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Abstract

The choice of cathode material in Li-ion batteries (LIBs) underpins their overall performance.
Discovering new cathode materials is a slow process, and all major commercial cathode materials are
still based on those identified in the 1990s. Materials discovery using high-throughput calculations
has attracted great research interest, however, reliance on databases of existing materials begs the
question of whether these approaches are applicable for finding truly novel materials. In this work, we
demonstrate that ab-initio random structure searching (AIRSS), a first-principles structure prediction
methods that does not rely on any pre-existing data, can locate low energy structures of complex
cathode materials efficiently based only on chemical composition. We use AIRSS to explore three Fe-
containing polyanion compounds as low-cost cathodes. Using known quaternary LiFePO,4 and quinary
LiFeSO.F cathodes as examples, we easily reproduce the known polymorphs, in addition to predicting
other, hitherto unknown, low energy polymorphs, and even finding a new polymorph of LiFeSO4F
which is more stable than the known ones. We then explore the phase space for Fe-containing
fluoroxalates, predicting a range of redox-active phases that have yet to be experimentally
synthesized, demonstrating the suitability of AIRSS as a tool for accelerating the discovery of novel
cathode materials.

Introduction

The availability of reliable, safe, and accessible energy storage solutions is crucial for a world
transitioning towards renewable energy sources from fossil fuels. Li-ion ion batteries (LIBS), initially
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developed in the 1990s, have become the leading answer to these challenges. While the manufacturing
costs of LIBs have been reducing over the years, the reliance on transition metals that are expensive
and sensitive to supply chain issues must be overcome for large-scale applications, such as electric
vehicles (EV) and grid-scale storage. Developing the next generation cathode material to meet these
requirements is a multifaceted challenge™?, which involves both understanding and optimising existing
materials as well as discovering new ones. The three main classes of commercialised cathode materials,
layered LiCoO®, spinel LiMn,O;* and olivine LiFePO,> were all proposed three decades ago,
highlighting the slow nature of cathode material identification and research. Current high-performance
lithium cathode materials under intensive research include: Li-rich NMC®, disordered rock salts’, and
8-VOPO48.

The explosive increase in computational power in the last two decades has made computational
materials research a valuable tool®. First-principles calculations can give invaluable insights for various
properties of cathode materials'®, such as the voltages™*?, Li-diffusion barriers®®, disordering’, and
anionic redox™*. However, the crystal structure of the material of the interest must be known in the first
place. The combination of standardised density functional theory (DFT) calculation routines and online
databases have made it possible to perform so-called “high-throughput” screening studies that aim to
locate new materials based on data mining of hundreds and thousands of known materials'>*’. On the
other hand, it is an open question whether such an approach can find truly “new” materials beyond those
generated by simple elemental substitution. In the meantime, in other fields, such as high-pressure
research where experimental data is not as plentiful, first-principles calculations have become an
invaluable tool for predicting the crystal structure of unknown materials with little or no experimental
data'®. To predict stable crystal structures, the global minimum in a high dimensional potential energy
surface (PES) must be located. Various algorithms have been developed for tackling this problem by
exploiting intrinsic features of the PES. These methods include basin hopping'®, minima hopping®,
genetic algorithms?, particle swarm optimisation®? and random structure searching®®?*. Several new
data-driven approaches involving machine learning techniques have also been proposed recently, either
attempting to learn the configuration spaces for generating sensible candidate structures®®%, or use
machine learning potentials as surrogates for otherwise expensive first-principles calculations’ %,

In this article, we use several old and new cathode materials: LiFePO4, LiFeSO.F and Fe-containing
oxalates as examples to show that ab initio random structure search (AIRSS)?*%* is a simple yet efficient
tool for exploring the configuration space of complex materials and predicting the structure of existing
and novel complex cathodes. We focus on Fe in this work as it is non-toxic, very abundant and low-
cost, making Fe-based LIBs viable for EV and grid-scale energy storage applications. Details of the
working principles of AIRSS can be found in the literature?. In short, this method generates random
but physically sensible candidate structures, followed by geometry optimisations using density
functional theory calculations. This process is repeated until the collection of low energy structures has
been repeatedly found. Compared to other structure search approaches, the simplicity and the lack of
iterative improvement processes ensures that AIRSS is highly parallel. While first-principles
calculations are usually thought to be expensive, the actual computational cost used for search can be
significantly reduced thanks to crystal symmetry being kept during the geometry optimisation, and the
use of less strict convergence settings. As a result, a short time-to-result can be achieved.

To illustrate the utility of AIRSS in the field of cathode simulations, we first show that the two known
experimental structures of quaternary LiFePO4 can be located easily with AIRSS. Secondly, for quinary
LiFeSO4F, our search has located several experimentally observed polymorphs, together with
previously unknown polymorphs that are predicted to be lower in energy than the known tavorite and
triplite phases. One of these new polymorphs is predicted to possess both the high voltage found in the
triplite phase and the three-dimensional Li diffusion network featured by the tavorite phase. Finally, we
demonstrate how AIRSS can be successfully applied to determine new cathode materials with an



analysis of fluorinated novel Li-stuffed Fe oxalates that have improved specific capacity and stability
compared to the existing material LiFe(C204)2**%.

Methods

Ab initio random structure searching (AIRSS)%** was used for locating low energy structures of a given
composition. This method involves generating random but physically sensible structures, followed by
geometry optimisations using first-principles calculations. The random structures generated are
constrained by species-wise minimum separations (Table S1) and include up to four randomly chosen
symmetry operations. The polyanions are introduced as rigid units when generating the structures, but
they are allowed to relax in subsequent geometry optimisations. The plane-wave density functional
theory code CASTEP? was used for geometry optimisations. During the search, core-corrected ultrasoft
pseudopotentials®*3 are on-the-fly generated as defined in the built-in QCS5 library. A plane wave cut-
off energy of 300 eV is used, and the reciprocal space sampling is performed using Monkhorst-Pack
grids with a maximum spacing of 0.07 2zA™. VASP3***" was used for further relaxations and property
calculations with a plane wave cut-off energy 520 eV, gamma-centred Monkhorst-Pack grids with a
maximum spacing of 0.04 2zA*, with projector augmented wave®® potential dataset PBE v.54
(potentials used are Li_sv, Fe_pv, O, S, Mn_pv and C). The Phonopy package is used for the calculations
of phonon dispersions through the finite-displacement method®. First-principles calculations are
performed using the PBE exchange-correlation functional®® unless otherwise stated in the text. We also
performed calculations using the PBEsol functional* to validate the energy rankings among different
polymorphs, since it gives lattice constants closer to the experimental values. Hubbard U corrections*
are used with Uerr = 4.0 eV for Fe d electrons®. For Li diffusion analysis, ab initio molecular dynamics
(AIMD) simulations and climbing-image nudged-elastic band*“® calculations were performed. The
MD simulations were carried out at an elevated temperature of 1200 K to enhance the sampling of the
Li distribution. The temperature was controlled by coupling the system to a Nose-Hoover
thermobath*®*’. For nudged elastic band (NEB) calculations, a single Li vacancy is created in a supercell
of V2 x V2 x 2 for LiFeSO4F, containing 128 atoms in total. This ensures the minimum distance from
an atom to its periodic image is to be larger than 10 A. The force convergence criterion was set to be
0.02 eV Al Additional electrons have been added to avoid complications arising from charge
localisation in the vacancy containing cells. Since the barrier height is primarily affected by local
structure, this approximation is expected to give minor effects*®. For oxalates, the band gap values are
calculated using the HSEO06 hybrid functional based on the PBE+U relaxed structure. The AiiDA
framework***® was used for managing the calculations and preserving calculation provenance. The
pymatgen®?, ase®® and sumo®® python packages are used for manipulating structure and general analysis.
The VESTA> software is used for visualising crystal structures.

Results and Discussions

LiFePOa4

Cathode materials are known for their chemical complexity — they typically involve at least three
elements. The increasing number of elements results in a combinatorial increase of the configuration
space to be explored, making structure prediction a challenging task. Here, we show that with the
application of a few physical constraints, as described in the Methods, the ground state structure of
known cathode materials can be obtained efficiently using AIRSS, together with many other known or
unknown polymorphs.

LiFePO4 (LFP) is a well-studied cathode material that has been commericallised®. It was originally
identified in the late 90s and is now found in LIBs for electric vehicles. It has an olivine structure with
space group Pnma. The Fe ions are octahedrally coordinated, and FeOg octahedra are corner-sharing
and arranged in a zig-zag fashion. The PO, groups share edges with the FeOg octahedra. The primitive
unit cell contains four formula units, giving 28 atoms in total. Our search found both the



experimentally known olivine phase® and the high-pressure Cmcm phase®*°, shown in Figure 1a and
Figure 1b respectively. Figure 2 shows energy differences and volumes of the relaxed phases with
energy differences less than 50 meV per atom as compared to the ground state olivine phase. The
high-pressure Cmcm phase is 13 meV per atom higher in energy, with a smaller volume. Structures
from the Materials Project™ database are depicted in the plot as diamonds (MP), and those from the
AIRSS search are marked by dots. All structures are assumed to have ferromagnetic (FM) spin
arrangements. The low-temperature ground state of LFP has anti-ferromagnetic (AFM) spin
arrangements®’. However, the energy differences between FM and AFM spin configurations are found
to be only in the order of 1-2 meV for the two experimental phases. Such small energy change would
have a negligible effect on the ranking of the lower energy structures.
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Figure 1 LiFePOain the olivine Pnma phase (a) and the high-pressure Cmcm phase. Color-coding for atoms: Li-green, Fe-
brown, P-orange, O-red.
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Figure 2 Energy versus volume plot for the low energy structures of LiFePOa. Structures found in the Materials Project (MP)
database are labelled as solid diamonds, and those found by AIRSS are represented by dots. A cluster of large volume
(+20% vs Pnma) phases is also highlighted. Its apparent stability is a result of PBE exchange-correlation functional
favouring less dense phases.

