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Understanding the role of metal and oxygen in the redox process of layered 3d transition metal
oxides is crucial to build high density and stable next generation Li-ion batteries. We combine
hard X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy and ab-initio-based cluster model simulations to study the
electronic structure of prototypical end-members LiCoO2 and CoO2. The role of cobalt and oxygen
in the redox process is analyzed by optimizing the values of d-d electron repulsion and ligand-metal
p-d charge transfer to the Co 2p spectra. We clarify the nature of oxidized cobalt ions by highlighting
the transition from positive to negative ligand-to-metal charge transfer upon Li+ de-intercalation.

I. INTRODUCTION

The widespread success of layered lithium transition
metal oxides as positive electrode materials in Li-ion bat-
teries is based on their ability to reversibly intercalate Li+
ions and exchange electrons while preserving crystal in-
tegrity [1]. The archetype for these materials is LiCoO2,
introduced three decades ago and still one of the most
used cathode materials [2, 3]. Although LiCoO2 is now
regarded as a conventional material in the battery com-
munity, the fundamental electron transfer mechanism as-
sociated with Li+ de-intercalation and Li-ion cell opera-
tion is not yet fully understood, preventing the increase
of usable capacity of this material [4]. Considering the
crystal field splitting of the Co 3d states due to the dis-
torted octahedral coordination, Li+ de-intercalation from
LiCoO2 should be compensated by cobalt oxidation from
t62ge0g (Co3+) to t2g5e0g (Co4+), both in the low-spin con-
figuration. In practice, only about half of lithium ions
are typically de-intercalated to avoid fast degradation [4].
Such a limit was explained by the Co 3d band pinning to
the top of the O 2p one, using qualitative band diagram
models [5, 6].

In fact, electron withdrawing from the O 2p band has
been proposed to trigger deoxygenation and consequent
degradation of the layered structure, responsible for per-
formance decrease and eventual failure of the material
[7, 8]. Such behavior is typical for all layered lithium
transition metal oxides, of which LixCoO2 is the forefa-
ther member [7, 9, 10]. For this reason, LixCoO2 is taken
as a model system in this study, which aims to clarify the
fundamental redox mechanism involving both metal and
oxygen valence states underlying the performance and
limits of this class of materials.

The role of oxygen in the redox process was highlighted
in the nineties by density functional theory (DFT) cal-
culations showing that a significant part of the electron
transfer happens at the O sites [11–13], explaining the O-
O interlayer shrinking observed by in-situ X-ray diffrac-
tion (XRD) [14]. Including electronic correlations via dy-
namical mean field theory (DMFT) does not change qual-
itatively this picture: the average total occupation of the
Co 3d shell does not change significantly along LiCoO2,

Li0.5CoO2, and CoO2 [15]. However, the linking between
DMFT predictions and experimental probes of the elec-
tronic structure, notably via spectroscopy techniques, is
still missing. Moreover, while oxygen participation to the
redox process of LiCoO2 is nowadays accepted in the lit-
erature [16, 17], the nature of the co-participating cobalt
is doubtful, in particular with respect to the commonly-
referred Co3+ to Co4+ reaction.

From the structural point of view, the distinction be-
tween Co3+ and Co4+ in LixCoO2 cannot be easily es-
tablished. Upon delithiation, the crystal structure of
LixCoO2 is overall preserved even through various phase
transitions. These include gliding of the CoO2 layers, dis-
tortion of the CoO6 octahedra, and specific Li+ ordering,
but only a gradual contraction of the Co-O bond as ob-
served by in situ XRD [14, 18, 19]. Even in the case of
Li0.5CoO2 it is unclear if the low-temperature charge or-
dered phase displays a complete Co3+/Co4+ separation
[20, 21].

X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy (XPS) is a suitable
technique to unveil the redox state of cobalt and oxygen
in LixCoO2 since it directly probes the local electronic
structure of ions. Previous XPS studies on the deinter-
calation process of LixCoO2 suggested that both cobalt
and oxygen participate to the redox process, as deduced
by the analysis of O 1s and Co 2p XPS spectra based
on cluster theory assumptions but without supporting
simulation [8, 22]. The Co 2p core level spectra present
satellite structures on the high binding energy side, a sig-
nature of correlation effects that can be exploited to get
deeper insight on the electronic structure of transition
metal oxides [23–25]. The local electronic structure of
cobalt and oxygen sites was also investigated by X-ray
absorption spectroscopy (XAS) [26–28]. Mizokawa et al.
interpreted the O K-edge XAS spectra changes supported
by unrestricted Hartee-Fock density of states calculations
for different Co3+/Co4+ mixtures in the CoO2 triangular
lattice. They observed a larger O 2p hole concentration
around the Co4+ ions [28]. While this interpretation is
appealing, it does not explain the satellite structure of
XPS spectra. In fact, since the XPS final state is ion-
ized, this technique is more sensitive to the charge trans-
fer satellite structures, revealing the complex interplay
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within the metal-ligand framework [25, 29].
To our knowledge, a direct comparison between ex-

perimental XPS and theoretical simulations of de-
intercalated LixCoO2, including ligand-metal charge
transfer and d-d correlations, is not yet present in the
literature. Such aspects are nonetheless critical to char-
acterize the electronic structure of 3d transition metal
compounds and quantify the d-d electron repulsion (Udd)
and the ligand-metal p-d charge transfer energy (∆) [30].

In this study, we bring new insight on the charge trans-
fer mechanism of LixCoO2 by combining valence band
XPS and core-level Co 2p hard X-ray photoelectron spec-
troscopy (HAXPES) measurements on thin films elec-
trodes with DFT-based single cluster model calculations
for the end-members LiCoO2 and CoO2. We find that
delithiation drives the compound from the mixed valence
regime in LiCoO2 to the negative charge transfer regime
in CoO2, leaving the net number of electrons in the Co
3d shell nearly constant. Yet, we observe a reorganiza-
tion of the electronic structure: the de-lithiation process
is compensated by an electron withdrawal from the t2g
states while there is an electron density backflow from O
2p to the eg states.

II. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Transition from positive to negative charge
transfer upon de-lithiation

To set the basis for our cluster model Hamiltonian, we
first obtained a p-d tight binding model from the wan-
nierization of converged paramagnetic DFT calculations
of LiCoO2 and CoO2 electronic structures. Therefore,
we reduced at minimum the dependence of our model to
semi-empirical parameters, in particular the on-site en-
ergies and hopping parameters, to emphasize the role of
Udd and ∆ on the electronic structure of LiCoO2 and
CoO2. The hopping terms for the CoO6 cluster were
extracted from the wannier tight binding model. The
Hamiltonian was then augmented with the Coulomb in-
teraction and spin-orbit coupling of the 3d shell, while
the charge transfer was treated by means of configura-
tion interaction model.

The ground state for the cluster model Hamiltonian
was obtained by exact diagonalization method as imple-
mented in Quanty [36], leaving only Udd and ∆ as em-
pirical parameters. In all our calculations, we restricted
the Hamiltonian to evaluate configurations between dn

and d8 with n = 6 for LiCoO2 and n = 5 for CoO2. Fig-
ure 1 shows the expected values of the number of elec-
trons in the Co 3d, t2g, and eg shells and the total spin
S as a function of Udd and ∆. In each panel, the dashed
line shows the value obtained by the solution of the tight
binding Hamiltonian only.

For LiCoO2, the occupation of the Co 3d shell esti-
mated by this method is larger than the nominal value
of six, as expected for the Co3+ oxidation state (Fig.

FIG. 1. Ground state character by cluster model calculations
of (left panels) LiCoO2 and (right panels) CoO2: (a,e) total
Co 3d, (b,f) t2g, and (c,g) eg electronic occupations and (d,h)
total spin S as a function of Udd and ∆. The dashed lines
indicate the values obtained by exact diagonalization of the p-
d tight binding model only. The gray areas indicate the range
where we observed best agreement with our photoelectron
spectroscopy measurements.

TABLE I. Hubbard Udd and charge transfer ∆ energies for
LiCoO2 evaluated by (a) semi-empirical cluster model calcu-
lations and (b) linear response approach, and (c) constrained
random phase approximation, compared to our results. The
values in parenthesis are for CoO2.

Udd (eV) ∆ (eV) Reference
3.5 4 [31] (a)

6.5 1 [28, 32] (a)

5.5 -0.5 [33] (a)

4.91 (5.37) – [34] (b)

4.40 (3.68) – [35] (c)

4.5 ± 1.0 5.0 ± 1.5 This work
(4.0 ± 0.5) (-2 ± 0.5)

1a). Specifically, while the t2g states are almost filled
(Fig. 1b), an occupation of about 1 is observed for the
eg orbitals (Fig. 1c). This is a clear effect of the strong
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covalence between Co 3d and O 2p orbitals, recalling that
the eg orbitals point towards the ligand O 2p ones in the
(distorted) octahedral crystal field. By introducing elec-
tronic correlations in our many-electrons cluster model,
we observe a net decrease of the Co 3d total occupation.
Nevertheless, the cluster calculation is more influenced
by ∆ than by Udd, in particular regarding the eg oc-
cupations (Fig. 1c). With low ∆, the displacement of
electrons from O 2p to Co 3d is energetically favored; in
the case of a negative ∆, this process dominates against
the intra-atomic Coulombic repulsion.

To find out which parameters represent better the elec-
tronic structure of LiCoO2, we compared the simulated
and HAXPES Co 2p spectra [37]. The gray area in the
panels indicate the range of values that better satisfied
these conditions and we compare our result with other
values of Udd and ∆ in Table I. In the literature, no
agreement is found regarding the electronic structure of
LiCoO2, which was defined as intermediate [31], charge
transfer [32] or even negative charge transfer insulator
[33], while from DFT calculations LiCoO2 is a band in-
sulator, due to the complete filling of the t2g band [15].

Our simulations highlight that the dominant aspect in
the electronic structure of LiCoO2 is the Co 3d - O 2p co-
valence, already described by DFT and subsequently cor-
rected to better describe the effects of correlations. This
allowed us to classify LiCoO2 as a mixed-valence phase
following the modern classification for high-valence tran-
sition metal oxides [38], in line with van Elp et al. [31].
To get a general guideline for Udd, the screened repul-
sion values evaluated by first-principles approaches are
also reported in the Table and in line with our findings.

Regarding the electronic structure of CoO2, the values
Udd ≈ ∆ ≈ 4.5 eV obtained for LiCoO2 gave a reasonable
starting point from which we followed the trends identi-
fied by Bocquet et al. [24]: with increasing oxidation
state, Udd slightly increases while ∆ abruptly decreases,
because of orbital shrinking and larger electronegativity.
The DFT-based tight binding solution of CoO2 shows
a slightly lower Co 3d occupation than in LiCoO2, al-
though still larger than six electrons (Fig. 1e). While
the t2g shell lost about one electron, the occupation of
the eg orbitals even increased (Fig. 1f,g). The system
was found to be in low spin configuration, in qualitative
agreement with experimental data [39].

In the cluster calculations, with decreasing ∆, we ob-
served a transition at ∆ ≈ -2 eV from cobalt high-spin
(t32ge2g, S = 5/2, HS) to low spin (t52ge1g, S = 1/2, LS)
configuration. The best agreement with the experimental
spectra was obtained for values just below such transition
(Tab. I). As a direct consequence of the clear negative
charge transfer nature of this compound, the electronic
structure in the low spin region is not in the t52ge0g con-
figuration usually referred to Co4+ oxidation state in the
literature.

This result gives another perspective on the role of oxy-
gen in the charge transfer mechanism. The O 2p partic-
ipation directly results from the increased hybridization

between the eg and O 2p states while one net electron
is extracted from the t2g band. The oxygen atoms co-
ordinated around cobalt are all equally involved in this
process, with an average hole concentration increasing
from 0.09 in LiCoO2 to 0.23 in CoO2 per oxygen atom
in the cluster. Moreover, for CoO2, the electronic occu-
pations obtained by our cluster model are similar to our
DFT predictions and to DFT+DMFT results [15].

B. Valence band analysis

Figure 2 shows the experimental XPS valence band of
the (a) pristine LiCoO2 and (b) cycled Li0.12CoO2 thin
films. The valence band of LiCoO2 presents a narrow
peak at 1-2 eV (A) followed by a large band between 3 to
8 eV (B) and a smaller one at 11-12 eV (C), in accordance
with the literature [8, 22, 40]. For the cycled LixCoO2, we
note that the contribution of F 2p, and O 2p from surface
species deposed after Li+ cycling cannot be neglected
[41], although the main valence band contribution is to
be assigned to LixCoO2.

