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Abstract

Electrode particle cracking is one of the main phenomena driving battery capacity degradation.

Recent phase field fracture studies have investigated particle cracking behaviour. However, only

the beginning of life has been considered and effects such as damage accumulation have been

neglected. Here, a multi-physics phase field fatigue model has been developed to study crack

propagation in battery electrode particles undergoing hundreds of cycles. In addition, we couple

our electrochemo-mechanical formulation with X-ray CT imaging to simulate fatigue cracking of

realistic particle microstructures. Using this modelling framework, non-linear crack propagation

behaviour is predicted, leading to the observation of an exponential increase in cracked area

with cycle number. Three stages of crack growth (slow, accelerating and unstable) are observed,

with phenomena such as crack initialisation at concave regions and crack coalescence having

a significant contribution to the resulting fatigue crack growth rates. The critical values of

C-rate, particle size and initial crack length are determined, and found to be lower than those

reported in the literature using static fracture models. Therefore, this work demonstrates the

importance of considering fatigue damage in battery degradation models and provides insights

on the control of fatigue crack propagation to alleviate battery capacity degradation.
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1. Introduction

Lithium-ion batteries are the main energy source for electric vehicles and consumer electron-

ics. However, they suffer from capacity fade during their lifetime. One of the main degradation

mechanisms is the fracture of electrode particles [1], which is caused by the stresses associ-

ated with the inhomogeneous swelling and shrinkage of electrode materials that occurs when

lithium-ions are inserted and extracted [2]. The resulting cracks in the electrode particles lead

to two negative effects on the battery performance: loss of electronic contact between particles,

which decreases the amount of active material in a cell [3, 4], and additional parasitic side

reactions that occur on fresh crack surfaces, e.g. the formation and growth of the solid elec-

trolyte interphase (SEI), which leads to lithium inventory loss [5]. Batteries often experience

an accelerated degradation phase, where effects such as particle cracking become increasingly

important as crack propagation rates increase with cycle number [6, 7]. Therefore, it is of great

importance to account for particle cracking behaviour in lithium-ion battery models.

The modelling of mechanical effects in lithium-ion batteries needs consideration across mul-

tiple length scales, from particle level interactions at the micro-scale up to cell level effects at

the macro-scale [8–10]. Early mechanical models for lithium-ion batteries include the work of

Christensen and Newman [11, 12] and Zhang et al. [13] in the mid 2000s. These models were

built to describe the volume expansion and stress generation during lithium (de)intercalation

and diffusion in the electrode particles, where it was demonstrated that the stresses increase

with particle size and current density [11–13]. In addition, the role of the hydrostatic stress

in changing the chemical potential and accelerating lithium diffusion was quantified by Li et

al. [14]. The influence on the particle stress levels of electrode material properties such as the

diffusion coefficient, the elastic modulus and the lithium partial molar volume has also been

investigated [15]. By applying these electro-chemo-mechanical models at the cell level, the

thickness change of a pouch cell during lithium (de)intercalation was found to be more than

10 times larger than that resulting from thermal expansion effects [16, 17]. These cell-level

coupled models have also been used to explain the experimentally observed localised particle
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fragmentation that takes place near the electrode-separator interface [18], which was attributed

to the high reaction currents and large stresses close to the separator [17].

Particle cracking phenomena have been frequently observed during battery cycling experi-

ments [19], but high-fidelity modelling remains challenging because of the multiphysics nature

of the problem. Mechanical stresses are a result of the chemical strains associated with lithium

transport. During the lithium insertion process (lithiation), the centre of the electrode particle

undergoes tensile stresses, while the outer regions are subjected to compression. The opposite

occurs during the lithium extraction process (delithiation), as the outer surface layers of the

particle are compressed during intercalation, while its interior is stretched. The magnitude of

these stresses is strongly influenced by the particle geometry, where it has been shown that

cracks have a higher propensity to initiate at the sharp corners of concave regions [20]. Stud-

ies aiming at investigating these complex chemo-mechanical effects include Klinsmann et al.

[21, 22], who used a phase field fracture model to capture crack growth in idealised particles.

More recently, a similar model has been developed for describing complex crack paths in elec-

trode particles, showing an approximate power law relationship between the critical flaw size for

the onset of crack growth and the charging rate [23]. Alternatively, Xu et al. [24] explored the

use of cohesive zone models, where the crack path was defined a priori. However, these models

have only been used to study electrode particles under a single charge or discharge step while

electrode particles are exposed to cyclic loading and experience fatigue damage. One attempt

to account for fatigue crack growth is through the use of the Paris’ law [25] with 1D battery

models [6, 26]. However, this implies assuming that multiple, identical and equally-spaced mi-

cro cracks exist at the surfaces of idealised electrode particles, whose crack growth behaviour

is at all times governed by Paris’ law. Ekström and Lindbergh [27] also proposed an empirical

model to approximate the new surfaces resulting from crack propagation and the additional

side reactions. The Wöhler curve was used by Laresgoiti et al. [28] to estimate the capacity

loss, considering that particle fracture leads to loss of active materials. Although those simpli-

fied models can be calibrated to capture battery capacity degradation up to 1 C currents, they

fail in high C-rates, where the microstructure of electrode particles plays a more dominant role

on battery performance. There is a need for a theoretical and numerical modelling framework
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capable of predicting fatigue crack growth in realistic particle geometries, under non-idealised

stress states, and across all regimes of fatigue behaviour.

In this work, we present the first multiphysics phase field model for capturing fatigue crack

propagation in electrode particles. From this model, deeper understanding of the effects of

C-rate, particle size and crack geometry on the fatigue cracks and the resulting battery degra-

dation can be inferred. The theoretical foundations of the model are presented in Section 2.

The numerical implementation of this model, using the finite element method, is described in

Section 3. Three boundary value problems are addressed in Section 4 to study the fatigue crack

behaviour of electrode particles under different working conditions. Section 5 includes the main

conclusions and findings of this work. The aim of this work is thus to provide both insights

on fatigue cracking behaviour at the electrode particle level and perspectives towards linking

these results to battery cell level performance.