In addition to the two experimental phases, we also found other low energy polymorphs, and many of
them are not present in the Materials Project database, as shown in Figure 2. To the best of our
knowledge, there are no details available as to how structures in the latter were obtained, other than the



experimental phases, which are based on the data from the Inorganic Crystal Structure Database (ICSD).
There is a cluster of apparent low energy structures with 20% higher volume compared to the Pnma
phase, as indicated by the red circle in Figure 2. These structures are characterised by networks of
tetrahedrally coordinated Li and Fe atoms. Our searches also found a few polymorphs with similar
features, although the apparent lowest energy phase inside this cluster is not reproduced. Care should
be taken when comparing the DFT energies of candidate structures with very different densities,
especially with the PBE functional which is known to systematically overpredict the lattice constants
of solids®®. After re-relaxing these phases with the PBEsol functional®*, which is designed for solids and
reproduces the lattice constants better, the cluster of less dense structures becomes ~30 meV per atom
higher in energy than the olivine phase (Figure S1). This makes them less interesting as candidates for
further investigations. We chose to use PBE initially as it was more widely used in the literature, but
our results here show PBEsol is a better choice for future studies involving ranking different polymorphs.
Zhu et al. have previously reported finding the olivine phase using a structure prediction approach that
involved motif based random structure generation with symmetry®®, which is similar to our approach
here. Rather than performing DFT geometry optimisation, they included an additional step of
constructing embedded atom model(EAM) potentials and use them for pre-screening, followed by final
DFT relaxation on selected phases. While the fitted EAM potentials can accelerate the geometry
optimisation, it is not clear whether they can faithfully reproduce features of the actual potential energy
surface, which is essentially for biasing the search towards finding realistic low energy structures.

LiFeSO4F

LiFeSO4F is a high voltage iron-based polyanion cathode material giving similar capacity as compared
to LiFePO, but having the advantage of being more ionically and electronically conductive®®, which
may remove the need for resorting to nanosizing and conductive coating of particles as in LiFePO,
cathodes®® %%, Recham et al.*® successfully synthesised the tavorite phase using FeSO4-H,O and LiF as
the precursors with an ionothermal method that operates at relatively low temperatures. They found the
tavorite phase to be highly reversible with a voltage of 3.6 V against Li metal. Shortly afterwards, a
triplite phase of the same composition was reported to have a record-high voltage of 3.9 V for Fe based
polyanion cathodes®*®°, Unlike the tavorite phase, which has well-defined Li and Fe sites®, the triplite
phase has Li-Fe site occupancy disorder, giving an entropic stabilisation. This is consistent with it being
synthesised by annealing the tavorite phase®, and later it was shown that spark-plasmas synthesis and
a high-temperature solid-state route can produce it directly from the precursors®’®¢. Other polymorphs
also exist for this class of material taking the general formula Li/NaMSO4F (M=Co, Ni, Mn)**"%, The
large difference in operating voltage between the tavorite and triplite phase has attracted the attention
of theoretical studies'>’>"*. Chung et al.” performed first-principle calculations and showed that the
difference in voltage arises from the stabilities of the delithiated phases, while the lithiated structures
are very similar energetically. The work of Yahia et al.” pointed out that the high voltage of the triplite
phase can be related to the cis arrangement of F ions, giving larger repulsion than the trans arrangement
found in the tavorite phase. As the lithiated triplite and tavorite structures have similar stability, the
strong F-F repulsion in the former is compensated by attractive Li-F interactions, which result in less
stable delithiated phase. The secondary inductive effect caused by neighbouring Li atoms close to the
O anions has been identified as an effective indicator of open circuit voltages among different Fe-based
polyanionic cathodes®. The increased voltage of the triplite phase is attributed to having an increased
number of Li neighbours around the Fe-centred octahedra when compared to that of the tavorite phase.

The rich set of structure-property relationships in polymorphs of LiFeSO4F leads one to wonder if there
are yet more phases to be discovered, potentially with even better electrochemical properties. The
involvement of F further increases the complexity of the search, making it a quinary system. The two



known experimental phases, tavorite and triplite, are displayed in Figure 3a and Figure 3b respectively.
The relative energies and volume per formula unit of the structures found in the search are shown in
Figure 3c. To mitigate the issue of PBE favouring less dense structures, as it was found in the search of
LiFePO, above, we searched for ambient pressure as well as with a 10 GPa external pressure. There are
two experimental tavorite structures with slightly different Li atom arrangements. The initial report of
the tavorite phase proposed that the Li atoms occupy two half-occupied 2i Wycoff sites®, but later
neutron diffraction data show they occupy a single 2i site®. This structure is labelled as Ta-I, and it has
lower energy than the former in an ordered unit cell (Ta-11). Our search found two more variants that
have slightly different Li sites but similar energies (phase F/F’). The triplite phase (space group C2/m)
has been reported to exhibit Li-Fe site-occupation disordering®. To obtain a meaningful theoretical
model, unique Li-Fe configurations in the primitive cell are enumerated by distributing four Fe and four
Li atoms. These structures are labelled as green crosses in Figure 3c. The lowest energy structure is
shown in Figure 3a (Tr-1), which has a cation arrangement consistent with the work by Chung et al.”.
The same structure is also obtained in the search.

New low energy polymorphs have been found by our computational search, and many of them have
comparable or even lower energy compared to the experimental phases, as shown in Figure 3c.
Structures A-D have FeO.F; octahedra arranged in a configuration containing one-dimensional edge-
sharing chains. Phase A (Figure 4a) has the lowest energy. It has F ions arranged in a trans fashion in
the FeO4F chains, which are separated by isolated SO. groups and tetrahedral coordinated Li atoms.
The flexibility in the octahedra chains and separators result in different polymorphs with similar
energies. The B phase (Figure 4b) has similar features but the FeO4F, chains are arranged in a different
pattern. Both have larger volumes compared to the known tavorite/triplite phases. On the other hand,
the C phase (Figure 5a&b) is more efficiently packed. In fact, it closely resembles the sillimanite
Al,SiOs structure”™. A variant of this structure, phase D (Figure 5¢), has a different occupation of Li
and S sites between the FeO4F;, chains. Previously, LiZnsFe1.x<SO4 has been found to crystalise in the
sillimanite structure, where x can be as high as 0.15 using solid-state synthesis, or 0.1 using an
ionothermal approach, before the tavorite/triplite phase starts to crystalise instead®®. The reported
structure of this phase has Li atoms in the octahedral site and Fe atoms in the tetrahedral sites, e.g., the
opposite of phase C&D. To avoid confusion, from now on we refer the sillimanite structure found here
as sillimanite-I1, and the previously reported LiZniFe1-«SO4 phase as sillimanite-l. The latter is also
rediscovered in our search and labelled as structure E (Figure 5e).
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Figure 3 The two known experimental phases of LiFeSO4F, tavorite (a) and triplite (b), are both found in the search. Relative

energy per atom is plotted against the volume per formula unit in (c). In addition to the experimentally known phases,
several new polymorphs are found using AIRSS. Strucutres found by searching at 10 GPa are futher relaxed at the ambient
pressure. Colour-coding for atoms: Li-gree, Fe-brown, S-yellow, O-red, F-grey.

Figure 4 Phase A (a) and B (b) found using AIRSS. Both have edge-sharing chains of FeO4F2 along the c direction, but the
chains are arranged differently relative to their neighbours. Color-coding for atoms: Li-green, Fe-brown, S-yellow, O-red, F-

grey.

A factor that was neglected in the initial search and the analysis so far is the spin configuration, as all
sampled structures are assumed to be ferromagnetic. To assess the effect of spins, collinear magnetic



configurations have been enumerated to find the low energy AFM states using the method implemented
in the pymatgen package’®. The energy differences (with respect to the FM state of phase A) for both
AFM and FM state is shown in Figure S2. The energy difference between the AFM and FM spin state
for each phase is tabulated in Table 1. Changing FM to AFM spin arrangement reduces the total energy,
with the magnitude of the reduction typically about 1 meV, which is inconsistent with those found for
LiFePO4 above. Although in some cases, it can be up to 5 meV per atom. This can be understood as the
potential energies are mainly contributed by the electrostatic energies and short-range repulsions in
ionic crystals. As a result, assuming FM ordering in the initial search would have a relatively small
effect on the overall ranking of the structures.

Since phases A-D all share similar features but differ in their volumes by up to 10%, it raises the
question of whether the seemingly better stability of phase A, which has a larger volume, is an artefact
of the PBE exchange-correlation functional. This was found to be the case for the polymorphs of
LiFePO, as discussed above. Additional relaxations have been performed using the PBEsol functional,
keeping the same FM spin configurations. The energy difference between phase A and C is now reduced
by ~ 5 meV per atom, and the latter becomes the lowest energy structure, as shown in Figure S3. The
change in energy here is much smaller than those for LiFePO. polymorphs. Unlike LiFePO,, despite
subtle changes in the rankings, the collection of low energy structures remains the same as those using
the PBE functional. Further checks using hybrid functional HSEO6 shows that phase C has lower energy
compared to the known sillimanite-1 structure (phase E), as well as the tavorite and triplite structures
(Figure S4).

Selected properties of the different polymorphs are tabulated in Table 1. The average voltages of the
tavorite phases are found to be 3.52 eV, which is in good agreement with other theoretical studies’>"®
and the reported value of 3.6 V measured from experiments®®. We note that the voltages calculated are
positively correlated to the choice of the U parameter in the GGA+U. The FM spin configuration is
used since the energy differences in AFM-FM spin configurations give an insignificant effect on the
voltage. The initial atomic positions of the delithiated cells are shaken by an amplitude of 0.05 A to
break the symmetry. For the triplite phases, we found their voltages to range from 3.9 V to 4.3 V
depending on the Li-Fe orderings. The most stable Fe orderings are likely to be different in the lithiated
and delithiated cells. These values are in consistent with the experimental reported 3.9 V. For structure
E (sillimanite-1), the average voltage is found to be 3.51 V, which is in good agreement with the
experimental value of 3.6 V%. On the other hand, those in the sillimanite-II structure, phase C and D,
have a higher voltage of 4.0 V. Their volumes are reduced by 5.7% and 4.9% respectively after
delithiation, which are lower than that of the tavorite phase (Ta-1). On the other hand, the triplite
structures have much smaller volume changes upon delithiation, which can be related to Li-Fe
disordering and being more densely packed in the first place. The positive volume changes displayed
in Table 1 is likely to be a result of only considering removing Li in specific Li-Fe orderings, hence
they are not truly representative of a truly disordered system.