The experimental valence spectra are compared to the
DFT partial density of states (PDOS) and the Co 3d and
O 2p electron removal spectra for LiCoO2 and CoO2. For
LiCoO2, the DFT PDOS fit well with features A and B,
but do not reproduce the small feature C at higher bind-
ing energies (Fig. 2b). In contrast, the cluster calcula-
tion (Fig. 2c) allows to reproduce this peak, assigned
to a charge transfer satellite, while preserving the overall
structure of the PDOS. Features A and C are therefore re-
lated to the screened and unscreened t2g photoelectrons,
respectively. Their relative intensity is proportional to α
and β in the 1-electron removal wave function, expressed
in the configuration interaction framework of our model
as Ψ = α |dn⟩+β

∣∣dn+1L
〉
+γ

∣∣dn+2L2
〉
, where L denotes

a hole in the ligand shells (γ being negligible). Feature B
is related to O 2p and eg mixed orbitals, as evident from
both the PDOS and the electron removal spectra. For
the CoO2 valence band, we observe an increasing mixing
between the O 2p and Co 3d states and a closing of the
gap between the two bands (Figs. 2e,f), which follows
the experimental observation. Finally, we note that the
simulated Co 3d spectra for the HS phase does not match
with the experimental valence band, indicating that the
cobalt ions are indeed in LS state.

C. Insight from Co 2p HAXPES satellite peaks

To simulate the core photoemission spectra, the
ground state Hamiltonian was augmented with Co 2p
core level including core-valence multiplet interactions
and spin-orbit coupling. The resulting spectra obtained
with representative values for Udd and ∆ are compared
to experimental hard X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy
(HAXPES) Co 2p spectra in Fig. 3. These were ob-
tained using a Cr Kα X-ray source (5.4 keV) to reduce
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FIG. 2. Comparison of LiCoO2 and CoO2 (a,d) XPS valence
bands, (b,e) DFT PDOS, and (c,f) electron removal (PES)
and addition (IPES) spectral function. The PDOS for LiCoO2

in panel b was shifted to match with the main experimental
peak. The O 2p spectral functions were obtained by averaging
the curves obtained from all O atoms in the cluster and scaling
them to the actual composition and to the photoelectron cross
section σ (σCo3d / σO2p ≈ 10 [42]). The Udd and ∆ parameters
for LiCoO2 (LS CoO2) are 4.5 and 4.5 eV (4.5 and -2 eV). For
the HS CoO2 phase, ∆ = 4.5 eV.

FIG. 3. (a,b) Co 2p core level photoemission spectra com-
puted within a cluster model and compared to in-lab HAX-
PES experimental data with hν = 5.4 keV. The depth sen-
sitivity was estimated with the TPP2M method as ∼ 15 nm
[43, 44]. The experimental data is shown as empty circles
after background subtraction of an iterated Shirley function.
All simulated spectra were normalized and shifted to the ex-
perimental Co 2p3/2 peak maximum.

the contribution of the uppermost surface contamination
(pristine) or degraded (cycled) surface layers and over-
come the overlapping with Co LMM Auger transitions
[44]. As shown in Figs. 3a,b the Co 2p3/2 and Co 2p1/2

spin orbit components are separated by about 15 eV and
are each constituted by a mainline (∼ 780, 795 eV) and
a satellite (∼ 790, 805 eV) peak. This structure, typical
for 2p core photoemission in transition metal oxides, has

been explained in the framework of cluster model theory,
assigning the mainline and satellite peaks to the locally
screened (

∣∣2p5dn+1L
〉
) and unscreened (

∣∣2p5dn〉) states,
respectively [25, 45]. Our simulated Co 2p spectrum of
LiCoO2 (Fig. 3a) matches with this interpretation, so far
only assumed in the literature [8, 22, 40]. To get more
insight into the core spectra, we also computed partial
spectra by applying restrictions to the configurations con-
sidered by the transition operator. These highlight that
d6 and d7 are the main contributions (56% and 38%, re-
spectively), in agreement with the ground state electronic
occupations (Figs. 1a-e). The spectral distributions for
these configurations agree with the interpretation given
in literature: while a mixed contribution is observed in
the main line, the satellite peak is uniquely present in
the d6 partial spectrum. The simulation fits overall well
with the experimental data except for the asymmetry
of the main line. This has been referred to non-local
charge transfer screening processes, which indeed are not
included in our single cluster model but can be obtained
by either multicluster or DMFT calculations, as shown
for other transition metal oxides [22, 46–48]. The larger
experimental intensity between the asymmetric main line
and the satellite (∼ 785 eV) can be referred instead to
Co2+ ions formed by surface degradation typically asso-
ciated to battery cycling and eventually visible even with
HAXPES measurements [44].

The Co 2p HAXPES spectrum for the deeply delithi-
ated Li0.12CoO2 thin film shows two major changes from
pristine LiCoO2, namely the broadening of the main line
and an increase in intensity around 785 eV. In the liter-
ature, both ex-situ and operando HAXPES experiments
for delithiated LixCoO2 related the broadening of the
main peak to the Co3+/Co4+ oxidation [8, 22, 49]. The
absence of a new satellite for Co4+ is a consequence of
the low weight of a d5 electronic configuration. The
simulated Co 2p spectra (fig. 3b) of CoO2 assigned to
t52ge1g electronic structure (fig. 1), present similarities to
LiCoO2, without significant change of the satellite posi-
tion. The ground state of CoO2 has a mixed character
with a majority weight for the d6 configuration (10%,
45% and 38% for d5, d6 and d7 configurations, respec-
tively), due to the increase in Co 3d - O 2p hybridiza-
tion. Because of such distribution, the d6 satellite peak
is still present while the contribution from d5 configura-
tion is negligible. Note that the partial spectra in Fig.
3b refers to the total electron number in the 3d shell,
however we observe a reorganization between t2g and eg
in our ground state calculations (Figs. 1f,g). The asym-
metry of the main line can be related to the non-local
screening channel due to the metallic character of CoO2.
For the sake of comparison, in Fig. 3b we show the sim-
ulated spectra for a HS configuration (red line), in which
the d5 contribution dominates the spectra as shown in
fig. 1e.