2. Phase field modelling of fatigue cracking in electrode particles

We proceed to describe our theory, which couples lithium diffusion (and the associated

chemical strains, see Section 2.1), a phase field description of fracture (Section 2.2) and a

variational fatigue damage model (Section 2.3).

2.1. Lithium diffusion and chemical strains

The coupled electrochemo-mechanical model for lithium diffusion in electrode particles was

first proposed by Christensen and Newman [11, 12] and Zhang et al. [13]. This model was

then applied to battery cells [17], to estimate the thickness change and the evolution of stress

at different C-rates. Here only the key equations are included; more details can be found in

Zhang et al. [13].

The governing equation of lithium diffusion with no source terms is based on the conservation

of lithium-ions via

dc

dt
+∇ · J = 0, (1a)

J = −D∇c+
cDΩc

RT
∇σh and J · n = J̄ at ∂Ω, (1b)
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where c is the lithium concentration, t is the time, D is the diffusion coefficient, J is the lithium

flux vector, J̄ is the magnitude of the external flux loading, Ωc is the lithium partial molar

volume, R is the universal gas constant, T is the temperature and σh is the hydrostatic stress,

i.e. σh = tr(σ)/3. The chemical strain is determined by the local lithium concentration via

εLi =
Ωc(c− c0)

3
I, (2)

where c0, equal to zero in this work, is the reference lithium concentration in the stress-free

state, and I is the identity tensor. The constitutive model relating the Cauchy stress tensor σ

to the strain tensor ε takes into consideration the chemical strain as follows:

σ = λ tr(ε− εLi)I + 2µ(ε− εLi), (3)

where λ and µ are the Lamé constants.

2.2. A phase field description of fracture

Variational phase field fracture formulations have emerged as compelling methods for mod-

elling crack nucleation and growth [29, 30]. By using a scalar phase field d to describe the

crack-solid interface, phenomena such as crack deflection, the coalescence of multiple cracks

and crack branching become easy to handle in arbitrary geometries and dimensions. Phase field

methodologies have been successfully used to model fracture across a wide range of materials

and applications, including composites [31, 32], functionally graded materials [33, 34], shape

memory alloys [35, 36], rocks [37, 38], and piezoelectric materials [39]. Phase field approaches

have also been extended to coupled multi-physics problems of chemo-mechanical nature, such

as hydrogen assisted fracture [40–43], corrosion [44, 45], cracking of nuclear fuel pellets [46]

and particle fracture in Li-Ion batteries [21, 23]. The phase field model for fracture has been

extensively described elsewhere [47, 48] and thus only the main equations are introduced below.

In the phase field fracture model, a crack is treated as an interface between the intact and

fully cracked areas, using d = 0 and d = 1, respectively. A smooth transition between the

two states is assumed [49]. The evolution of the phase field (i.e., crack growth) follows Griffith

theory, where the strain energy is released by creating new crack surfaces. The released strain
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energy equals the product of the cracked area and the critical energy release rate Gc, the

material toughness. The governing equations are based on the equilibrium of stresses (with

no body force) and a phase field evolution law based on Griffith’s energy balance, using the

so-called hybrid approach [50]:

∇ · [g(d)σ] = 0, (4a)

Gc

l
(d− l2∇2d) = 2(1− d)H, (4b)

σ · n = t̄ and u = ū at ∂Ω, (4c)

∇d · n = 0 and d = 0 at ∂Ω, (4d)

where l is the characteristic phase field length, ∂Ω is the boundary with the outward normal n,

t̄ is the external force vector, u is the displacement vector with constraints ū and g(d) is the

phase field degradation function as

g(d) = (1− d)2 + k, (5)

with k = 10−5 to prevent ill-conditioning when d = 1. H is the local history field of the

maximum tensile elastic strain energy ψ+
0 (t), H = maxψ+

0 . A volumetric-deviatoric split [51]

is used to prevent damage under compression, such that the the tensile and compressive strain

energies are respectively defined as

ψ+
0 = 0.5K

〈
tr(ε− εLi)

〉2

+
+ µ(εdev : εdev), (6a)

ψ−
0 = 0.5K

〈
tr(ε− εLi)

〉2

−, (6b)

where K is the bulk modulus, εdev is the deviatoric elastic strain, i.e. εdev = (ε − εLi) −

tr(ε− εLi)I/3 and the operator 〈·〉± is defined as 〈x〉± = (x± |x|)/2.

2.3. Fatigue damage model

Phase field fracture models have been very recently extended to model fatigue crack growth

[52–54]. The accumulation of fatigue damage is introduced into the phase field fracture model

by either adding a viscosity parameter to the energy balance equation [52], degrading the

toughness using a fatigue damage function [53] or increasing the crack driving force [54].
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Here, we base our approach on the fatigue degradation function approach by Carrara et

al. [53], which naturally recovers the Paris’ law [25] in the appropriate regime and under the

appropriate conditions. Thus, the toughness Gc is degraded in the presence of fatigue damage

using a cumulative history variable ᾱ and a degradation function f(ᾱ), i.e. the fatigue toughness

is Gd = f(ᾱ)Gc. Accordingly, the governing equation for the phase field is modified to

Gd

l
(d− l2∇2d)− l∇d ·∇Gd = 2(1− d)H. (7)

The variable ᾱ is defined as,

ᾱ =

∫ t

0

H(αα̇)|α̇|dτ, (8)

with τ being the pseudo time for integration and H the Heaviside function for disabling damage

accumulation during unloading. The history variable α is defined as the active part of the

elastic strain energy density, i.e. α = g(d)ψ+
0 , and α̇ is its rate. It remains to define the fatigue

degradation function f(ᾱ), which describes how the material resistance to fracture degrades

during cyclic damage. An asymptotic function is used, such that

f(ᾱ) =

1 if ᾱ ≤ αT ,(
2αT

ᾱ+αT

)2

if ᾱ ≥ αT ,

(9)

where αT = Gc/(12l) is the fatigue crack threshold, only above which fatigue damage can start

to accumulate [53].