Table 1 Properties of the LiFeSO4F polymorphs found in the search and known previously. AErw, AEarm-FM, p, Vavg and
AVol are energy differences to the lowest energy phase (phase A) assuming FM ordering, the energy difference between FM
and AFM spin configuration, density, average voltage and volume change in the delithiated phases respectively. Phase A-D
contain a FeO4F2 chain with C&D in the sillimanite-11 structure. Phase E is identical to the previously reported sillimanite-I
structure for LiFe1«ZnSOsF. Polymorphs labelled as Tr-1/11/111 are triplite structures with different Li-Fe orderings. Phase
Ta-I, Ta-1l and F all have the tavorite framework, but Li atoms occupy slightly different sites. Phase Ta-I is the reported
tavorite structure with a single Li Wyckoff site.

AEem AEarm-Fm p Vavg
Polymorph (meV) (meV)  (gcm?) ) AVol (%)
A 0.0 -0.2 2.84 4.01 -1.84
B 17 -0.0 2.83 4.00 -3.2
Ta-l 4.7 -1.3 3.09 3.52 -1.4

C 4.8 -4.7 3.08 4.02 -5.7




D 4.9 -0.4 3.11 4.05 -4.9

E 6.5 -1.1 3.17 3.51 -5.6
Tr-l 7.5 -0.2 3.22 4.21 4.0

F 7.5 -1.4 3.08 3.50 -6.2
Ta-1l 7.5 -1.4 3.10 3.50 -6.7
Tr-11 9.0 -0.4 3.20 4.13 0.18
Tr-111 11.0 -0.0 3.19 3.88 6.58

We now turn our focus to the sillimanite-11 structured C phase which has edge-sharing chains of FeO4F
octahedra and separated by chains of corner-sharing SO4 and LiOsF tetrahedra. This phase has space
group P2, /c- a subgroup of Pnma in the original sillimanite Al,SiOs phase. Its symmetry is further
lowered to P1 when Fe atoms are in an anti-ferromagnetic spin arrangement. Finite-displacement
phonon calculations show it is dynamically stable since no imaginary frequencies are found across the
first Brillouin zone, as shown in Figure S5. Compared to the previously reported sillimanite-I structure
(phase E), the sillimanite-1I structured phase C has a higher voltage (4.0 V vs 3.5 V). The increased
voltage means a higher energy density for cathode applications.

C-side view

Figure 5 Phase C when viewed along the c direction (a) and the a direction (c), which resembles the sillimanite Al2SiOs. A
closely related structure is phase D (b), it has a different Li and S arrangement among the tetrahedral sites. Phase E (d) is the
fully occupied version of the “sillimanite” LiFe1xZnxSOaF, where the occupation of Li and Fe is the reverse of phase D.
Color-coding for atoms: Li-green, Fe-brown, S-yellow, O-red, F-grey.
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Figure 6 Li diffusion pathways and barrier heights in the sillimanite-I1 structured LiFeSO4F (phase C). Colour coding: green-
Li, red-oxygen, brown-Fe, yellow-S, grey-F.

While the triplite phase also has a relatively high voltage, Li-Fe disordering limits the reversible
extraction and insertion of Li, giving a lower reversible Li content as compared to the tavorite and the
sillimanite-1 phase®®®*%, In the sillimanite-1 structure, the nearest neighbour Li atoms are along the ¢
direction, and the second nearest neighbour Li atoms are much further apart as compared to the nearest
neighbours (3.2 A vs 5.2 A). This implies Li atoms are constrained to diffuse along 1D channels. In
contrast, the first and second nearest neighbours of Li atoms are 4.3 A and 4.5 A away in sillimanite-11
structured phase C. We have identified two potential Li-vacancy hopping pathways, shown in Figure
6a and Figure 6b respectively. Path A involves the zig-zag movement of Li atoms along the [010]
direction. To hop to the next site using a direct path, the Li atom must go through an edge and a face of
the LiOsF tetrahedra. The NEB calculations indicate that the transition state barrier height of this
process is 0.48 eV, as shown in Figure 6¢. The shape of the curve is a result of the Li atom taking an
indirect route — it hops around the edge of the coordination tetrahedron rather than squeezing through
it. The results of NEB calculations for path B are shown in Figure 6d. In this case, the overall mass
transport takes place along the [001] direction, although individual Li atoms also take zig-zap paths.
The barrier of a single vacancy hop is found to be 0.45 eV and the symmetrical shape of the curve is a
result of the initial and final images being related by the inversion symmetry. Because a single hop
along path B would take the Li atom to the next chain of path A in the [101] direction, it is also possible
to have net Li diffusion along the [100] direction. We also performed AIMD simulations and found that
the distribution of Li forms a zig-zag 3D network (Figure S6) in good agreement with the two NEB
paths identified. The relatively low average barrier height, 0.45 eV, make phase C a promising material,
with good ionic conductivity. In comparison, the barrier in LiFePO4was found to be about 0.55 eV"’,
the tavorite and triplite LiFeSO4F was reported to have barriers of 0.57 eV and 0.6-0.8 eV respectively’®,
and that of Li,FeSiO4 was reported to be 0.91 eV’®. We note that the exact values of the barrier height



can be affected by the details of the methods used, i.e., the level of theory and treatment of vacancy
defects.

The relatively small energy differences between sillimanite-1 and sillimanite-I1 phases raise the question
as to whether it is possible to have Li-Fe occupancy disordering. Enumeration of all symmetrically
unique Li-Fe arrangements phase C-E show deviations from the original ordering would result in energy
change of at least 0.15 to 0.2 eV per primitive cell (~5 meV per atom), which is higher than that of the
triplite phases (1.5 meV per atom). The results are shown in Figure S7. While detailed studies of Li-Fe
anti-sites in the sillimanite-1l structure are beyond the scope of this work, such defects should not
significantly impact the Li diffusivity due to the three-dimensional nature of the diffusion pathways.

Our search has uncovered a rich landscape of low energy polymorphs for LiFeSO4F, and a new
sillimanite-11 phase is predicted to have both the high voltage of the triplite, and fast Li-diffusion
kinetics of the tavorite. This leads to the question: why has this phase not been synthesised yet? Solid-
state synthesis is known to be limited by the slow reaction rate and limited mass transport. The most
widely reported synthesis routes for LiFeSO4F starts from FeSO4-H>O and LiF, where the former is
already in the tavorite structure, making formation of tavorite LiFeSO.F favoured via topotactical
replacement of O* in the H.O by F" in conjunction with the intercalation of Li* ions®. The triplite phase
is generally synthesised from the tavorite LiFeSO4F by annealing or directly from the anhydrous FeSO.
and LiF using spark-plasma synthesis or ball milling®”. This can be rationalised by the entropic
contributions from the Li-Fe disordering making the triplite phase favoured at high temperature. In
addition, the sillimanite-1 phase also has structural similarities to the tavorite phase, as it also has the
corner-sharing Fe(Zn)O4F, octahedra®. The sillimanite-11 phase, on the other hand, contains the distinct
feature of edge-sharing FeO4F, chains not found in the other polymorphs, and the small energy
difference compared with the tavorite makes the thermodynamic driving force relatively low for its
formation. Nevertheless, we note that the sillimanite-11 phase is in fact structurally closely related to the
anhydrous FeSO.. Future synthesis works may attempt to exploit this similarity, although it will still be
challenging to avoid forming the triplite phase if high temperature synthesis is required.

Transition metal oxalates

The commercial success of lithium-iron-phosphate cathodes has triggered extensive research interest in
searching for polyanion compounds as cathode materials for batteries due to their low cost, long cyclic
life, and high safety®. To date, a wide spectrum of polyanions have been intensively studied, including
phosphate (PO4)*, sulfate (SO4)*, and silicate (SiO4)* 884 Despite the significant effort, another
family of polyanion compounds have been largely overlooked, i.e., the oxalates (C204)*". In fact, to the
best of our knowledge, only two iron-based oxalates, i.e., Fe2(C204)3-4H,0% and LizFe(C204),*° have
been reported as cathodes for LIBs while the electrochemical performance of other transition metal
oxalates is largely missing. Interestingly, if one considers the polarizability of the oxalate group, it is
comparable to that of (PO4)*". Therefore, these anions should exert a strong inductive effect on transition
metals thereby providing competitive redox potentials during battery discharge.

The oxalates are also characterized by a few other advantageous features when used as cathodes for
batteries. One of the most obvious is the ease of synthesis. Due to the varied solubility of oxalic acid
and oxalate metal salts, oxalate-based compounds can be synthesized under relatively mild conditions
(usually below 200°C) via solution-based methods such as hydrothermal synthesis. This exerts
advantages over conventional inorganic polyanion compounds such as LiFePO,4 which requires solid-
state sintering at elevated temperatures of up to 700°C. In fact, it is well-known in synthetic and
structural chemistry the oxalates can crystallize into a wide variety of different polymorphs by serving
as monodentate, bidentate, tridentate, or tetradentate ligands. By complexing with different metal
centres, the oxalates could form one-dimensional chain-like, two-dimensional layered, and three-
dimensional connected frameworks®. Such polymorphism provides yet another exciting opportunity
to tune the structural stability and the electrochemical performance of the material. In particular, such



structural features have a profound influence on cation mobility and can be used to enhance the rate
capability of the cathode. For example, in a recent contribution, it is shown that by reducing the
dimensionality of the host framework, superionicity can be achieved in lithium-rich anti-perovskites®-
8 Beyond structural considerations, the polyanionic nature and the covalent characteristics of the C-O
bonds in oxalate anions offer exciting opportunities to tune the electrochemistry as well. Recently,
anionic redox (mostly oxygen) has been discovered as an important source of additional capacity
beyond the transition-metal contribution during battery discharge®. Unfortunately, in conventional
oxide materials such as Li(LixNii_xy-,MnyCo0,)O (Li-rich NMC), the stripping of electrons from the
oxygen non-bonding states leads to cyclic instability and sometimes oxygen release. In this regard,
polyanionic species which bear covalently bonded oxygen, in principle, should have better anti-O;
release capability and better reversibility in anionic redox.