Finally, to understand the correlation between crystal
structure change from O3 to O1 (using Delmas’ nota-
tion [50]) and the negative charge transfer transition, we
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performed a calculation using the LiCoO2 cluster model
with one extra hole and the same parameters obtained for
CoO2. The resulting Co 2p spectrum (blue line), agrees
well with the one obtained by the formal O1 CoO2 struc-
ture, suggesting that the electronic structure reorganiza-
tion is not mainly driven by the small structural changes
observed upon de-lithiation.

A further generalization can be made considering
the cobalt local electronic structure in the perovskite
SrCoO3. A similar trend for the Co 2p spectra was
observed in the La1−xSrxCoO3 (0 < x < 1) system,
where the formal oxidation state of octahedrally coor-
dinated Co also goes from Co3+ (x=0) to Co4+ (x=1)
but a negative charge transfer state with intermediate
spin (t42ge2g, S=3/2) was instead predicted for the SrCoO3

end-member by cluster model simulations [51, 52]. In
our calculations, such state was obtained for Udd = 5.5
eV and ∆ = -2.5 eV within the high-to-low spin tran-
sition region (fig. 1h). Such configuration was however
excluded by our Co 2p HAXPES analysis [37] supporting
the LS configuration for this compound. The difference
in the local Co 3d structure between SrCoO3 and CoO2

can be related to the different connectivity of CoO6 oc-
tahedra and crystal field, leading to the different mag-
netic behavior observed experimentally [39, 53]. In both
cases, however, the Co4+ formal oxidation state appears
instead to be stabilized by negative charge transfer from
surrounding O 2p states.

III. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we found a reorganization in the local
electronic structure of CoO2 driven by the decrease of
the charge transfer energy towards negative values. As a
negative charge transfer material, the electronic structure
of CoO2 is better described as 3d6L, in which the charge
extracted from the t2g states is balanced by a backflow
from O 2p to eg orbitals. The decrease of both O 2p and
t2g electron occupations finds good agreement with the
published O K-edge XAS as well as resonant inelastic X-
ray spectroscopy (RIXS) studies [17, 28], which however
did not highlight the non-zero occupation of the eg states.

This combined HAXPES and ab-initio-based cluster
model simulations study shows the importance of consid-
ering electronic correlations and charge transfer theory to
interpret the XPS/HAXPES core level spectra and un-
derstand the redox process of layered 3d transition metal
oxides. Our results highlight the fundamental role of self-
regulated ligand-metal charge transfer explaining the so-
called rehybridization mechanism [13, 54] in a quantita-
tive manner and based on experimental measurements,
which reveal substantial impact on both cobalt and oxy-
gen local electronic structure.

It is forecasted that the redox process in all next-
generation cathode materials are based on such under-
lying mechanism. Indeed, our results come in a con-
text where understanding the role of oxygen in transition

metal oxides is considered to be a key objective. Similarly
to LixCoO2, oxygen-driven redox mechanisms have been
proposed for Li-rich and Ni-rich oxides targeted next-
generation positive electrode materials, for which the role
of oxygen is nowadays under intense discussion as re-
cently reviewed in ref. [54]. Noteworthy, recent studies
on the parent material LixNiO2 proposed a central role
of negative charge transfer in the charge compensation
mechanism starting from the lithiated compound [55–
57]: this perfectly complements our study for LixCoO2,
in line with the general trend going from early to late 3d
transition metals [38].

IV. METHODS

A. Electrochemical Li+ de-intercalation of LiCoO2

thin films

We refer to previous publications for details on the
preparation and characterization of the pristine LiCoO2

thin films [44, 58]. The Li+ deintercalation was per-
formed electrochemically in a homemade Li-ion cell de-
signed for the LiCoO2 thin film electrodes. The cell case
in polyether ether ketone (PEEK) consists of a bottom
part with a cavity for the cell components stack and two
gasket rings to ensure air-tightness and a cover with the
two current collector tips. The LiCoO2 electrodes of ac-
tive surface area 295.5 mm2 were cut from the SiO2 wafer
using a diamond knife to fit in the cavity of the cell case
(34 x 26 mm2). The cell components are listed in order of
assembling: LiCoO2 thin film onto Pt substrate, Viledon
and Cellgard separators, 300 µL of a 1 M LiPF6 solution
in ethylene carbonate (EC) and ethyl methyl carbonate
(EMC) with weight ratio 3:7 (LP57 electrolyte, Sigma
Aldrich), and Li foil (Rockwood, 135 µm) with area larger
than the active area of LiCoO2, and a SS disk interposed
between Li and the current collector tip. To avoid elec-
trochemical corrosion, both negative and positive current
collectors were protected by Al foil, respectively. After
10 hours at open circuit voltage, the cell was galvanos-
tatically charged with 73 µA of current, corresponding
to a C-rate of C/100 assuming a total capacity of 270
mAh/g. Due to internal corrosion at high voltage, we
stopped the deintercalation at 4.8 V vs Li+/Li. Accord-
ing to the LiCoO2 deintercalation curve, this corresponds
to about 90 % Li+ extraction [59].

To confirm the stoichiometry of the pristine and cycled
thin films, they were characterized by ICP-MS. Three
samples (between 50 and 100 mg) were cut with a dia-
mond knife from the electrodes and dissolved in 3 mL of a
65 % aqueous solution of HNO3 and 5 mL of a 30 % aque-
ous solution of HCl. The dissolution was supported by
a microwave treatment (Multiwave 3000, Anton Paar) at
800 W for 35 minutes, repeated twice after 2 mL of ultra-
pure water between the two steps. The Si substrate was
not attacked by the treatment. The Li and Co concen-
tration of the recovered solutions were measured with the



6

ICPMS 7900x (Agilent Technologies) spectrometer with
the following conditions: RF power 1500 W, plasma Ar
gas flow rate of 15 L/min, nebulizer Ar gas flow rate of
1.15 L/min, and integration time of 0.1 s. The average
Li/Co atomic concentration percentage ratio for the pris-
tine and de-intercalated film are 97 ± 2 % and 12 ± 3 %,
respectively.