3. Methods: Numerical implementation

This section describes the numerical implementation of the above presented electrochemo-

mechanical theory for fatigue cracking in electrode particles. For this purpuse, the finite element

method (FEM) is used.

First, we formulate the governing equations in their weak form, and thus re-write Eqs. (1),
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(4) and (7) as ∫
Ω

∇(δc) · JdΩ−
∫

Ω

δc
dc

dt
dΩ−

∫
∂Ω

δcJ̄dS = 0, (10a)∫
Ω

g(d)σ : δεdΩ−
∫
∂Ω

t̄ · δudS = 0, (10b)∫
Ω

[
−2(1− d)Hδd+Gd

(
dδd

l
+ l∇d ·∇δd

)]
dΩ = 0. (10c)

Note that the second term on the left hand-side of Eq. (7) is eliminated in the weak form. The

lithium concentration c, the displacement field u and the phase field d are approximated using

the following finite element discretisation:

c =
m∑
i=1

Nici, u =
m∑
i=1

Niui and d =
m∑
i=1

Nidi, (11)

where m is the total number of nodes per element, Ni is the shape function with the subscript

i corresponding to the node i. The following equations are written in 2D for simplicity but we

implement our model in both 2D (plane strain, axisymmetry) and 3D. The gradient terms are

approximated using

[ε11, ε22, 2ε12]T =
m∑
i=1

Biui, ∇c =
m∑
i=1

Gici and ∇d =
m∑
i=1

Gidi, (12a)

with Bi =


∂Ni/∂x 0

0 ∂Ni/∂y

∂Ni/∂y ∂Ni/∂x

 and Gi = [∂Ni/∂x , ∂Ni/∂y ]T, (12b)

and the components of the stress tensor in Eq. (3) are

[σ11, σ22, σ12]T =
m∑
i=1

C0

[
Biui −Nici

Ω

3
Ic
]
, (13)

where C0 is the linear elastic stiffness matrix and Ic = [1, 1, 0]T. Considering that the weak form

Eq. (10a) must be ensured for arbitrary δc, δu and δd, the discrete equation can be expressed
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with the following residual vectors,

rui =

∫
Ω

g(d)BT
i σdΩ−

∫
∂Ω

Nit̄dS, (14a)

rdi =

∫
Ω

[
−2(1− d)NiH +Gd

(
Nid

l
+ lGT

i ∇d
)]

dΩ, (14b)

rci =

∫
Ω

(
GT
i D∇c−GT

i

DΩcc

RT
∇σh

)
dΩ +

∫
Ω

Ni
dc

dt
dΩ +

∫
∂Ω

NiJ̄dS, (14c)

and the linearised finite element system readily follows; in Appendix B, we provide explicit

expressions for the linearised system and the components of the consistent stiffness matrix. The

Newton-Raphson method is used to obtain the solution for [rui , r
d
i , r

c
i ] = [0, 0, 0]. The governing

equations in Eq. (10a) are solved in a monolithic fully coupled manner, rather than using

staggered schemes. This is of utmost importance in fatigue problems, as staggered approaches

require a significant number of load increments to capture the equilibrium solution [43].

The contribution of the gradient of the hydrostatic stress σh to the diffusivity stiffness ma-

trix is achieved in a decoupled way, by extrapolating from values at integration points and

subsequently multiplying G to compute ∇σh [40]. The history variables H and ᾱ are updated

using the following equationsH
n = ψ+

0 if ψ+
0 > Hn−1,

Hn = Hn−1 if ψ+
0 ≤ Hn−1,

and

ᾱ
n = ᾱn−1 + |αn − αn−1| if αn > αn−1,

ᾱn = ᾱn−1 if αn ≤ αn−1,

(15)

where the superscripts n and n−1 correspond to the nth time step and the previous one respec-

tively. The system linear equation is solved using the PARDISO solver and an implicit Backward

Differentiation Formula (BDF). The commercial finite element package COMSOL Multiphysics

is used to implement the coupled deformation-diffusion-fracture (fatigue) model, combining the

Structural Mechanics, Transport of Diluted Species and Helmholtz Equation modules1.

4. Numerical experiments

The modelling capabilities of our theory are demonstrated by investigating fatigue cracks in

electrode particles. Three case studies are considered, involving idealised particles (cylindrical

1The COMSOL model developed is made freely available at www.empaneda.com/codes.
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and spherical) as well as realistic microstructures, which are obtained from advanced imaging

techniques. The surface of the electrode particles is subjected to a flux loading s(t)J̄ , where s(t)

is the modified sign function, which is used to switch between charge and discharge. A smooth

transition between the two states is assumed to facilitate numerical convergence, occupying

only 0.1% of each one cycle period. The magnitude of the flux J̄ [mol ·m−2s−1] is defined as

J̄ = cmax
volume

area

C

3600
, (16)

where C is the C-rate, i.e. the inverse of the time (in hours) to fully charge/discharge a

battery. Once the lithium concentration reaches the cut-off values of c = 0 or the maximum

concentration c = cmax, the lithium concentration is then held at these limits. The material

properties of the electrode particles are listed in Table 1. Among these parameters, increasing

Young’s modulus and lithium partial molar volume typically leads to an increase in the stress

level, while the opposite effect is observed for the diffusion coefficient. Details on the interplay

between electrode particle stresses and these parameters can be found in Ref. [15] and are not

explored here. Unless otherwise stated, the characteristic length of the phase field is chosen to

be l = 0.01 µm, following [21, 22]. Characterising electrode particle behaviour is challenging

but improved insight has been recently gained through nanoindentation [55] and image-based

modelling techniques [56]. The initial crack is introduced by applying a non-zero history field

H to the local crack partition domain at t = 0, using

H = α0 exp

(
−100s2

l2

)
, (17)

where α0 = 1012 J/m3 and s is the distance to the crack plane. All our numerical experiments

are conducted under isothermal conditions and at room temperature, T = 298 K. We define a

normalised crack domain āc as the ratio between the region with d > 0.95 and the domain area

(or volume) Ω:

āc =
1

Ω

∫
Ω

H(d− 0.95) dΩ . (18)

In addition, similar to [21], we quantify unstable crack growth by defining a threshold for the

rate of āc. Thus, we assume that unstable crack growth occurs when dāc
dN

> kun, where N is the
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Table 1: Material properties for lithium manganese oxide LiMn2O4 [22].