All these features make oxalates a valuable family of cathode materials to explore. Nevertheless, they
are less studied as a cathode material and only started to gain attention very recently. Ahouari et al. ®
first looked at the redox and structural evolution of a commercially viable Fe (lll) oxalate, e.g.
Fe2(C20.)3-4H0, during lithiation and showed that these compounds demonstrate an average voltage
of 3.35V vs. Li/Li*. However, due to the high concentration of coordinated H-O in such materials, the
gravimetric capacity is relatively low and only reaches 98 mAh g-1. Moreover, the study was restricted
to relatively narrow voltage cut-offs and the potential capacity contribution from oxygen was not looked
at. Very recently, Jiao and co-workers synthesized a family of Li-stuffed Fe (Il) oxalates with a
composition of Li;Fe(C204),*. Interestingly, they show that more than one Li can be taken out of the
structure reversibly and anionic redox is incorporated during the process. We recently carried out a
thorough search of polymorphs on the composition of Li>Fe(C.0.). and found several relatively stable
phases that are potentially synthesizable®. Despite these pioneering efforts, oxalate cathodes are still
in their infancy. Many more compositions are yet to be looked at. The additional chemical and
configuration space which may yield possible polymorphs with excellent electrochemical performances
have never been explored as well. In this contribution, we take advantage of the efficient AIRSS
algorithm and conduct searches with two compositions that have not been reported before: LiFeC,04F
and LiFeC,04F,. The main motivation for incorporating with F other than expanding the chemical
space, is to increase the theoretical capacity, since F has a lower mass-to-charge ratio (19 e’/u) compared
with C,04 (44 ¢7/u). Fluoroxalate materials have been proposed for cathodes of potassium-ion batteries
and found to have exceptional cyclability®’. By placing a special focus on the Fe (I1) containing
compounds, we look for cheap, high-rate, easy-to-synthesize, and reasonably energy-dense cathodes.
Specifically, the keep the problem computational tractable, we look at both compositions with the
number of formula units no larger than four. The C,O4 groups are fixed as units for the sole purpose of
generating the initial random structures, which are constrained to have two to four symmetry operations.

In Figure 7, we show the lowest energy structures obtained for Li,FeC,04F, and LiFeC,O.F.
Li,FeC,04F; has a theoretical specific capacity of 274 mAh/g, assuming all Li can be extracted, which
is higher than that of the previous report LizFe(C20.)2 (218 mAh/g). Both LiFeC,04F, and LiFeC,04F
contain infinitely extending chains formed by six-fold coordinated Fe®* where neighbouring octahedra
are connected by the oxalate group. The Liatoms are tetrahedrally coordinated by O and F. The corner-
sharing Li tetrahedra forms chains that are parallel to that made of Fe centred octahedra. The dynamic
stabilities of the predicted structures are confirmed by finite-displacement phonon calculations, which
have found no imaginary modes across the first Brillouin zone for both (Figure S8). Our calculation
shows that the Li,FeC,04F; is metastable with a distance-to-hull of 55 meV per atom, which is slightly
higher than the previously reported Li,Fe(C.04). phase which is 51 meV per atom above the hull. The
metastability of these materials can be attributed to the (C20.)* group. Even Li,C204, which is known
experimentally, is also predicted to have an energy above the convex hull (47 meV per atom). The
existence of these metastable phases can be understood as breaking the C=C bond requires overcoming
a large energy barrier. On the other hand, LiFeC,04F is more unstable with a higher distance-to-hull of



83 meV per atom. Since the reaction: LiFeC.O4F + LiF — Li2FeC,04F2 has negative reaction energy,
it is unlikely to be synthesised. Therefore, we focus only on Li>FeC,04F; from now on.

a)

b)

Figure 7 (a) The structure of Li2FeC204F2. (b) The structure of LiFeC204F. Color-coding for atoms: Li-green, Fe-brown, C-
dark brown, O-red, F-grey.

A cathode material must be both electronically and ionically conductive. Using the hybrid HSE06
functional, the bandgap of Li,FeC,04F is computed to be about 2.8 eV, which is lower than other
polyanion materials such as LiFePO,4 and is comparable to materials known to have decent electronic
conductivities, for example, LiCoO,%. For ionic conduction, two Li diffusion pathways can be
identified, one going along the Li-chains (Path 1 and 2) and the other across them (Path 3 and 4), as
shown in Figure 8a and b respectively. Path 1 and Path 2 both have relatively low barriers of 0.39 eV
with Li atoms move through faces of the coordination tetrahedron. On the other hand, Path 3 and Path
4 have much higher barrier heights (0.82 eV and 1.31 eV), which can be attributed to long hopping
distances and the need for the Li atom to go through tetrahedral edges. Hence, the movement of Li is
likely to be constrained inside the 1-D channels along the a direction shown in Figure 8a.
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The stabilities of delithiated phases of Li»xFeC,04F, (0 < x < 2) are investigated by enumerating
unique configurations of the lithiated phase with Li atoms removed in 2x1x1 and 1x2x1 supercells
(four formula units). Each structure generated is subsequently relaxed following the specification
outlined in the methods section. Convex hull constructions show that the only stable composition in
between the terminal compositions is LiFeC,04F,, resulting in two plateaus in the voltage profile,
each originates from a two-phase reaction (Figure 9a). The voltage of the first step (0 < x < 1) is
found to be 3.52 V, and the volume of the delithiated structure changes by ~1%. This gives a
theoretical energy density of 482 Whkg™, which is higher than the 425 Whkg™ of LizFe(C204)2 (TM
redox only, 3.9 V). Further delithiation requires a much higher voltage of 5.3 V. In comparison,
removing more than one Li from LiFe(C,04), was reported to require only a minor increase of the
voltage (up to ~4.2 V)®, and the extra capacity has been attributed to anionic redox. In contrast, no
evidence of anionic redox is found for Li.FeC,O4F, here based on GGA+U calculations. The Fe-
projected magnetisations in delithiated structures are shown in Figure 10a. Within the range of 0 <
x < 1, the increase of p,, is consistent with Fe?*/Fe** redox, and the reversal beyond x > 1 indicates
that the Fe**/Fe** redox is active. The same trend is also found for the total magnetisation of the entire
cell. The inactivity of the (C20.)? is confirmed by tracking the C=C bond lengths, which stay almost
unchanged as more Li atoms are taken away. In contrast, removing more than one Li per Fe in
Li,Fe(C204), leads to spontaneous breaking of a (C204)* group into two CO; like parts, giving rise to
increased average C-C distances, as shown in Figure 10b. The superior C=C bond stability in
Li,FeC,04F; is further supported by the Fukui functions calculated for delithiated structures with x =
1, where the electron density of the C=C bond has a much smaller contribution compared to that in



Li>Fe(C204)2, shown in Figure S9. Similar results are obtained using HSEO6 hybrid functional, where
the (C204)* groups only spontaneously break at very high delithiation levels (Figure S10).
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Our prediction of LioFeC,04F; opens a new avenue for developing transition metal oxalate-based
cathode materials and demonstrates the effectiveness of AIRSS in exploring cathode materials with
new compositions. The incorporation of F ion is shown to improve the specific capacities and
stabilise the oxalates group from dissociation at high levels of delithiation. Despite no anionic redox
being observed, our predictions provide a model system for future work to unravel the nature of the
anionic redox in polyanions.

Conclusions

We have shown that ab initio random structure searching (AIRSS) can be used to predict the low energy
polymorphs of complex cathode materials efficiently. For LiFePOs, the two experimental phases are
rediscovered in the search, along with many other unknown low energy polymorphs. Our searches for
LiFeSO4F have not only rediscovered several experimental phases but also found new sillimanite
structured polymorphs with a sillimanite structure with edge-sharing FeO4F, chains. One of these new
phases is predicted to have both a higher voltage (~4.0 V) and a 3D Li diffusion network with relatively
low barrier heights, combine the advantage of both the existing tavorite and triplite phases. When



applied to fluorinated Li-Fe oxalates, our search has found a Li,FeC,04F, phase with 1-D Li diffusion
pathways and an average voltage of 3.5 V utilizing the Fe**/** redox couple. The incorporation of F
increases the specific capacity and mitigates the decomposition of (C>04)* groups at high delithiation
levels, resulting in improved structural stability during cycling.

First-principles structure predictions are relatively computationally demanding. Given that eventual
cubic scaling of plane wave DFT, the computational cost can increase significantly with the number of
atoms in the unit cell, not to mention the fact that more structures will need to be sampled. Nevertheless,
we found that systems up to 30-40 atoms can be addressed at moderate costs, and many inorganic
crystalline materials have unit cells that fall within this range. While making predictions from existing
databases though substitution is relatively “cost-free”, such an approach is not applicable to
underexplored chemical spaces. Existing structural motifs and design rules®° can be utilised to choose
chemical systems with the potential to be high-performance cathode materials, followed by explorative
searches to find synthesisable phases in targeted chemical spaces.

Cathode materials often exhibit site-occupation disordering because of similarities in ionic radii. It is
difficult to addresses disordered phases directly by DFT, and therefore finding them directly via an
AIRSS search is unlikely, however, they can still be identified through the existence of an ensemble of
relaxed structures with similar energies sharing common frameworks. Subsequently, methods as special
quasi-random structure® and cluster expansion®®® can be applied to test if the system is truly
disordered.

Our approach is not limited to Li-ion intercalation cathodes, crystal structures of Na/K containing
cathodes can be searched similarly. Admittedly, finding new phases theoretically, i.e., demonstrating
the existence of a low energy local minimum, does not guarantee that the phase can be realised, as
kinetic barriers play a very important role in synthesis. Nevertheless, knowing the existence of possible
new phases will undoubtedly help to inspire and guide future experimental works. We hope that by
combining predictive computational approaches and experimental efforts, the discovery of new novel
cathode materials will be greatly accelerated.

Supplementary Material

See the supplementary materials for the details of the LiFePO, search, tabulated species-wise
separations, and additional calculation results

Data Availability Statement

The data that support the findings of this study are openly available in Zenodo at
http://doi.org/10.5281/zen0d0.5572347.

