A. S.; Hwang, B.-J. Electrolyte additives for lithium

ion battery electrodes: progress and perspectives. Energy & Environmental Science

2016, 9, 1955–1988.

(16) Dou, Q.; Lei, S.; Wang, D.-W.; Zhang, Q.; Xiao, D.; Guo, H.; Wang, A.; Yang, H.;

Li, Y.; Shi, S.; ; Yan, X. Safe and high-rate supercapacitors based on an “acetoni-

trile/water in salt” hybrid electrolyte. Energy Environ. Sci. 2018, 11, 3212–3219.

(17) Zhang, Y.; Ye, R.; Henkensmeier, D.; Hempelmann, R.; Chen, R. “Water-in-ionic liq-

uid” solutions towards wide electrochemical stability windows for aqueous rechargeable

batteries. Electrochimica Acta 2018, 263, 47–52.

99



(18) Yang, C.; Chen, J.; Ji, X.; Pollard, T. P.; Lü, X.; Sun, C.-J.; Hou, S.; Liu, Q.; Liu, C.;

Qing, T., et al. Aqueous Li-ion battery enabled by halogen conversion–intercalation

chemistry in graphite. Nature 2019, 569, 245–250.

(19) Yang, C.; Suo, L.; Borodin, O.; Wang, F.; Sun, W.; Gao, T.; Fan, X.; Hou, S.;

Ma, Z.; Amine, K.; Xu, K.; Wang, C. Unique aqueous Li-ion/sulfur chemistry with

high energy density and reversibility. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences

of the United States of America 2017, 114 .

(20) Borodin, O.; Self, J.; Persson, K. A.; Wang, C.; Xu, K. Uncharted Waters: Super-

Concentrated Electrolytes. Joule 2020, 4, 69–100.

(21) Sayah, S.; Ghosh, A.; Baazizi, M.; Amine, R.; Dahbi, M.; Amine, Y.; Ghamouss, F.;

Amine, K. How do super concentrated electrolytes push the Li-ion batteries and su-

percapacitors beyond their thermodynamic and electrochemical limits? Nano Energy

2022, 98, 107336.

(22) Vatamanu, J.; Borodin, O. Ramifications of water-in-salt interfacial structure at

charged electrodes for electrolyte electrochemical stability. J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 2017,

8, 4362–4367.

(23) McEldrew, M.; Goodwin, Z. A.; Kornyshev, A. A.; Bazant, M. Z. Theory of the double

layer in water-in-salt electrolytes. The journal of physical chemistry letters 2018, 9,

5840–5846.

(24) McEldrew, M.; Goodwin, Z. A.; Bi, S.; Kornyshev, A.; Bazant, M. Z. Ion Clusters and

Networks in Water-in-Salt Electrolytes. J. Electrochem. Soc. 2021, 168, 050514.

(25) Borodin, O.; Suo, L.; Gobet, M.; Ren, X.; Wang, F.; Faraone, A.; Peng, J.; Olguin, M.;

Schroeder, M.; Ding, M. S., et al. Liquid structure with nano-heterogeneity promotes

cationic transport in concentrated electrolytes. ACS nano 2017, 11, 10462–10471.

100



(26) Zheng, J.; Tan, G.; Shan, P.; Liu, T.; Hu, J.; Feng, Y.; Yang, L.; Zhang, M.; Chen, Z.;

Lin, Y., et al. Understanding thermodynamic and kinetic contributions in expanding

the stability window of aqueous electrolytes. Chem 2018, 4, 2872–2882.

(27) Lim, J.; Park, K.; Lee, H.; Kim, J.; Kwak, K.; Cho, M. Nanometric water channels

in water-in-salt lithium ion battery electrolyte. Journal of the American Chemical

Society 2018, 140, 15661–15667.

(28) Choi, J.-H.; Lee, H.; Choi, H. R.; Cho, M. Graph theory and ion and molecular

aggregation in aqueous solutions. Annual review of physical chemistry 2018, 69, 125–

149.

(29) Han, K. S.; Yu, Z.; Wang, H.; Redfern, P. C.; Ma, L.; Cheng, L.; Chen, Y.; Hu, J. Z.;

Curtiss, L. A.; Xu, K., et al. Origin of Unusual Acidity and Li+ Diffusivity in a Series

of Water-in-Salt Electrolytes. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 2020,

(30) Andersson, R.; Årén, F.; Franco, A. A.; Johansson, P. Ion Transport Mechanisms via

Time-Dependent Local Structure and Dynamics in Highly Concentrated Electrolytes.

Journal of the Electrochemical Society 2020, 167, 140537.

(31) Yu, Z.; Curtiss, L. A.; Winans, R. E.; Zhang, Y.; Li, T.; Cheng, L. Asymmetric Com-

position of Ionic Aggregates and the Origin of High Correlated Transference Number

in Water-in-Salt Electrolytes. The Journal of Physical Chemistry Letters 2020, 11,

1276–1281.

(32) Lewis, N. H.; Zhang, Y.; Dereka, B.; Carino, E. V.; Maginn, E. J.; Tokmakoff, A.

Signatures of Ion-Pairing and Aggregation in the Vibrational Spectroscopy of Super-

Concentrated Aqueous Lithium Bistriflimide Solutions. The Journal of Physical Chem-

istry C 2020,
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(100) Drüschler, M.; Roling, B. Commentary on ‘The interface between Au (1 1 1) and an

ionic liquid’. Electrochimica Acta 2011, 56, 7243–7245.

(101) Pajkossy, T. Response to the Commentary of Marcel Drüschler and Bernhard Roling
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(156) Laŕıa, D.; Corti, H. R.; Fernández-Prini, R. The cluster theory for electrolyte so-

lutions. Its extension and its limitations. Journal of the Chemical Society, Faraday

Transactions 1990, 86, 1051–1056.

(157) Blum, L.; Bernard, O. The general solution of the binding mean spherical approxima-

tion for pairing ions. Journal of statistical physics 1995, 79, 569–583.

(158) Simonin, J.-P.; Bernard, O.; Blum, L. Ionic solutions in the binding mean spherical

approximation: thermodynamic properties of mixtures of associating electrolytes. The

Journal of Physical Chemistry B 1999, 103, 699–704.

(159) Sciortino, F.; Bianchi, E.; Douglas, J. F.; Tartaglia, P. Self-assembly of patchy particles

into polymer chains: A parameter-free comparison between Wertheim theory and

Monte Carlo simulation. The Journal of chemical physics 2007, 126 .
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