Description Symbol Value Unit

Young’s modulus E 93 GPa

Poisson’s ratio ν 0.3 1

Critical energy release rate Gc 10 J/m2

Maximum lithium concentration cmax 22,900 mol/m3

Lithium diffusion coefficient D 7.08× 10−15 m2/s

Partial molar volume of lithium Ωc 3.497× 10−6 m3/mol

number of cycles and kun is a threshold quantity, such that the unstable crack growth domain

is given by,

āun =

∫
N

dāc

dN
H

(
dāc

dN
− kun

)
dN. (19)

In this work, we assume that kun = 0.002%.

Cycle-by-cycle computations enable predicting fatigue damage for arbitrary choices of ma-

terial, geometry and loading history. However, this insight comes at a high computational cost.

Here, exploiting the good scalability and monolitihic nature of our implementation, we report

simulations of 300 cycles in 2D problems (Sections 4.1 and 4.2) and of 140 in the 3D case study

(Section 4.3); these numbers are on the same order of the typical lifespan of lithium-ion bat-

teries [57]. Our focus is on providing the first modelling results of fatigue crack growth due to

cyclic flux loading. Hence, the chemistry of electrode particles is kept simple, e.g. constant dif-

fusivity and current. We choose to neglect the impact of SEI formation on newly created crack

faces as the magnitude of flux loading is relatively insensitive at high Coulombic efficiencies

(99.99%) and the SEI layer should not change the structural integrity of electrode particles due

to its porous and weak nature. The framework can be readily extended to more complex sce-

narios, such as concentration dependent diffusivity, variable flux and additional flux on cracked

surfaces.
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Figure 1: Configuration of a cylindrical particle with two cracks: (a) sketch; (b) computational model (one

quarter of the body with symmetric boundary conditions) and (c) zoom view to showcase the initial crack and

the J-integral path.

4.1. Cylindrical electrode particle

The first example involves a cylindrical particle with two surface cracks, as shown in Fig. 1a.

2D, plane strain modelling conditions are adopted, with only one quarter of the particle being

simulated using appropriate symmetric boundary conditions at the two straight edges. The

finite element mesh, shown in Figs. 1b and 1c, contains 7,875 linear triangular elements. A

mesh sensitivity analysis reveals only a 2% deviation in the calculation of the energy release

rate (ERR) from the result obtained using 34,208 elements. The ERR is computed using the

J-integral [58] over a path surrounding the crack tip, e.g. the green path in Fig. 1b; further

details of the calculation of the J-integral are given in Appendix A. This electrode particle

has been studied by Klinsmann et al. [21, 22] for a single discharge or charge cycle without

considering fatigue damage.

A typical cycling response for a cylindrical electrode particle under 3 C charge and discharge

is shown in Fig. 2. Unless otherwise stated, the geometry of the particle is characterised by

a radius R0 = 5 µm and an initial crack length equal to a0/R0 = 0.02. A 5 µm particle

radius is chosen as a representative, intermediate value within the typical range of electrode

particle radii (e.g., between 1 and 15 µm for NMC particles [59]). As shown in Fig. 2a, the

operating window of the state of charge (SOC) lies between 0.2 and 0.9. The ERR estimated

over 300 cycles is presented in Fig. 2b. The ERR initially increases with the number of cycles,

accompanied by small stable crack growth, until cracking becomes unstable after 10 cycles. As
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justified below, the unstable crack arrests upon approaching the centre of the particle, and then

cracking proceeds in a stable manner. This is a different behaviour from the pure mechanical

fatigue crack propagation with an accelerating growth rate described by Paris’ law.

The distributions of the lithium concentration and hydrostatic stress (at the end of discharge)

are depicted in Fig. 2 (e-f) and (g-j) respectively, where it is observed that a high lithium con-

centration accumulates close to the crack tip. This is because high hydrostatic stresses drive

the diffusion of lithium near the crack tip, as indicated by Eq. (1). Three groups of simulations

have been used to study the influence of the C-rate, the particle size and the initial crack length

on the behaviour of fatigue cracks in electrode particles.

C-rate. Five C-rates are considered, with C = 0.2, 0.5, 1, 2 and 3 for a cylindrical particle

with R0 = 5 µm and a0/R0 = 0.02. The crack growth and the maximum ERR per cycle Jmax

are given in Fig. 3 (a-c). Fig. 3a shows the percentage of normalised crack area āc, with āc

estimated using Eq. (18). The crack behaviour exhibits three distinct regimes. Firstly, small

stable crack growth occurs. This is followed by an unstable cracking phase, where the crack

propagates instantaneously until reaching the core of the particle. Finally, following the arrest

of the unstable crack, fracture takes place again in a stable manner. Several phenomena lie

behind this cracking behaviour. First and foremost, recall the interaction between mechani-

cal stresses and the processes of Li extraction and insertion. During delithiation, the particle

surface is subjected to tensile stresses but the stress level diminishes gradually towards the

core, with the central region of the particle undergoing compression. The opposite takes place

during lithiation, with tensile stresses at the core and a compressive stress state at the outer

regions. Thus, the unstable fracture event takes place during a single charging cycle, triggered

by the outer tensile stresses and leading to crack arrest once the growing crack approaches the

compressive region. After crack arrest, subsequent stable crack growth is driven by the tensile

stresses arising at the particle core due to Li transport. Thus, another relevant phenomenon

is the diffusion of Li towards regions of high hydrostatic stress, such as the crack tip - see Eq.