Acknowledgement

This work was supported by the Faraday Institution grant number FIRG017 and used the MICHAEL
computing facilities. C. J. P. acknowledges support from the EPSRC through the UKCP consortium
(EP/ P022596/1). D. O. S. acknowledges support from the European Research Council (Grant
758345). Through our membership of the UK's HEC Materials Chemistry Consortium, which is
funded by EPSRC (EP/L000202, EP/R029431, EP/T022213), this work used the ARCHER UK
National Supercomputing Service (http://www.archer.ac.uk), the UK Materials and Molecular
Modelling Hub which is partially funded by EPSRC (EP/P020194 and EP/T022213). The authors also
acknowledge the use of the UCL Myriad and Kathleen High Performance Computing Facility
(Myriad@UCL, Kathleen@UCL), and associated support services, in the completion of this work.



http://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.5572347
http://www.archer.ac.uk/

References

@ Booth, S. G.; Nedoma, A. J.; Anthonisamy, N. N.; Baker, P. J.; Boston, R.; Bronstein, H.;
Clarke, S. J.; Cussen, E. J.; Daramalla, V.; De Volder, M.; Dutton, S. E.; Falkowski, V.; Fleck, N. A,;
Geddes, H. S.; Gollapally, N.; Goodwin, A. L.; Griffin, J. M.; Haworth, A. R.; Hayward, M. A.; Hull,
S.; Inkson, B. J.; Johnston, B. J.; Lu, Z.; MacManus-Driscoll, J. L.; Martinez De Irujo Labalde, X.;
McClelland, I.; McCombie, K.; Murdock, B.; Nayak, D.; Park, S.; Pérez, G. E.; Pickard, C. J.; Piper,
L. F. J.; Playford, H. Y.; Price, S.; Scanlon, D. O.; Stallard, J. C.; Tapia-Ruiz, N.; West, A. R,;
Wheatcroft, L.; Wilson, M.; Zhang, L.; Zhi, X.; Zhu, B.; Cussen, S. A. Perspectives for next
Generation Lithium-lon Battery Cathode Materials. APL Materials 2021, 9 (10), 109201.
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0051092.

2 Tapia-Ruiz, N.; Armstrong, A. R.; Alptekin, H.; Amores, M. A.; Au, H.; Barker, J.; Boston,
R.; Brant, W. R.; Brittain, J. M.; Chen, Y.; Chhowalla, M.; Choi, Y.-S.; Costa, S. I. R.; Ribadeneyra,
M. C.; Cussen, S. A.; Cussen, E. J.; David, W. I. F.; Desai, A. V.; Dickson, S. A. M.; Eweka, E. I.;
Forero-Saboya, J. D.; Grey, C. P.; Griffin, J. M.; Gross, P.; Hua, X.; Irvine, J. T. S.; Johansson, P.;
Jones, M. O.; Karlsmo, M.; Kendrick, E.; Kim, E.; Kolosov, O. V.; Li, Z.; Mertens, S. F. L.;
Mogensen, R.; Monconduit, L.; Morris, R. E.; Naylor, A. J.; Nikman, S.; O’Keefe, C. A.; Ould, D. M.
C.; Palgrave, R. G.; Poizot, P.; Ponrouch, A.; Renault, S.; Reynolds, E. M.; Rudola, A.; Sayers, R.;
Scanlon, D. O.; Sen, S.; Seymour, V. R.; Silvan, B.; Sougrati, M. T.; Stievano, L.; Stone, G. S.;
Thomas, C. I.; Titirici, M.-M.; Tong, J.; Wood, T. J.; Wright, D. S.; Younesi, R. 2021 Roadmap for
Sodium-lon Batteries. J. Phys. Energy 2021, 3 (3), 031503. https://doi.org/10.1088/2515-7655/ac01ef.

3) Mizushima, K.; Jones, P. C.; Wiseman, P. J.; Goodenough, J. B. LixCoO2 (0. Materials
Research Bulletin 1980, 15 (6), 783-789. https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-5408(80)90012-4.

@ Thackeray, M. M.; David, W. I. F.; Bruce, P. G.; Goodenough, J. B. Lithium Insertion into
Manganese Spinels. Materials Research Bulletin 1983, 18 (4), 461-472. https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-
5408(83)90138-1.

(5) Padhi, A. K.; Nanjundaswamy, K. S.; Goodenough, J. B. Phospho-olivines as Positive-
Electrode Materials for Rechargeable Lithium Batteries. J. Electrochem. Soc. 1997, 144 (4), 1188.
https://doi.org/10.1149/1.1837571.

(6) Pimenta, V.; Sathiya, M.; Batuk, D.; Abakumov, A. M.; Giaume, D.; Cassaignon, S.; Larcher,
D.; Tarascon, J.-M. Synthesis of Li-Rich NMC: A Comprehensive Study. Chem. Mater. 2017, 29
(23), 9923-9936. https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemmater.7b03230.

@) Kitchaev, D. A.; Lun, Z.; Richards, W. D.; Ji, H.; Clément, R. J.; Balasubramanian, M.;
Kwon, D.-H.; Dai, K.; Papp, J. K.; Lei, T.; McCloskey, B. D.; Yang, W.; Lee, J.; Ceder, G. Design
Principles for High Transition Metal Capacity in Disordered Rocksalt Li-lon Cathodes. Energy
Environ. Sci. 2018, 11 (8), 2159-2171. https://doi.org/10.1039/C8EE00816G.

(8) Siu, C.; Seymour, I. D.; Britto, S.; Zhang, H.; Rana, J.; Feng, J.; Omenya, F. O.; Zhou, H.;
Chernova, N. A.; Zhou, G.; Grey, C. P.; Piper, L. F. J.; Whittingham, M. S. Enabling Multi-Electron
Reaction of e-VOPO4 to Reach Theoretical Capacity for Lithium-lon Batteries. Chem. Commun.
2018, 54 (56), 7802-7805. https://doi.org/10.1039/C8CC02386G.

9 Becke, A. D. Perspective: Fifty Years of Density-Functional Theory in Chemical Physics. J.
Chem. Phys. 2014, 140 (18), 18A301. https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4869598.

(10)  Urban, A.; Seo, D.-H.; Ceder, G. Computational Understanding of Li-lon Batteries. npj
Computational Materials 2016, 2, 16002. https://doi.org/10.1038/npjcompumats.2016.2.



(11)  Cheuvrier, V. L.; Ong, S. P.; Armiento, R.; Chan, M. K. Y.; Ceder, G. Hybrid Density
Functional Calculations of Redox Potentials and Formation Energies of Transition Metal Compounds.
Phys. Rev. B 2010, 82 (7), 075122. https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.075122.

(12)  Melot, B. C.; Scanlon, D. O.; Reynaud, M.; Rousse, G.; Chotard, J.-N.; Henry, M.; Tarascon,
J.-M. Chemical and Structural Indicators for Large Redox Potentials in Fe-Based Positive Electrode
Materials. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2014, 6 (14), 10832—-10839.
https://doi.org/10.1021/am405579h.

(13)  Morgan, D.; Ven, A. V. der; Ceder, G. Li Conductivity in Lix MPO 4 (M =Mn, Fe, Co,
Ni ) Olivine Materials. Electrochem. Solid-State Lett. 2003, 7 (2), A30.
https://doi.org/10.1149/1.1633511.

(14)  Tygesen, A. S.; Chang, J. H.; Vegge, T.; Garcia-Lastra, J. M. Computational Framework for a
Systematic Investigation of Anionic Redox Process in Li-Rich Compounds. npj Computational
Materials 2020, 6 (1), 1-9. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41524-020-0335-4.

(15) Jain, A.; Ong, S. P.; Hautier, G.; Chen, W.; Richards, W. D.; Dacek, S.; Cholia, S.; Gunter,
D.; Skinner, D.; Ceder, G.; Persson, K. A. Commentary: The Materials Project: A Materials Genome
Approach to Accelerating Materials Innovation. APL Materials 2013, 1 (1), 011002.
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4812323.

(16)  Kirklin, S.; Saal, J. E.; Meredig, B.; Thompson, A.; Doak, J. W.; Aykol, M.; Rihl, S.;
Wolverton, C. The Open Quantum Materials Database (OQMD): Assessing the Accuracy of DFT
Formation Energies. npj Computational Materials 2015, 1 (1), 1-15.
https://doi.org/10.1038/npjcompumats.2015.10.

(17)  Curtarolo, S.; Setyawan, W.; Hart, G. L. W.; Jahnatek, M.; Chepulskii, R. V.; Taylor, R. H.;
Wang, S.; Xue, J.; Yang, K.; Levy, O.; Mehl, M. J.; Stokes, H. T.; Demchenko, D. O.; Morgan, D.
AFLOW: An Automatic Framework for High-Throughput Materials Discovery. Computational
Materials Science 2012, 58, 218-226. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2012.02.005.

(18)  Oganov, A. R.; Pickard, C. J.; Zhu, Q.; Needs, R. J. Structure Prediction Drives Materials
Discovery. Nature Reviews Materials 2019, 4 (5), 331. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41578-019-0101-8.

(19) Wales, D. J.; Doye, J. P. K. Global Optimization by Basin-Hopping and the Lowest Energy
Structures of Lennard-Jones Clusters Containing up to 110 Atoms. J. Phys. Chem. A 1997, 101 (28),
5111-5116. https://doi.org/10.1021/jp970984n.

(20)  Goedecker, S. Minima Hopping: An Efficient Search Method for the Global Minimum of the
Potential Energy Surface of Complex Molecular Systems. The Journal of Chemical Physics 2004, 120
(21), 9911-9917. https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1724816.

(21)  Oganov, A. R.; Lyakhov, A. O.; Valle, M. How Evolutionary Crystal Structure Prediction
Works—and Why. Acc. Chem. Res. 2011, 44 (3), 227-237. https://doi.org/10.1021/ar1001318.

(22) Wang, Y.; Lv,J.,; Zhuy, L.; Ma, Y. CALYPSO: A Method for Crystal Structure Prediction.
Computer Physics Communications 2012, 183 (10), 2063—-2070.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2012.05.008.

(23)  Pickard, C. J.; Needs, R. J. High-Pressure Phases of Silane. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2006, 97 (4),
045504. https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevL ett.97.045504.