The crystal structure of the cycled LiCoO2 thin film
was investigated by X-ray Diffraction (XRD) using a
Bruker D8 Advance equipment employing a Cu Kα X-
ray tube. The sample was encapsulated by Kapton tape
to avoid structural degradation induced by air contam-
ination. The diffractogram matched with the CoO2 O3
structure (PDF 04-015-9980), consistently with the un-
completed deintercalation. For this reason, we performed
the simulations for CoO2 with both the O1 and O3 struc-
tures. The two starting structures gave a very similar
result in terms of ground state electronic structure and
XPS simulations.

B. Soft and hard X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy

XPS and HAXPES measurements were performed
with a QUANTES spectrometer (ULVAC-PHI) equipped
with a co-localized dual X-ray source consisting of
monochromatic Al Kα (1486.6 keV, 25 W) and Cr Kα
(5414.9 keV, 50 W) sources. The samples were trans-
ferred from the Ar-filled glovebox to the XPS chamber us-
ing a dedicated airtight transfer vessel. The X-ray beam
spot size was 100 µm diameter and the take-off angle for
photoelectron detection was 45°. The experiments were
performed under ultrahigh vacuum conditions (p < 10-7

Pa). High-resolution spectra were acquired with a pass
energy of 69 eV for both energy sources, corresponding
to an energy resolution of 0.81 (Al Kα) and 1.16 eV (Cr
Kα), as estimated from by the FHWM of the Ag 3d5/2 of
a reference Ag sample. Automatic double charge neutral-
ization was employed for the pristine LiCoO2 film but not
for the deintercalated one, exploiting the insulator-to-
metal transition of LixCoO2 [21]. Binding energy charge
correction was performed using the Fermi level of the Pt
sublayer for the LiCoO2 thin film. An iterated Shirley
background was subtracted using the CasaXPS software
[60].

C. DFT calculations and wannierization

The electronic structure of LiCoO2 and CoO2 was
calculated with the full-potential linearized augmented-
plane-wave method of Wien2k [61], using the Perdew-
Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE) generalized gradient approxima-
tion (GGA) for the exchange-correlation potential. The
atomic muffin-tin sphere radii for Li, Co, and O were 1.77,
1.94 (1.9), and 1.67 (1.63) for LiCoO2 (CoO2). The plane
wave cutoff was set to RMT

minKmax = 7, with RMT
min

the smallest atomic sphere radius and Kmax the largest

k-vector. The paramagnetic ground state electronic den-
sity was obtained with a 10x10x10 wavevector-grid in the
primitive full Brillouin zone with convergence criteria of
1.36 meV/f.u. for the total energy and 10-3 electrons/f.u.
for the charge, respectively. The crystal structure of
LiCoO2 (R-3m, a=2.82 Å and c=14.05 Å) and O1-CoO2
(P-3m1, a=2.82 Å and c=4.29 Å) were taken from ref
[59]. The structure of O3-CoO2 was taken from ref. [15].

The converged electronic structures were used to cre-
ate Maximally Localized Wannier Functions (MLWFs)
using Wannier90 through the Wien2wannier pack-
age [62, 63]. We kept the same number of k-points
and restrict to the p-d low energy range (between -8
and 4 eV), leading to 11 MLWFs for both LiCoO2 and
CoO2. To minimize the off-diagonal intra-atomic hop-
ping terms, the reference system was rotated to align
with the CoO6 (distorted) octahedra. The wannieriza-
tion was performed with a convergence criteria for the
totals spread of 10-10 Å2. The interpolated band struc-
tures superimposed to the DFT results are shown in fig-
ure 4a-c. The MLWFs were plotted in real space with the
wplot tool of wien2wannier using a 80x80x80 grid over
a 3x3x3 supercell. The dz2 and dx2-y2 MLWFs of LiCoO2,
O3-CoO2 and O3-CoO2 are shown in figure 4d-i.

FIG. 4. Interpolated band structures of (a) LiCoO2, (b) O3-
CoO2 and (c) O1-CoO2. The real-space plots of the (d,f,h)
dz2 and (e,g,i) dx2-y2 MLWFs are shown below the respec-
tive input band structure. Green and orange spheres indicate
cobalt and oxygen atoms, respectively.

D. Cluster model calculations

The single cluster configuration interaction calcula-
tions are carried out with the Quanty script language
on cobalt-centered CoO6 octahedral clusters [64]. For
the ground state calculations, only the low-energy Co 3d
and O 2p states were considered, with 46 fermionic states.
The Co 3d and O 2p onsite energies and the hopping pa-
rameters, including the d-p and p-p inter-atomic interac-
tions within the cluster, were extracted from the tight-
binding Hamiltonian obtained with Wannier90 using
a homemade python script. Due to the octahedral ap-
proximation, small but non-zero off-diagonal d-d and p-p
inter-orbital interactions were also included (order of 10
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meV). In second quantization formalism, the single elec-
tron Hamiltonian H(1) of the cluster can be written as:

H(1) =
∑
i

ϵid
†
idi +

∑
i ̸=j

ti,jd
†
idj+∑

i

ϵip
†
ipi +

∑
i ̸=j

ti,jp
†
ipj +

∑
i,j

ti,j(d
†
ipj + h.c.)

(1)

with ϵ and t being the on-site and hopping energies read
from Wannier90, respectively, d† and d (p† and p) the
creation and annihilation operators for the Co 3d shell
(O 2p shell), and i and j spin-orbital indices. The full
cluster model Hamiltonian is:

Hcluster = H(1) +HU
dd +HSO

d −HAMF
dc (2)

where HU
dd the Coulomb repulsion between two Co 3d

electrons, HSO
d the spin-orbit coupling for the Co 3d

shell, HAMF
dc is the double counting correction in the

around mean field approximation. The HU
dd term is ex-

panded in spherical harmonics leading to the following
expression for 3d shell:

HU
dd =

∑
k=0,2,4

F k
ddH

Fk

(3)

with F k the radial parts, taken as Slater integrals, and
HFk

the spherical counterpart of the k-th order pole.
The spin-orbit coupling is defined as:

HSO
d = ξd

∑
i

(li · si) (4)

The Slater parameters (with a 80 % scaling) and spin-
orbit coupling for Co3+ and Co4+ configurations were
taken from the Crispy library of Hartree-Fock values
and are shown in table T1 in the Supplementary Informa-
tion [37, 65]. The monopole part (k=0) of the Coulomb
interaction is related to Udd by [36]:

F 0
dd = Udd + 2/63(F 2

dd + F 4
dd) (5)

To remove the correlation interaction accounted by the
PBE potential at the DFT level, a double counting cor-
rection term was subtracted from the total Hamiltonian.
It consists of a mean field version of HU

dd where all two-
particles parts are replaced with the expectation values
of the Co 3d density matrix obtained by the exact diag-
onalization of the DFT Hamiltonian H(1).