(1). The accumulation of Li facilitates cracking and is particularly relevant during the last

stage of stable crack growth. A third aspect to take into consideration is the role of fatigue
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Figure 2: The cycling responses of the cylindrical particle (R0 = 5 µm) under 3 C current: (a) averaged lithium

concentration; (b) energy release rate; and distributions of (c-f) lithium concentration, and (g-j) hydrostatic

stress, at the end of discharge for the cycle numbers N = 10, 11, 30 and 300. The cracked domain d > 0.95 is

removed and the deformed shape is scaled by a factor of 5.

damage. Unlike the static fracture analyses reported in the literature, fatigue damage leads to

an heterogeneous toughness distribution Gd. For example, this implies that the unstable crack

encounters a growing Gd value as it propagates. Also relevant is that while crack growth takes

place during delithiation, lithiation cycles contribute to fatigue damage in the particle core.

More importantly, incorporating cyclic damage enables quantifying the number of cycles that

take place before unstable particle cracking occurs.
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Figure 3: Influence of (a-c) C-rate, (d-f) initial crack length and (g-i) particle radius on fatigue cracking in

cylindrical particles: (a, d, g) crack growth versus number of cycles; degree of stable and unstable cracking as

a function of (b) C-rate, (e) initial crack length and (h) particle radius, and (c, f, i) normalised magnitude of

the maximum energy release rate Jmax/Gc versus number of cycles.

The timing of the unstable crack growth event is very sensitive to the C-rate, as unstable

fracture occurs once the fatigue damage process has degraded the material toughness Gc suffi-

ciently, relative to the size of the initial crack and the magnitude of the surface tensile stresses

resulting from delithiation. Only ten cycles are needed for 3 C conditions while for a current

of 1 C more than 130 cycles take place before unstable crack growth. The higher the C-rate,

the higher the stress magnitude due to a larger concentration gradient. As a result, the critical
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crack length for stable cracking decreases with increasing C-rate. The degree of stable and

unstable cracking is quantified as a function of the C-rate in Fig. 3b. It can be observed that

there is a critical threshold below which the electrode particle exhibits no crack propagation.

For the conditions and lifespan considered here, the critical C-rate is determined to be 0.5. One

should note that the critical C-rate is sensitive to the choice of material, chemistry and cell

design. For example, power cells generally have higher critical C-rates than energy cells due

to more homogeneous current distribution, and electrode materials with high energy densities

(like silicon) often suffer from large volume changes and have lower critical C-rates [60]. Finally,

in Fig. 3c we report the maximum value of the energy release rate at each cycle, normalised by

the fracture toughness Gc. In agreement with expectations, we observe how the ERR increases

with the C-rate, as a result of larger stresses and concentration gradients. It is also seen that

unstable cracking is predicted for maximum values of the ERR that are well below the material

toughness Gc, due to the degrading effect of fatigue damage. However, if the C-rate is suffi-

ciently small, the magnitude of ERR remains low and no unstable cracking is observed within

the tested lifespan.

Initial crack length. Quantifying the role of the initial crack size is important because, among

other factors, the calendaring process in battery manufacturing can lead to initial defects in

the electrode particles. Five different initial crack lengths have been considered in a cylindrical

particle with R0 = 5 µm subjected to 1 C cycling: a0/R0 = 0.008, 0.02, 0.04, 0.08 and 0.12.

The results obtained are shown in Fig. 3(d-f). The first observation, as seen in Figs. 3d and

3e, is that there is a threshold crack size below which the degree of crack growth is negligible.

For a particle size of R0 = 5 µm, 300 cycles and a C-rate of 1 C, critical cracks have an initial

size of 0.1 µm or larger. This is a much smaller critical size than the one reported if fatigue

effects are neglected (see [22]). A second observation is that all a0 cases above the critical

level accumulate approximately the same level of cracked domain after 300 cycles, see Figs. 3d

and 3e. However, the degree of unstable cracking increases as a0 becomes smaller. In other

words, the most critical scenario is the one where the initial defect size is just above the critical

threshold for cracking. The trends observed can be rationalised by inspecting the evolution of
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the ERR, shown in Fig. 3f. Larger cracks lead to higher values of ERR and this leads in turn

to an earlier initiation of crack growth, as shown in Fig. 3d. The later onset of crack growth

for the smaller a0 (N ≈ 130 for a0/R0 = 0.02) also implies that the degraded toughness Gd

ahead of the initial crack is going to be significantly smaller than that of the pristine material.

Also, one must keep in mind the competition between the contributions of the crack size and

the crack tip stresses to the fracture driving force. For the surface cracks considered here, those

of a smaller size are exposed to larger delithiation stresses while larger cracks have their tips

located in a region of smaller stress levels.

Particle radius. The magnitude of the stresses resulting from the inhomogeneous swelling

and shrinkage of the particle is governed not only by the C-rate but also by the particle radius,

through their effect on the concentration gradient. This sensitivity on particle radius has been

observed in reduced order models [11, 17] and experiments [60], where a critical radius of

R0 = 150 nm has been identified for silicon particles, below which no cracking is observed.

Here, five values of particle radius have been considered, R0=3, 4, 5, 6 and 8 µm, with a fixed

initial crack length a0/R0 = 0.02 and 1 C flux loading. The results, reported in Fig. 3(g-i), show

that larger particles exhibit a higher ERR and a larger cracked surface. Likewise, as shown

in Fig. 3g, the number of charging cycles that the particle can undergo before unstable crack

growth occurs increases with its size. Also, the results reveal that there is a critical particle size

below which no fatigue cracking is observed, for the number of cycles and loading conditions

considered. Thus, for a C-rate of 1 C and an initial crack a0/R0 = 0.02, the critical particle

radius equals 0.4 µm.

4.2. Spherical electrode particle

Our second set of numerical experiments addresses the fatigue failure of spherical electrode

particles. An initial circular crack is assumed, as this is the crack domain that results from

two edge cracks in a 3D particle undergoing one discharge (see 22). The particle and ini-

tial crack configurations are shown in Fig. 4. Axisymmetric conditions are exploited and as

such the mesh resembles the one used in cylindrical particles (Section 4.1), but with the use
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of axisymmetric finite elements. The averaged concentration for the spherical particle under

5 C cycling is given in Fig. 4b with the SOC being between 0.2 and 0.9. The distributions

of lithium concentration and hydrostatic stress are presented in Fig. 4 (c-f) and Fig. 4 (g-j),

respectively. Contours are shown at the end of discharge for the cycle numbers N = 50, 60,

100 and 300. One quarter of the particle is omitted for the sake of a better visualisation.