(24)  Pickard, C. J.; Needs, R. J. Ab Initio Random Structure Searching. Journal of physics.
Condensed matter : an Institute of Physics journal 2011, 23 (5), 053201-053201.
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/23/5/053201.



(25)  Kim, S.; Noh, J,; Gu, G. H.; Aspuru-Guzik, A.; Jung, Y. Generative Adversarial Networks for
Crystal Structure Prediction. ACS Cent. Sci. 2020, 6 (8), 1412-1420.
https://doi.org/10.1021/acscentsci.0c00426.

(26)  Noh, J.; Kim, J.; Stein, H. S.; Sanchez-Lengeling, B.; Gregoire, J. M.; Aspuru-Guzik, A.;
Jung, Y. Inverse Design of Solid-State Materials via a Continuous Representation. Matter 2019, 1 (5),
1370-1384. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matt.2019.08.017.

(27)  Bernstein, N.; Csényi, G.; Deringer, V. L. De Novo Exploration and Self-Guided Learning of
Potential-Energy Surfaces. npj Comput Mater 2019, 5 (1), 1-9. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41524-019-
0236-6.

(28)  Deringer, V. L.; Pickard, C. J.; Csanyi, G. Data-Driven Learning of Total and Local Energies
in Elemental Boron. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2018, 120 (15), 156001.
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.156001.

(29)  Lu, Z. Computational Discovery of Energy Materials in the Era of Big Data and Machine
Learning: A Critical Review. Materials Reports: Energy 2021, 1 (3), 100047.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matre.2021.100047.

(30)  Yao, W.; Armstrong, A. R.; Zhou, X.; Sougrati, M.-T.; Kidkhunthod, P.; Tunmee, S.; Sun, C.;
Sattayaporn, S.; Lightfoot, P.; Ji, B.; Jiang, C.; Wu, N.; Tang, Y.; Cheng, H.-M. An Oxalate Cathode
for Lithium lon Batteries with Combined Cationic and Polyanionic Redox. Nature Communications
2019, 10 (1), 3483. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-11077-0.

(31) Lu, Z; Zhu, B.; Shires, B. W. B.; Scanlon, D. O.; Pickard, C. J. Ab Initio Random Structure
Searching for Battery Cathode Materials. J. Chem. Phys. 2021, 154 (17), 174111.
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.00493009.

(32)  Vanderbilt, D. Soft Self-Consistent Pseudopotentials in a Generalized Eigenvalue Formalism.
Phys. Rev. B 1990, 41 (11), 7892-7895. https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.41.7892.

(33) Louie, S. G.; Froyen, S.; Cohen, M. L. Nonlinear lonic Pseudopotentials in Spin-Density-
Functional Calculations. Phys. Rev. B 1982, 26 (4), 1738-1742.
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.26.1738.

(34)  Kresse, G.; Hafner, J. Ab Initio Molecular Dynamics for Liquid Metals. Phys. Rev. B 1993,
47 (1), 558-561. https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.47.558.

(35)  Kresse, G.; Hafner, J. Ab Initio Molecular-Dynamics Simulation of the Liquid-Metal--
Amorphous-Semiconductor Transition in Germanium. Phys. Rev. B 1994, 49 (20), 14251-14269.
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.49.14251.

(36)  Kresse, G.; Furthmdiller, J. Efficiency of Ab-Initio Total Energy Calculations for Metals and
Semiconductors Using a Plane-Wave Basis Set. Computational Materials Science 1996, 6 (1), 15-50.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0927-0256(96)00008-0.

(37)  Kresse, G.; Furthmdiller, J. Efficient Iterative Schemes for Ab Initio Total-Energy
Calculations Using a Plane-Wave Basis Set. Phys. Rev. B 1996, 54 (16), 11169-11186.
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.54.11169.

(38)  Blachl, P. E. Projector Augmented-Wave Method. Phys. Rev. B 1994, 50 (24), 17953-17979.
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.50.17953.

(39) Togo, A.; Tanaka, I. First Principles Phonon Calculations in Materials Science. Scripta
Materialia 2015, 108, 1-5. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scriptamat.2015.07.021.



(40)  Perdew, J. P.; Burke, K.; Ernzerhof, M. Generalized Gradient Approximation Made Simple.
Phys. Rev. Lett. 1996, 77 (18), 3865-3868. https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevL ett.77.3865.

(41)  Perdew, J. P.; Ruzsinszky, A.; Csonka, G. I.; Vydrov, O. A.; Scuseria, G. E.; Constantin, L.
A.; Zhou, X.; Burke, K. Restoring the Density-Gradient Expansion for Exchange in Solids and
Surfaces. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2008, 100 (13), 136406. https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevL ett.100.136406.

(42) Dudarev, S. L.; Botton, G. A.; Savrasov, S. Y.; Humphreys, C. J.; Sutton, A. P. Electron-
Energy-Loss Spectra and the Structural Stability of Nickel Oxide: An LSDA+U Study. Phys. Rev. B
1998, 57 (3), 1505-1509. https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.57.1505.

(43) Wang, L.; Maxisch, T.; Ceder, G. Oxidation Energies of Transition Metal Oxides within the
GGA+U Framework. Phys. Rev. B 2006, 73 (19), 195107.
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.73.195107.

(44)  Henkelman, G.; Uberuaga, B. P.; Jénsson, H. A Climbing Image Nudged Elastic Band
Method for Finding Saddle Points and Minimum Energy Paths. The Journal of Chemical Physics
2000, 113 (22), 9901-9904. https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1329672.

(45)  Henkelman, G.; Jonsson, H. Improved Tangent Estimate in the Nudged Elastic Band Method
for Finding Minimum Energy Paths and Saddle Points. The Journal of Chemical Physics 2000, 113
(22), 9978-9985. https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1323224.

(46)  Nosé, S. A Unified Formulation of the Constant Temperature Molecular Dynamics Methods.
J. Chem. Phys. 1984, 81 (1), 511-519. https://doi.org/10.1063/1.447334.

(47)  Hoover, W. G. Canonical Dynamics: Equilibrium Phase-Space Distributions. Phys. Rev. A
1985, 31 (3), 1695-1697. https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.31.1695.

(48)  Mueller, T.; Hautier, G.; Jain, A.; Ceder, G. Evaluation of Tavorite-Structured Cathode
Materials for Lithium-lon Batteries Using High-Throughput Computing. Chem. Mater. 2011, 23 (17),
3854-3862. https://doi.org/10.1021/cm200753g.

(49)  Huber, S. P.; Zoupanos, S.; Uhrin, M.; Talirz, L.; Kahle, L.; Hauselmann, R.; Gresch, D.;
Miiller, T.; Yakutovich, A. V.; Andersen, C. W.; Ramirez, F. F.; Adorf, C. S.; Gargiulo, F.; Kumbhar,
S.; Passaro, E.; Johnston, C.; Merkys, A.; Cepellotti, A.; Mounet, N.; Marzari, N.; Kozinsky, B.;
Pizzi, G. AiiDA 1.0, a Scalable Computational Infrastructure for Automated Reproducible Workflows
and Data Provenance. arXiv:2003.12476 [cond-mat] 2020.

(50)  Uhrin, M.; Huber, S. P.; Yu, J.; Marzari, N.; Pizzi, G. Workflows in AiiDA: Engineering a
High-Throughput, Event-Based Engine for Robust and Modular Computational Workflows.
Computational Materials Science 2021, 187, 110086.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2020.110086.

(51) Ong, S. P.; Richards, W. D.; Jain, A.; Hautier, G.; Kocher, M.; Cholia, S.; Gunter, D.;
Chevrier, V. L.; Persson, K. A.; Ceder, G. Python Materials Genomics (Pymatgen): A Robust, Open-
Source Python Library for Materials Analysis. Computational Materials Science 2013, 68, 314-3109.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2012.10.028.

(52)  Larsen, A. H.; Mortensen, J. J.; Blomqvist, J.; Castelli, I. E.; Christensen, R.; Marcin Dutak;
Friis, J.; Groves, M. N.; Hammer, B.; Hargus, C.; Hermes, E. D.; Jennings, P. C.; Jensen, P. B.;
Kermode, J.; Kitchin, J. R.; Kolsbjerg, E. L.; Kubal, J.; Kristen Kaasbjerg; Lysgaard, S.; Maronsson,
J. B.; Maxson, T.; Olsen, T.; Pastewka, L.; Andrew Peterson; Rostgaard, C.; Schigtz, J.; Schitt, O.;
Strange, M.; Thygesen, K. S.; Tejs Vegge; Vilhelmsen, L.; Walter, M.; Zeng, Z.; Jacobsen, K. W. The
Atomic Simulation Environment—a Python Library for Working with Atoms. J. Phys.: Condens.
Matter 2017, 29 (27), 273002. https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/aa680e.



(53) Ganose, A. M.; Jackson, A. J.; Scanlon, D. O. Sumo: Command-Line Tools for Plotting and
Analysis of Periodic *ab Initio* Calculations. Journal of Open Source Software 2018, 3 (28), 717.
https://doi.org/10.21105/j0ss.00717.

(54) Momma, K.; Izumi, F. VESTA 3 for Three-Dimensional Visualization of Crystal, Volumetric
and Morphology Data. J Appl Cryst 2011, 44 (6), 1272-1276.
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0021889811038970.

(55)  Garcia-Moreno, O.; Alvarez-Vega, M.; Garcia-Jaca, J.; Gallardo-Amores, J. M.; Sanjuan, M.
L.; Amador, U. Influence of the Structure on the Electrochemical Performance of Lithium Transition
Metal Phosphates as Cathodic Materials in Rechargeable Lithium Batteries: A New High-Pressure
Form of LiMPO4 (M = Fe and Ni). Chem. Mater. 2001, 13 (5), 1570-1576.
https://doi.org/10.1021/cm000596p.

(56)  Assat, G.; Manthiram, A. Rapid Microwave-Assisted Solvothermal Synthesis of Non-Olivine
Cmcm Polymorphs of LIMPO4 (M = Mn, Fe, Co, and Ni) at Low Temperature and Pressure. Inorg.
Chem. 2015, 54 (20), 10015-10022. https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.inorgchem.5b01787.