On top of the as-defined Hamiltonian Hcluster, a
configuration-interaction model is taken into account to
introduce the ligand-to-metal charge transfer ∆, defined
as ∆ = E(

∣∣Co3d
nO2p

36
〉
) − E(

∣∣Co3d
n+1O2p

35
〉
), with n

= 6 and 5 for LiCoO2 and CoO2, respectively. From this
definition and including the Coulomb interactions, the
trace average ϵd and ϵL of the Co 3d and O 2p on-site
energies are then set to the following definitions:

ϵd =
36∆− n(n+ 71)Udd/2

n+ 36
(6)

ϵL = n
n(n+ 1)Udd/2−∆

n+ 36
(7)

The ground state of Hcluster is found by exact diagonal-
ization in the restricted active space of n between 6 (5)
and 8 for LiCoO2 (CoO2) and with a convergence limit
of 10-10 eV. The three lowest energy eigenstates were al-
ways computed, however we found the energy difference
between the lowest and the second-lowest to be in the
order of 0.1 - 0.5 eV. We therefore used only the lowest
eigenstate for expectation values and spectroscopy calcu-
lations.

The photoemission spectral functions are computed
from the negative imaginary part of the Green’s func-
tion:

G(ω) = ⟨ΨG.S.|T † 1

ω −H + iΓ/2
T |ΨG.S.⟩ (8)

where ΨG.S. is the lowest-energy many-body eigenfunc-
tion of Hcluster, T is the transition operator, H the
Hamiltonian for the final state, and Γ = 0.1 eV the core-
hole lifetime. In case of Co 3d and O 2p direct (inverse)
photoemission spectra, T is the annihilation (creation)
operator on the respective shell. For the Co 2p spectra,
isotropic incident X-rays with a 45° angle to the surface
were included, corresponding to our instrumental config-
uration. The O 2p spectra were averaged and weighted
to give the 2:1 multiplicity of the formula unit; a scaling
factor of 1/10 was also taken into account for the Co 3d
and O 2p photoelectron cross sections at 1.5 keV [42].
The calculated spectra were broadened by Gaussian and
Lorentzian functions with full width at half maximum of
0.7 and 0.3 eV, consistently with our experimental resolu-
tion. The restrictions for the Co 3d spectra calculations
were obtained by those of the ground state calculation by
removing or adding one electron for the direct or inverse
photoemission, respectively (e.g. the Co 3d spectra for
LiCoO2 were simulated in the restricted active space be-
tween 3d5 and 3d7 configurations). The restrictions for
the O 2p spectra calculation were the same as for the
ground state calculation.

TABLE II. Slater and spin-orbit parameters used for the
cluster model calculations. All values are expressed in eV.

LiCoO2 CoO2

F 2
dd 10.130 10.910

F 4
dd 6.333 6.858

ξCo3d 0.074 0.082
F 2
pd 10.130 10.910

F 4
pd 6.319 6.835

G1
pd 4.758 5.220

G3
pd 2.707 2.973

ξCo2p 9.746 9.746

While for the Co 3d and O 2p spectra H = Hcluster,
the model Hamiltonian for Co 2p spectra calculation
HXPS

Co2p
was built upon Hcluster to include the Co 2p core
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states interactions, namely the core spin-orbit coupling
and the Coulomb interaction with the Co 3d shell, ex-
pressed by direct and exchange terms of the multipole
expansion:

HXPS
Co2p =Hcluster + ξCo2p

∑
i

(li · si)+

F 0
pdH

F 0
pd + F 2

pdH
F 2

pd +G1
pdH

G1
pd +G3

pdH
G3

pd

(9)

where for ξCo2p , F 2
pd, G

1
pd, and G3

pd we used the Hartree-
Fock values of the Crispy library (table II) and F 0

pd was
related to Upd, for which we assumed the common ap-
proximation of Upd = 1.2Udd [24]. Again, the trace av-
erage of the onsite energies was set to the configuration
interaction model, this time including the core-valence
Coulomb interaction, giving:

ϵp = −nUpd (10)

ϵd =
36∆− n(n+ 71)Udd/2− 216Upd

n+ 36
(11)

ϵL = ϵd + nUdd + 6Upd −∆ (12)

The same angle, polarization, and broadening used for
the valence band calculations were used for the core level
spectra. The occupation of the 3d shell was restricted as
for the ground state calculation.

V. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank J. Ast and S. Motellier for their support
on XRD and ICP-Ms investigations. We acknowledge
C. Secouard for providing the LiCoO2 thin films used in
this study. This work was supported by the “Recherches
Technologiques de Base” program of the French National
Research Agency (ANR) and by CEA FOCUS-Battery
Program. The work was carried out at the platform of
nano-characterization (PFNC).

[1] C. Liu, Z. G. Neale, and G. Cao, “Understanding electro-
chemical potentials of cathode materials in rechargeable
batteries,” Materials Today 19, 109–123 (2016).

[2] A. Manthiram and J. B. Goodenough, “Layered lithium
cobalt oxide cathodes,” Nat. Energy 6, 323–323 (2021).

[3] W. E. Gent, G. M. Busse, and K. Z. House, “The pre-
dicted persistence of cobalt in lithium-ion batteries,” Nat.
Energy 7, 1132–1143 (2022).

[4] Y. Lyu, X. Wu, K. Wang, Z. Feng, T. Cheng, Y. Liu,
M. Wang, R. Chen, L. Xu, J. Zhou, Y. Lu, and B. Guo,
“An Overview on the Advances of LiCoO2 Cathodes for
Lithium-Ion Batteries,” Adv. Energy Mater. 11, 2000982
(2021).

[5] J. B. Goodenough and K.-S. Park, “The Li-Ion Recharge-
able Battery: A Perspective,” J. Am. Chem. Soc. 135,
1167–1176 (2013).

[6] R. V. Chebiam, F. Prado, and A. Manthiram, “Soft
Chemistry Synthesis and Characterization of Layered
Li1-xNi1-yCoyO2-δ (0 ≤ x ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ y ≤ 1),” Chem.
Mater. 13, 2951–2957 (2001).