The results reveal high lithium concentrations and hydrostatic stresses at the crack front, with

the hydrostatic stress level decreasing as the crack penetrates towards the centre of the particle.

C-rate. The influence of the C-rate is investigated by considering the following values: 0.2,

0.5, 1, 2, 3, and 5 C. The spherical particle has a radius of R0 = 5 µm and the initial crack

length equals a0/R0 = 0.02. The results are shown in Fig. 5(a-c) in terms of the change in

normalised crack area as a function of the number of cycles, the degree of stable and unstable

crack growth, and the averaged degradation toughness Gd. Here, the averaged Gd is com-

puted by integrating over the entire domain. The first notable observation is that there is a

C-rate threshold below which no cracking is observed. Specifically, for the particle configuration

(R0 = 5 µm, a0/R0 = 0.02) and battery lifespan (N = 300) considered, charging rates equal or

below 2 C show negligible damage. As shown in Fig. 5c, the degraded toughness (Gd) equals

the undegraded one (Gc) over the entire lifespan for the C-rates of 0.2, 0.5 and 1. This implies

that the stresses and strains associated with the swelling and shrinkage of the particle are not

large enough to reach the fatigue threshold αT . For the 3 C charge a certain degree of stable

crack growth is observed, see Figs. 5 (a-b), but the accumulated damage over 300 cycles is not

sufficient to trigger the propagation of large cracks. Significant crack propagation is observed

for the highest current, 5 C, with unstable cracking occurring after approximately 50 cycles.

Compared with the results obtained for a cylindrical particle of the same radius and initial

crack, Fig. 3, we notice the spherical particle can withstand a larger C-rate without exhibiting

significant cracking.

Particle radius. We proceed to show the results obtained for selected values of the particle

radius: R0 =3, 5, 6, 8 and 10 µm. The initial crack length is assumed to be a0/R0 = 0.02

18



crack
a0a0

R0

Flux s(t)J̄

radial symmetry
Number of cycles

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

0 5 10 15 295 300

(a) (b)

(c) (d) (e) (f) c
cmax

N = 50 N = 60 N = 100 N = 300

(g) (h) (i) (j) σh
E

N = 50 N = 60 N = 100 N = 300

Figure 4: Spherical particle. Geometry, charging conditions and contour plots: (a) particle and crack configu-

ration; (b) average lithium concentration; and distributions of (c-f) lithium concentration, and (g-j) hydrostatic

stress, at the end of discharge for the cycle numbers N = 10, 11, 30 and 300. A quarter of the particle is omitted

to showcase the internal domain, the cracked domain d > 0.95 is removed, and the deformed shape is scaled by

a factor of 5. Results are shown for a particle of radius R0 = 5 µm under 5 C current.

and the spherical particle is subjected to a cycling charging of 2 C. The results obtained are

shown in Fig. 5(d-f). In agreement with expectations, and with the results obtained for the

cylindrical particle (Fig. 3), a higher degree of fatigue damage is observed in larger particles.

The larger the particle size, the more significant the effect of particle volume changes. In fact,

unstable cracking is observed only for the largest particle radius, R0 =10 µm, where fast crack
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Figure 5: Influence of (a-c) C-rate and (d-f) particle radius on fatigue cracking in spherical particles: (a and d)

crack growth versus number of cycles; degree of stable and unstable cracking as a function of (b) C-rate and

(e) particle radius, and (c and f) averaged fatigue degradation of fracture toughness over the problem domain.

growth is attained before reaching 100 cycles. The case with R0 =8 µm also appears to show a

certain degree of stable crack growth and a more noticeable drop in the degraded toughness Gd.

For particles with radius equal to or smaller than R0 =6 µm the degradation of the material

toughness is negligible and thus no cracking is observed.

4.3. Realistic electrode particle

Finally, we couple our modelling framework with X-ray CT imaging to predict the fatigue

cracking of realistic electrode particles. The particle geometry is taken from the X-ray to-

mographic microscopy open data set presented by Ebner et al. [61]. As shown in Fig. 6a,

the particle has an ellipsoidal geometry with a longer radius of approximately 15 µm and two

smaller radii of approximately 10 µm. The problem domain is discretised with linear tetrahe-

dral elements, using slightly more than 3M degrees-of-freedom. The mesh is sufficiently refined

throughout the particle to resolve the phase field length scale, which is taken to be l = 0.6 µm.

20



Number of cycles

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

0 10 20 130 135 140 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140

Number of cycles

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

N
or

m
al

is
ed

 c
ra

ck
 a

re
a 

[%
]

(a) (b) (c) (d)d

Half penny-shaped
crack (r=1 µm)

�
��� Slow -�

Accelerating

Q��3�+

Fast �
���

��


Figure 6: 3D realistic electrode particle: (a) mesh; (b) initial defect; (c) averaged lithium concentration during

cycling; and (d) normalised cracked area versus number of cycles. The initial defect is introduced at a location

(-31.5, -230, -6) using Eq. (17) and with the shape of a half-penny crack.

The localisation of the damage is facilitated by introducing an heterogeneity in the form of a

surface crack, as shown and described in Fig. 6. This is also necessary to resemble conditions in

commercial cells - during battery manufacturing, electrode materials are calendered to increase

the volumetric density, but this process introduces initial cracks in the electrode particles [62].

In addition, we model the role of cracks in blocking Li transport by introducing the following

modification to the diffusion coefficient:

D = D · g(d), when d > 0.95, (20)

where the degradation function g(d) is defined in Eq. (5). A more comprehensive approach can

also be adopted, in which the additional lithium flux resulting from the increased surface area is

accounted for (see [63]). The boundary conditions resemble those of the previous case studies;

the particle surface is under a cyclic and uniform flux loading, using Eq. (16). A C-rate of 0.5

is considered and the resulting cyclic evolution of the averaged lithium concentration is given

in Fig. 6c. Relative to idealised particles under the same C-rate, one would expect realistic

particles to show a larger degree of damage due to the higher lithium concentration gradients

and stresses present.