(57)  Rousse, G.; Rodriguez-Carvajal, J.; Patoux, S.; Masquelier, C. Magnetic Structures of the
Triphylite LiFePO4 and of Its Delithiated Form FePO4. Chem. Mater. 2003, 15 (21), 4082—4090.
https://doi.org/10.1021/cm0300462.

(58)  Haas, P.; Tran, F.; Blaha, P. Calculation of the Lattice Constant of Solids with Semilocal
Functionals. Phys. Rev. B 2009, 79 (8), 085104. https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.79.085104.

(59)  Zhu, Z.; Wu, P.; Wu, S.; Xu, L.; Xu, Y.; Zhao, X.; Wang, C.-Z.; Ho, K.-M. An Efficient
Scheme for Crystal Structure Prediction Based on Structural Motifs. J. Phys. Chem. C 2017, 121 (21),
11891-11896. https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.7b02486.

(60)  Recham, N.; Chotard, J.-N.; Dupont, L.; Delacourt, C.; Walker, W.; Armand, M.; Tarascon,
J.-M. A 3.6 V Lithium-Based Fluorosulphate Insertion Positive Electrode for Lithium-lon Batteries.
Nature Materials 2010, 9 (1), 68—74. https://doi.org/10.1038/nmat2590.

(61) Huang, H.; Yin, S.-C.; Nazar, L. F. Approaching Theoretical Capacity of LiFePO4 at Room
Temperature at High Rates. Electrochem. Solid-State Lett. 2001, 4 (10), A170.
https://doi.org/10.1149/1.1396695.

(62)  Takahashi, M.; Tobishima, S.; Takei, K.; Sakurai, Y. Characterization of LiFePO4 as the
Cathode Material for Rechargeable Lithium Batteries. Journal of Power Sources 2001, 97-98, 508—
511. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-7753(01)00728-5.

(63) Huang, Y.-H.; Goodenough, J. B. High-Rate LiFePO4 Lithium Rechargeable Battery
Promoted by Electrochemically Active Polymers. Chem. Mater. 2008, 20 (23), 7237-7241.
https://doi.org/10.1021/cm8012304.

(64) Barpanda, P.; Ati, M.; Melot, B. C.; Rousse, G.; Chotard, J.-N.; Doublet, M.-L.; Sougrati, M.
T.; Corr, S. A.; Jumas, J.-C.; Tarascon, J.-M. A 3.90 V Iron-Based Fluorosulphate Material for
Lithium-lon Batteries Crystallizing in the Triplite Structure. Nature Materials 2011, 10 (10), 772-
779. https://doi.org/10.1038/nmat3093.

(65)  Ati, M.; Melot, B. C.; Chotard, J.-N.; Rousse, G.; Reynaud, M.; Tarascon, J.-M. Synthesis
and Electrochemical Properties of Pure LiFeSO4F in the Triplite Structure. Electrochemistry
Communications 2011, 13 (11), 1280-1283. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.elecom.2011.08.023.



(66)  Melot, B. C.; Rousse, G.; Chotard, J.-N.; Ati, M.; Rodriguez-Carvajal, J.; Kemei, M. C.;
Tarascon, J.-M. Magnetic Structure and Properties of the Li-lon Battery Materials FeSO4F and
LiFeSO4F. Chem. Mater. 2011, 23 (11), 2922-2930. https://doi.org/10.1021/cm200465u.

(67)  Ati, M.; Sathiya, M.; Boulineau, S.; Reynaud, M.; Abakumov, A.; Rousse, G.; Melot, B.; Van
Tendeloo, G.; Tarascon, J.-M. Understanding and Promoting the Rapid Preparation of the Triplite-
Phase of LiFeSO4F for Use as a Large-Potential Fe Cathode. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2012, 134 (44),
18380-18387. https://doi.org/10.1021/ja3074402.

(68) Kim, M.; Jung, Y.; Kang, B. High Electrochemical Performance of 3.9 V LiFeSOA4F Directly
Synthesized by a Scalable Solid- State Reaction within 1 h. J. Mater. Chem. A 2015, 3 (14), 7583—
7590. https://doi.org/10.1039/C4TAQ07095J.

(69)  Ati, M.; Melot, B. C.; Rousse, G.; Chotard, J.-N.; Barpanda, P.; Tarascon, J.-M. Structural
and Electrochemical Diversity in LiFel—6ZndSO4F Solid Solution: A Fe-Based 3.9 V Positive-
Electrode Material. Angewandte Chemie 2011, 123 (45), 10762-10765.
https://doi.org/10.1002/ange.201104648.

(70)  Barpanda, P.; Chotard, J.-N.; Recham, N.; Delacourt, C.; Ati, M.; Dupont, L.; Armand, M.;
Tarascon, J.-M. Structural, Transport, and Electrochemical Investigation of Novel AMSO4F (A = Na,
Li; M = Fe, Co, Ni, Mn) Metal Fluorosulphates Prepared Using Low Temperature Synthesis Routes.
Inorg. Chem. 2010, 49 (16), 7401-7413. https://doi.org/10.1021/ic100583f.

(71)  Tripathi, R.; Popov, G.; L. Ellis, B.; Hug, A.; F. Nazar, L. Lithium Metal Fluorosulfate
Polymorphs as Positive Electrodes for Li-lon Batteries: Synthetic Strategies and Effect of Cation
Ordering. Energy & Environmental Science 2012, 5 (3), 6238-6246.
https://doi.org/10.1039/C2EE03222H.

(72)  Cai, Y.; Chen, G.; Xu, X.; Du, F.; Li, Z.; Meng, X.; Wang, C.; Wei, Y. First-Principles
Calculations on the LiIMSO4F/MSO4F (M = Fe, Co, and Ni) Systems. J. Phys. Chem. C 2011, 115
(14), 7032-7037. https://doi.org/10.1021/jp111310g.

(73)  Chung, S. C.; Barpanda, P.; Nishimura, S.; Yamada, Y.; Yamada, A. Polymorphs of
LiFeSO4F as Cathode Materials for Lithium lon Batteries — a First Principle Computational Study.
Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2012, 14 (24), 8678-8682. https://doi.org/10.1039/C2CP40489C.

(74)  Yahia, M. B.; Lemoigno, F.; Rousse, G.; Boucher, F.; Tarascon, J.-M.; Doublet, M.-L. Origin
of the 3.6 V to 3.9 V Voltage Increase in the LiFeSO4F Cathodes for Li-lon Batteries. Energy
Environ. Sci. 2012, 5 (11), 9584-9594. https://doi.org/10.1039/C2EE22699E.

(75)  Bubnham, C. W. Refinement of the Crystal Structure of Sillimanite. Zeitschrift fur
Kristallographie 1963, 118 (1-2), 127-148. https://doi.org/10.1524/zkri.1963.118.1-2.127.

(76)  Horton, M. K.; Montoya, J. H.; Liu, M.; Persson, K. A. High-Throughput Prediction of the
Ground-State Collinear Magnetic Order of Inorganic Materials Using Density Functional Theory. npj
Computational Materials 2019, 5 (1), 1-11. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41524-019-0199-7.

(77)  Fisher, C. A. J.; Hart Prieto, V. M.; Islam, M. S. Lithium Battery Materials LiIMPO4 (M =
Mn, Fe, Co, and Ni): Insights into Defect Association, Transport Mechanisms, and Doping Behavior.
Chem. Mater. 2008, 20 (18), 5907-5915. https://doi.org/10.1021/cm801262x.

(78)  Lee, S.; Park, S. S. Comparative Study of Tavorite and Triplite LiFeSO4F as Cathode
Materials for Lithium lon Batteries: Structure, Defect Chemistry, and Lithium Conduction Properties
from Atomistic Simulation. J. Phys. Chem. C 2014, 118 (24), 12642-12648.
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp502672Kk.



(79)  Armstrong, A. R.; Kuganathan, N.; Islam, M. S.; Bruce, P. G. Structure and Lithium
Transport Pathways in Li2FeSiO4 Cathodes for Lithium Batteries. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2011, 133 (33),
13031-13035. https://doi.org/10.1021/ja2018543.

(80) Ellis, B. L.; Makahnouk, W. R. M.; Makimura, Y.; Toghill, K.; Nazar, L. F. A
Multifunctional 3.5 V Iron-Based Phosphate Cathode for Rechargeable Batteries. Nature Materials
2007, 6 (10), 749-753. https://doi.org/10.1038/nmat2007.

(81)  Croguennec, L.; Palacin, M. R. Recent Achievements on Inorganic Electrode Materials for
Lithium-lon Batteries. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2015, 137 (9), 3140-3156.
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja507828x.

(82)  Masquelier, C.; Croguennec, L. Polyanionic (Phosphates, Silicates, Sulfates) Frameworks as
Electrode Materials for Rechargeable Li (or Na) Batteries. Chem. Rev. 2013, 113 (8), 6552—6591.
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr3001862.

(83)  Afyon, S.; Worle, M.; Nesper, R. A Lithium-Rich Compound Li7Mn(BO3)3 Containing
Mn2+ in Tetrahedral Coordination: A Cathode Candidate for Lithium-lon Batteries. Angewandte
Chemie 2013, 125 (48), 12773-12776. https://doi.org/10.1002/ange.201307655.

(84)  Nytén, A.; Abouimrane, A.; Armand, M.; Gustafsson, T.; Thomas, J. O. Electrochemical
Performance of Li2FeSiO4 as a New Li-Battery Cathode Material. Electrochemistry Communications
2005, 7 (2), 156-160. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.elecom.2004.11.008.

(85)  Ahouari, H.; Rousse, G.; Rodriguez-Carvajal, J.; Sougrati, M.-T.; Saubanere, M.; Courty, M.;
Recham, N.; Tarascon, J.-M. Unraveling the Structure of Iron(l11) Oxalate Tetrahydrate and Its
Reversible Li Insertion Capability. Chem. Mater. 2015, 27 (5), 1631-1639.
https://doi.org/10.1021/cm5043149.

(86)  Lu, Z.; Ciucci, F. Anti-Perovskite Cathodes for Lithium Batteries. J. Mater. Chem. A 2018, 6
(12), 5185-5192. https://doi.org/10.1039/C7TA11074J.