[7] J. Dahn, E. Fuller, M. Obrovac, and U. von Sacken,
“Thermal stability of LixCoO2, LixNiO2 and λ-MnO2

and consequences for the safety of Li-ion cells,” Solid
State Ionics 69, 265–270 (1994).

[8] D. Ensling, G. Cherkashinin, S. Schmid, S. Bhu-
vaneswari, A. Thissen, and W. Jaegermann, “Nonrigid
Band Behavior of the Electronic Structure of LiCoO2

Thin Film during Electrochemical Li Deintercalation,”
Chem. Mater. 26, 3948–3956 (2014).

[9] S. Oswald and H. A. Gasteiger, “The Structural Stabil-
ity Limit of Layered Lithium Transition Metal Oxides
Due to Oxygen Release at High State of Charge and Its
Dependence on the Nickel Content,” Journal of The Elec-
trochemical Society 170, 030506 (2023).

[10] J. K. Papp, N. Li, L. A. Kaufman, A. J. Naylor,
R. Younesi, W. Tong, and B. D. McCloskey, “A com-

parison of high voltage outgassing of LiCoO2, LiNiO2,
and Li2MnO3 layered Li-ion cathode materials,” Elec-
trochimica Acta 368, 137505 (2021).

[11] D. Carlier, A. Van der Ven, C. Delmas, and G. Ceder,
“First-Principles Investigation of Phase Stability in
the O2-LiCoO2 System,” Chem. Mater. 15, 2651–2660
(2003).

[12] A. Van der Ven, M. K. Aydinol, G. Ceder, G. Kresse, and
J. Hafner, “First-principles investigation of phase stabil-
ity in LixCoO2,” Phys. Rev. B 58, 2975–2987 (1998).

[13] C. Wolverton and A. Zunger, “First-Principles Predic-
tion of Vacancy Order-Disorder and Intercalation Bat-
tery Voltages in LixCoO2,” Physical Review Letter 81,
606 (1998).

[14] J. Tarascon, G. Vaughan, Y. Chabre, L. Seguin, M. Anne,
P. Strobel, and G. Amatucci, “In Situ Structural and
Electrochemical Study of Ni1-xCoxO2 Metastable Ox-
ides Prepared by Soft Chemistry,” Journal of Solid State
Chemistry 147, 410–420 (1999).

[15] E. B. Isaacs and C. A. Marianetti, “Compositional phase
stability of correlated electron materials within DFT +
DMFT,” Phys. Rev. B 102, 045146 (2020).

[16] G. Assat and J.-M. Tarascon, “Fundamental understand-
ing and practical challenges of anionic redox activity in
Li-ion batteries,” Nat. Energy 3, 373–386 (2018).

[17] E. Hu, Q. Li, X. Wang, F. Meng, J. Liu, J.-N. Zhang,
K. Page, W. Xu, L. Gu, R. Xiao, H. Li, X. Huang,
L. Chen, W. Yang, X. Yu, and X.-Q. Yang, “Oxygen-
redox reactions in LiCoO2 cathode without O-O bonding
during charge-discharge,” Joule 5, 720–736 (2021).

[18] Z. Chen and J. Dahn, “Methods to obtain excellent ca-
pacity retention in LiCoO2 cycled to 4.5 V,” Electroch.
Acta 49, 1079–1090 (2004).

[19] K. Mukai, T. Uyama, and T. Nonaka, “Revisiting
LiCoO2 Using a State-of-the-Art In Operando Tech-
nique,” Inorg. Chem. 59, 11113–11121 (2020).

https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mattod.2015.10.009
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1038/s41560-020-00764-8
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1038/s41560-022-01129-z
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1038/s41560-022-01129-z
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1002/aenm.202000982
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1002/aenm.202000982
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1021/ja3091438
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1021/ja3091438
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1021/cm0102537
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1021/cm0102537
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-2738(94)90415-4
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-2738(94)90415-4
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1021/cm501480b
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1149/1945-7111/acbf80
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1149/1945-7111/acbf80
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2020.137505
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2020.137505
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1021/cm030002t
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1021/cm030002t
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.58.2975
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.606
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.606
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1006/jssc.1999.8465
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1006/jssc.1999.8465
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.045146
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/s41560-018-0097-0
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joule.2021.01.006
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2003.10.019
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2003.10.019
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.inorgchem.0c01598


9

[20] Y. Takahashi, N. Kijima, K. Tokiwa, T. Watanabe, and
J. Akimoto, “Single-crystal synthesis, structure refine-
ment and electrical properties of Li0.5CoO2,” J. Phys.:
Condens. Matter 19, 436202 (2007).

[21] T. Motohashi, T. Ono, Y. Sugimoto, Y. Masubuchi,
S. Kikkawa, R. Kanno, M. Karppinen, and H. Yamauchi,
“Electronic phase diagram of the layered cobalt oxide sys-
tem LixCoO2 (0.0 ≤ x ≤ 1.0 ),” Phys. Rev. B 80, 165114
(2009).

[22] L. Dahéron, R. Dedryvère, H. Martinez, M. Ménétrier,
C. Denage, C. Delmas, and D. Gonbeau, “Electron
Transfer Mechanisms upon Lithium Deintercalation from
LiCoO2 to CoO2 Investigated by XPS,” Chem. Mater.
20, 583–590 (2008).

[23] J. Zaanen, C. Westra, and G. A. Sawatzky, “Deter-
mination of the electronic structure of transition-metal
compounds: 2p x-ray photoemission spectroscopy of the
nickel dihalides,” Phys. Rev. B 33, 8060–8073 (1986).

[24] A. E. Bocquet, T. Mizokawa, K. Morikawa, A. Fujimori,
S. R. Barman, K. Maiti, D. D. Sarma, Y. Tokura, and
M. Onoda, “Electronic structure of early 3d-transition-
metal oxides by analysis of the 2p core-level photoemis-
sion spectra,” Phys. Rev. B 53, 1161–1170 (1996).

[25] M. van Veenendaal, “Competition between screening
channels in core-level x-ray photoemission as a probe
of changes in the ground-state properties of transition-
metal compounds,” Phys. Rev. B 74, 085118 (2006).

[26] L. A. Montoro, M. Abbate, and J. M. Rosolen, “Changes
in the Electronic Structure of Chemically Deintercalated
LiCoO2,” Electrochem. Solid-State Lett. (2000).