The fatigue crack growth behaviour is shown in Fig. 6d, in terms of cracked domain versus

number of cycles, and in Fig. 7, in terms of phase field contours for different loading stages.

As it can be seen in Fig. 6d, the averaged evolution of the cracked area exhibits three distinct

stages. First, the cracked domain increases in a slow manner. This is followed by an acceleration
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Figure 7: 3D realistic electrode particle: evolution of the phase field d contours for the following cycle numbers:

(a) N = 60, (b) N = 80, (c) N = 100, (d) N = 120, and (e) N = 140. The three rows correspond to perspective

views of the 3D particle, the yz-plane, and the xz-plane, respectively.

stage, where fatigue crack growth rates increase noticeably. Subsequently, the cracked domain

experiences a regime of fast growth, leading to significant particle cracking. This integrated,

macroscopic picture is the result of complex crack interactions, as shown in Fig. 7. The first

stage, lasting up to approximately 80 cycles, is characterised by a slow propagation of the

initial crack. Then two cracks nucleate on the sides of the initial crack, accelerating the growth

of the cracked area, as shown in Figs. 7 (b-c). The normalised crack area increases fast in

the last stage, when the cracks merge together in Fig. 7 (d-e), indicating that the electrode

particle is approaching the end of its lifespan. Based on the behaviour observed for the idealised

particles, we speculate that the fast crack propagation stage could be followed by a stable crack

growth regime, once all cracks have merged into one and grow inwards, towards the less stressed

particle regions. Thus, the analysis of a realistic particle microstructure reveals the existence a

22



(a)N = 60 (b)N = 80 (c)N = 100 (d)N = 120 (e)N = 140

c
cmax

Cracks block

Li diffusion

��✒

❆
❆
❆❯

❈
❈
❈
❈
❈
❈
❈
❈
❈
❈❲

Figure 8: 3D realistic electrode particle: evolution of the normalised Li concentration c/cmax contours for the

following cycle numbers: (a) N = 60, (b) N = 80, (c) N = 100, (d) N = 120, and (e) N = 140. The three rows

correspond to perspective views of the 3D particle, the yz-plane, and the xz-plane, respectively. Elements with

d > 0.95 have been removed.

regime of exponential increase in crack area with cycle number, which could be approximated

with Paris’ law. Finally, the evolution of the lithium concentration distribution as a function

of the number of cycles is shown in Fig. 8, where the areas with d > 0.95 have been removed

to represent the location of cracks. It can be observed that Li accumulates at the crack fronts

and, mainly, in regions where the presence of cracks blocks the diffusion path. Overall, we

observe a significant influence of particle geometry in both cracking and diffusion behaviour.

Most notably, the consideration of a realistic microstructure shows the nucleation of cracks in

concave regions, see Fig. 7 (b-c), which results in a rapid increase of the cracked area. Hence, the

results demonstrate the importance of particle microstructure on the cyclic stability of electrode

materials, which is seldom studied in reduced order models, e.g. the Newman’s battery model
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[64].

4.4. Analysis of the results and discussion

Simulations of cylindrical, spherical and realistic electrode particles under multiple cycles

of charge and discharge were conducted to study their fatigue resistance. The influence of

particle shape and size, C-rate and initial crack length was assessed and their critical values,

below which no damage occurs, were quantified. In agreement with expectations, we found that

fatigue cracking is enhanced with higher values of particle radius and C-rate, as these lead to

larger concentration gradients and thus volume change-induced stresses. The role of the initial

crack length is two-fold. No crack growth is observed if the initial defect size is sufficiently short

but once the critical threshold is surpassed, shorter cracks lead to a higher degree of unstable

crack growth. The trends observed are a result of the contributions of chemical strains, fatigue

damage accumulation and Li transport ahead of crack tips. Previous studies where limited to

one half-cycle and the use of static fracture formulations; we shall discuss the implications of

incorporating fatigue damage. Table 2 summarises the critical values of C-rate, particle radius

and initial crack length obtained in the analysis of cylindrical and spherical particles. The

results are compared with those obtained by Klinsman et al. [22] for one discharge process

using a phase field model for static, monotonic fracture. Substantial differences are observed;

when fatigue damage is taken into account, the reduction in critical C-rate, particle radius and

initial crack size is of 90%, 20%, and 60%, respectively. Thus, it is imperative to take fatigue

cracks into account in the design of battery control systems. The critical C-rates reported can

be used for risk assessment of particle cracking and to guide electrode manufacturing (e.g.,

favouring the use of spherical shapes). However, one should note that the predictions obtained

are specific to the material properties and conditions considered. Other factors that can influ-

ence these predictions include the role of the particle microstructure, non-linear diffusion, and

heterogeneous electrochemical and fracture behaviour within the electrode [56].

The modelling of fatigue cracking in idealised and realistic particle geometries reveals a four

stage process. First, crack growth takes place at a very slow rate. Eventually the speed of

crack growth accelerates, and this is soon followed by fast, unstable cracking. Finally, the crack
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Table 2: Summary of the critical values for crack propagation in electrode particles computed under cyclic flux.

The results are compared with the values obtained for a single discharge by Klinsman et al. [22] under otherwise

equivalent conditions.

Cylindrical particle Spherical particle

Cycling Discharge Cycling Discharge

Critical C-rate 0.5 C 5 C 2 C 5 C

Critical particle radius [µm] 4 5 6 -

Critical initial crack length a0/R0 0.008 0.02 - -

arrests as it reaches regions of low stress, and later resumes its growth in a stable manner,

driven by fatigue damage and Li accumulation at crack tips. While the use of Paris’ law might

provide a good approximation to certain stages of the fatigue crack behaviour observed, whole-

life predictions require a more comprehensive approach. Also, our results show that complex

cracking phenomena, such as the interaction between multiple cracks, take place early in the

fracture of realistic particles. Thus, the use of semi-empirical models that are based on Paris’

law and a number of idealisations, such as equally-spaced short cracks [6], is deemed unsuitable

for the analysis and design of fatigue-resistant electrodes. The results shown emphasise the

importance of using physically-motivated models and the combination of these models with

advanced imaging techniques.