(87)  Lu, Z; Chen, C.; Baiyee, Z. M.; Chen, X.; Niu, C.; Ciucci, F. Defect Chemistry and Lithium
Transport in Li3OCI Anti-Perovskite Superionic Conductors. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2015, 17 (48),
32547-32555. https://doi.org/10.1039/C5CP05722A.

(88)  Effat, M. B.; Liu, J.; Lu, Z.; Wan, T. H.; Curcio, A.; Ciucci, F. Stability, Elastic Properties,
and the Li Transport Mechanism of the Protonated and Fluorinated Antiperovskite Lithium
Conductors. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2020, 12 (49), 55011-55022.
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.0c17975.

(89) Wan, T. H.; Lu, Z.; Ciucci, F. A First Principle Study of the Phase Stability, lon Transport
and Substitution Strategy for Highly lonic Conductive Sodium Antipervoskite as Solid Electrolyte for
Sodium lon Batteries. Journal of Power Sources 2018, 390, 61-70.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2018.03.073.

(90)  Assat, G.; Tarascon, J.-M. Fundamental Understanding and Practical Challenges of Anionic
Redox Activity in Li-lon Batteries. Nature Energy 2018, 3 (5), 373-386.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41560-018-0097-0.

(91)  Ji, B.; Yao, W.; Zheng, Y.; Kidkhunthod, P.; Zhou, X.; Tunmee, S.; Sattayaporn, S.; Cheng,
H.-M.; He, H.; Tang, Y. A Fluoroxalate Cathode Material for Potassium-lon Batteries with Ultra-
Long Cyclability. Nature Communications 2020, 11 (1), 1225. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-
15044-y.



(92)  Seo, D.-H.; Urban, A.; Ceder, G. Calibrating Transition-Metal Energy Levels and Oxygen
Bands in First-Principles Calculations: Accurate Prediction of Redox Potentials and Charge Transfer
in Lithium Transition-Metal Oxides. Phys. Rev. B 2015, 92 (11), 115118.
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.115118.

(93)  Zheng, J.; Ye, Y.; Pan, F. ‘Structure Units’ as Material Genes in Cathode Materials for
Lithium-lon Batteries. Natl Sci Rev 2020, 7 (2), 242—245. https://doi.org/10.1093/nsr/nwz178.

(94)  Manthiram, A. A Reflection on Lithium-lon Battery Cathode Chemistry. Nat Commun 2020,
11 (1), 1-9. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-15355-0.

(95)  Zunger, A.; Wei, S.-H.; Ferreira, L. G.; Bernard, J. E. Special Quasirandom Structures. Phys.
Rev. Lett. 1990, 65 (3), 353-356. https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.65.353.

(96)  van de Walle, A. Multicomponent Multisublattice Alloys, Nonconfigurational Entropy and
Other Additions to the Alloy Theoretic Automated Toolkit. Calphad 2009, 33 (2), 266-278.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.calphad.2008.12.005.

(97)  Thomas, J. C.; Ven, A. V. der. Finite-Temperature Properties of Strongly Anharmonic and
Mechanically Unstable Crystal Phases from First Principles. Phys. Rev. B 2013, 88 (21), 214111.
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.88.214111.

(98)  Chang, J. H.; Kleiven, D.; Melander, M.; Akola, J.; Garcia-Lastra, J. M.; Vegge, T. CLEASE:
A Versatile and User-Friendly Implementation of Cluster Expansion Method. J. Phys.: Condens.
Matter 2019, 31 (32), 325901. https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/ablbbc.

(99)  Anggvist, M.; Mufioz, W. A.; Rahm, J. M.; Fransson, E.; Durniak, C.; Rozyczko, P.; Rod, T.
H.; Erhart, P. ICET — A Python Library for Constructing and Sampling Alloy Cluster Expansions.
Advanced Theory and Simulations 2019, 2 (7), 1900015. https://doi.org/10.1002/adts.201900015.



Supplementary imformation

Accelerating Cathode Material Discovery
using ab initio Random Structure
Searching

Bonan Zhu'*"*, Ziheng Lu**"", Chris J. Pickard®3#, David O. Scanlon*?°®
AFFILIATIONS

! Department of Chemistry, University College London, 20 Gordon Street, London WC1H 0AJ, United
Kingdom

2 The Faraday Institution, Quad One, Becquerel Avenue, Harwell Campus, Didcot, OX11 ORA, United
Kingdom

® Department of Materials Science & Metallurgy, University of Cambridge, 27 Charles Babbage Road,
Cambridge, CB3 OFS, United Kingdom

* Advanced Institute for Materials Research, Tohoku University, Sendai, Japan

® Thomas Young Centre, University College London, Gower Street, London WCI1E 6BT, United
Kingdom

® Diamond Light Source Ltd., Diamond House, Harwell Science and Innovation Campus, Didcot,
Oxfordshire OX11 0DE, UK

" These authors contributed equally to this work.

“ Author to whom correspondence should be addressed: bonan.zhu@ucl.ac.uk and zI462@cam.ac.uk

Additional details of the LiFePOg4 search

The search for LiFePO,4 ground state structure involves 684 relaxed structures including four formula
units and 1112 structures that have two formula units. The random structures are generated such that
they have two to four symmetry operations with rigid PO4 units and satisfy a predefined minimum
species-wise separation. The latter was initially inferred from the known olivine phase. However, we
note that this information, unlike the distance matrix, does not encode any details of the exact structure.
It is common to infer their values based on the bond lengths in known materials, in the spirit that species
in chemically similar compounds should have similar local environments. For completely unknown
systems, brief explorative searches can be performed with randomly chosen minimum species-wise
separation. Subsequently, values from the low-energy structures can be used for further searching. We
do not apply any constraints during the geometry optimisation. The olivine structure has been found 4
times out of the 684 relaxed structures with four formula units, giving an average encounter rate of
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1/171. The high-pressure phase has been found 9 times out of the 1112 sampled structures with two
formula units, giving an average encounter rate of 1/124.

Specie-wise minimum separations used for generating random structures are shown in Table S1. In the
case where a range is shown, a random value within that range is selected for building each structure.
No constraints are applied during the subsequent geometry optimisation. We note that the search is not
sensitive to the exact values used, given that they are physically sensible. Initial values may be inferred
from typical bond lengths in existing materials or by performing a small-scale bootstrapping random
search and extract typical values from low energy structures. For brevity the pairs involving P, S, and
C are omitted. Full inputs for structure generations are available in the data repository at
http://doi.org/10.5281/zen0d0.5572347.

Table S 2 Specie-wise minimum separations for generating random structures.

Species LiFePO, (A) LiFeSO.F (A) Li,C,04F,(A)
Li-Li 3.04 3.5-4.0 2.78
Li-O 2.11 1.90-2.10 1.93
Li-Fe 3.31 2.90-3.10 3.31
0-0 2.47 2.20-2.40 2.27
O-Fe 2.10 2.00-2.50 2.21
Fe-Fe 3.92 3.60-3.80 4.81
Li-F N/A 1.8-2.1 1.81
Fe-F N/A 1.8-2.2 2.02
O-F N/A 2.5-2.9 2.82
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Figure S 1Relative energy and volume of different LiFePOs phases using the PBEsol exchange-correlation functional. The
cluster of less-dense low energy structures is now 25 meV/atom higher in energy compared to the olivine Pnma phase. In
contrast, using PBE functional, it is only a few meV/atom higher than the Pnma phase.
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Figure S 2 (a) Relative energy between FM and AFM spin configurations for a range of low energy polymorphs. The reference
is phase A in the FM configuration. The PBE exchange-correlation functional is used. Spin polarisations on the Fe atoms are
indicated by the arrows. Octahedra of spin down Fe atoms are coloured in blue. (b) The lowest energy spin confguration for
Phase A.; (c) AFM spin configuration in for phase C; (d) the AFM spin configuration for phase D.
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Figure S 3 Relative energy versus volume plot for LiFeSO4F polymorphs using PBEsol functional. Here the lowest energy
structure is the sillimanite-I1 structured phase C.
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Figure S 4 Relative energies of selected structures in AFM ordering fully relaxed using the HSE06 hybrid functional.
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Figure S5 Phonon band structure of LiFeSO4F phase C with the AFM spin arrangement. The lack of imaginary modes suggests
that this phase is dynamically stable.



Figure S 6 Isosurface plot of Li density from ab initio molecular dynamics simulations showing the 3D networks of the diffusion
pathway.
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Figure S 7 Change in energy after enumerating unique Li-Fe substitution for phase C, D, and E in the primitive cell. The
minimum Li-Fe anti-site defect energy for C is in the order 0.15 eV. In addition, completely reversing the Li-Fe sites in
structure E makes it into structure D and vice versa. Note that the end structures are still different in F arrangements across
the FeOsF2 chains.
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Figure S 8 The phonon band structures of (a) LizFeC204F2 and (b) LiFeC204F. The lack of any imaginary modes confirms
that both structures are dynamically stable.

Figure S 9 The Fukui functions computed using HSEO6 for (a) Li2xFe(C204)2 and (b) LizxFeC204F2 with x=1. The
isosurface level is set to 0.008 e’Bohrper e” removed per formula unit.
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Figure S 10 Calculated convex hull of the delithiated structures of Li>xFeC204F2 (a) and the voltage profile constructed
from it (b) using the HSEO6 hybrid functional.

a) b)
co R 2.0 -
4.8 OS’ 1.9
=
O 46 | o +
L c 18 |
T 44 F ° w
o ° ©
o 42 ° ° ® 217}
3 o
4.0 [ ° ° -
° ® Fe O 16 -
3.8 - Full cell @) + o+ o+ o+ +
Ld I i I 1 I I i T I
1.5
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
Li> - xFeCy04F; Li> - xFe[(C304)2/C,04F3]

Figure S 11 (a) Total magnetisation per Fe (“Full cell”) and locally projected magnetisation (Fe) at different delithiation
levels for Li2xFeC20a4F>. (b) Bond lengths in delithiated structures of Li>xFeC204F2. These results are computed using the
HSEO06 hybrid functional. The trends in both cases are very similar to that of Figure 10, apart from that at very high (x>1.5)
delithiation levels where C=C bonds in (C204)? start to break