5. Conclusions

We have presented a novel electrochemo-mechanical framework for modelling fatigue cracking

in battery electrode particles. The model combines a stress-driven extended version of Fick’s

law for lithium diffusion, intercalation induced volumetric strains, a phase field description of

cracks, and a fatigue degradation scheme. We used our framework to gain new insight into the

fatigue behaviour of cylindrical, circular and realistic particle geometries undergoing hundreds

of charge/discharge cycles. The evolution of the cracked domain was predicted as a function

of the number of cycles and the results were interpreted in terms of the contributions from

Li transport, chemical strains and fatigue damage mechanics. Critical values of the C-rate,
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particle size and initial crack length are reported, below which no fatigue damage is observed.

Main findings include:

• The susceptibility to fatigue damage increases with increasing C-rates and particle sizes.

However, a larger degree of unstable cracking is observed by reducing the initial crack

length, provided its size is above the critical value.

• The critical values of C-rate, particle size and initial crack length are significantly smaller

than those reported in the literature, based on a half-cycle analysis without accounting

for fatigue damage.

• The growth of the cracked domain as a function of the number of cycles exhibits four

regimes: slow growth, accelerating growth, fast unstable growth and, after crack arrest,

Li diffusion-driven stable crack growth. This behaviour cannot be captured by simple,

semi-empirical models.

• The coupling with X-CT image analysis enables simulating realistic particle geometries,

revealing a fatigue behaviour governed by complex phenomena such as multiple crack

interactions.

The theoretical and computational framework presented provides a platform for predicting

the role of crack mechanics on battery performance, from assessing the viability of design strate-

gies against particle cracking to gaining insight into the regime of fast capacity degradation.

Future work will aim at linking particle level analyses with electrode level behaviour, exploit-

ing recent progress in image-based modelling techniques to gain insight into the mechanisms of

electrode fragmentation and enable the design of next-generation electrodes.
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Appendix A. Path dependence of the J-integral

In an electrochemical system with lithium diffusion, the free energy in a solid domain con-

tains not only the elastic strain energy but also the energy contributions resulting from solute

diffusion. Accordingly, in a 2D setting, the J-integral is reformulated as follows: [58, 65]

J =

∫
Γ

(Wdy − σijnjui,1ds) +

∫
A

Ωcσkk
∂c

∂x
dA, (A.1)

where W is the elastic strain energy density, Γ is the integration path, nj is the component

of the normal vector of the path Γ and A is the area surrounded by the path Γ. The path

independence of the modified J-integral in Eq. (A.1) is assessed by investigating a cylindrical

electrode particle with two cracks under 5 C discharge. The J-integral measurements obtained

from three integration paths are almost identical throughout the particle lifespan, with the

largest differences being below 4%.
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Appendix B. Additional details of numerical implementation

Here, we provide explicit expressions for the components of the the linearised system of

equations. First, the consistent stiffness matrices are obtained by differentiating the residuals

in Eq. (14) with respect to the nodal variables,

Ku
ij =

drui
duj

=

∫
Ω

g(d)BT
i C0BjdV, (B.1a)

Kc
ij =

drci
dcj

=

∫
Ω

(
GT
i DGj −GT

i

DΩc

RT
NjGjσh

)
dΩ, (B.1b)

Kd
ij =

drdi
ddj

=

∫
Ω

[(
2H +

Gd

l

)
NiNj +GdlG

T
i Gj

]
dV, (B.1c)

Kuc
ij =

drui
dcj

= −
∫

Ω

g(d)BT
i C0I

cNj
Ω

3
dV, (B.1d)

where the subscripts i and j for the bold variables correspond to the contribution from the

nodes i and j rather than the components of the matrix. Kcu
ij = 0 is assumed, following the

decoupled approach for the gradient of the hydrostatic stress outlined in Section 3 and in [40].

The linearised finite element system then reads:
Ku 0 Kuc

0 Kd 0

Kcu 0 Kc




u

d

c

+


0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 M




u̇

ḋ

ċ

+


fu

0

fc

 =


ru

rd

rc

 , (B.2)

where the remaining terms are given by,

Mij =

∫
Ω

NiNjdΩ, fui = −
∫
∂Ω

Nit̄dS, fci =

∫
∂Ω

NiJ̄dS. (B.3)
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[40] E. Mart́ınez-Pañeda, A. Golahmar, C. F. Niordson, A phase field formulation for hydrogen

assisted cracking, Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering 342 (2018)

742–761. doi:10.1016/j.cma.2018.07.021.

[41] L. Anand, Y. Mao, B. Talamini, On modeling fracture of ferritic steels due to hydrogen

embrittlement, Journal of the Mechanics and Physics of Solids 122 (2019) 280–314. doi:

10.1016/j.jmps.2018.09.012.

[42] J. Wu, T. K. Mandal, V. P. Nguyen, A phase-field regularized cohesive zone model for

hydrogen assisted cracking, Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering

358 (2020) 112614. doi:10.1016/j.cma.2019.112614.
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[45] C. Cui, R. Ma, E. Mart́ınez-Pañeda, A phase field formulation for dissolution-driven stress

corrosion cracking, Journal of the Mechanics and Physics of Solids 147 (2021) 104254.

doi:10.1016/j.jmps.2020.104254.

[46] W. Li, K. Shirvan, Multiphysics phase-field modeling of quasi-static cracking in urania

ceramic nuclear fuel, Ceramics International 47 (1) (2021) 793–810. doi:10.1016/j.

ceramint.2020.08.191.

[47] B. Bourdin, G. A. Francfort, J.-J. Marigo, The Variational Approach to Fracture, Journal

of Elasticity 91 (1-3) (2008) 5–148. doi:10.1007/s10659-007-9107-3.

[48] P. K. Kristensen, C. F. Niordson, E. Mart́ınez-Pañeda, An assessment of phase field
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