[27] W.-S. Yoon, K.-B. Kim, M.-G. Kim, M.-K. Lee, H.-
J. Shin, J.-M. Lee, J.-S. Lee, and C.-H. Yo, “Oxygen
Contribution on Li-Ion Intercalation-Deintercalation in
LiCoO2 Investigated by O K-Edge and Co L-Edge X-ray
Absorption Spectroscopy,” J. Phys. Chem. B 106, 2526–
2532 (2002).

[28] T. Mizokawa, Y. Wakisaka, T. Sudayama, C. Iwai,
K. Miyoshi, J. Takeuchi, H. Wadati, D. G. Hawthorn,
T. Z. Regier, and G. A. Sawatzky, “Role of Oxygen Holes
in LixCoO2 Revealed by Soft X-Ray Spectroscopy,” Phys.
Rev. Lett. 111, 056404 (2013).

[29] F. M. de Groot, H. Elnaggar, F. Frati, R.-p. Wang,
M. U. Delgado-Jaime, M. van Veenendaal, J. Fernandez-
Rodriguez, M. W. Haverkort, R. J. Green, G. van der
Laan, Y. Kvashnin, A. Hariki, H. Ikeno, H. Ramanan-
toanina, C. Daul, B. Delley, M. Odelius, M. Lundberg,
O. Kuhn, S. I. Bokarev, E. Shirley, J. Vinson, K. Gilmore,
M. Stener, G. Fronzoni, P. Decleva, P. Kruger, M. Rete-
gan, Y. Joly, C. Vorwerk, C. Draxl, J. Rehr, and
A. Tanaka, “2p x-ray absorption spectroscopy of 3d tran-
sition metal systems,” J. of Electron Spectros. Relat. Phe-
nomena 249, 147061 (2021).

[30] J. Zaanen, G. A. Sawatzky, and J. W. Allen, “Band gaps
and electronic structure of transition-metal compounds,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 55, 418–421 (1985).

[31] J. van Elp, J. L. Wieland, H. Eskes, P. Kuiper, G. A.
Sawatzky, F. M. F. de Groot, and T. S. Turner, “Elec-
tronic structure of CoO, Li-doped CoO, and LiCoO2,”
Phys. Rev. B 44, 6090–6103 (1991).

[32] K. Ikedo, Y. Wakisaka, T. Mizokawa, C. Iwai,
K. Miyoshi, and J. Takeuchi, “Electronic structure of
LixCoO2 studied by photoemission spectroscopy and un-
restricted Hartree-Fock calculations,” Phys. Rev. B 82,
075126 (2010).

[33] V. V. Mesilov, V. R. Galakhov, B. A. Gizhevskii, A. S.
Semenova, D. G. Kellerman, M. Raekers, and M. Neu-
mann, “Charge states of cobalt ions in nanostructured
lithium cobaltite: X-ray absorption and photoelectron
spectra,” Phys. Solid State 55, 943–948 (2013).

[34] F. Zhou, M. Cococcioni, C. A. Marianetti, D. Morgan,
and G. Ceder, “First-principles prediction of redox po-
tentials in transition-metal compounds with LDA + U,”
Phys. Rev. B 70, 235121 (2004).

[35] B. Kim, K. Kim, and S. Kim, “Quantification of
Coulomb interactions in layered lithium and sodium bat-
tery cathode materials,” Phys. Rev. Materials 5, 035404
(2021).

[36] M. W. Haverkort, M. Zwierzycki, and O. K. Andersen,
“Multiplet ligand-field theory using Wannier orbitals,”
Phys. Rev. B 85, 165113 (2012).

[37] See Supplemental Material at [URL] for extended Co 2p
simulations and details on the analysis method.

[38] G. A. Sawatzky and R. J. Green, in Quantum Materials:
Experiments and Theory (Forschungszentrum, Zentral-
bibliothek, Jülich, 2016).

[39] T. Motohashi, Y. Katsumata, T. Ono, R. Kanno,
M. Karppinen, and H. Yamauchi, “Synthesis and Prop-
erties of CoO2, the x = 0 End Member of the LixCoO2

and NaxCoO2 Systems,” Chem. Mater. 19, 5063–5066
(2007).

[40] V. R. Galakhov, V. V. Karelina, D. G. Kellerman, V. S.
Gorshkov, N. A. Ovechkina, and M. Neumann, “Elec-
tronic Structure, X-ray Spectra, and Magnetic Proper-
ties of the LiCoO2−δ and NaxCoO2 Nonstoichiometric
Oxides,” Phys. Solid State 44 (2002).

[41] R. Dedryvère, S. Laruelle, S. Grugeon, L. Gireaud, J.-
M. Tarascon, and D. Gonbeau, “XPS Identification
of the Organic and Inorganic Components of the Elec-
trode/Electrolyte Interface Formed on a Metallic Cath-
ode,” J. Electrochem. Soc. 152, A689 (2005).

[42] R. C. G. Leckey, “Subshell photoionization cross sections
of the elements for Al Kα radiation,” Phys. Rev. A 13,
1043–1051 (1976).

[43] S. Tanuma, C. J. Powell, and D. R. Penn, “Calcula-
tions of electron inelastic mean free paths. V. Data for
14 organic compounds over the 50-2000 eV range,” Surf.
Interface Anal. 21, 165–176 (1994).

[44] R. Fantin, A. Van Roekeghem, and A. Benayad, “Re-
visiting Co 2p core-level photoemission in LiCoO2 by
in-lab soft and hard X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy:
A depth-dependent study of cobalt electronic structure,”
Surface & Interface Analysis , sia.7167 (2022).

[45] S. Hufner, Photoelectron Spectroscopy, third edition ed.
(Springer, 2003).

[46] M. Ghiasi, A. Hariki, M. Winder, J. Kuneš, A. Regoutz,
T.-L. Lee, Y. Hu, J.-P. Rueff, and F. M. F. de Groot,
“Charge-transfer effect in hard x-ray 1 s and 2 p pho-
toemission spectra: LDA + DMFT and cluster-model
analysis,” Phys. Rev. B 100, 075146 (2019).

[47] M. A. van Veenendaal and G. A. Sawatzky, “Nonlocal
screening effects in 2 p x-ray photoemission spectroscopy
core-level line shapes of transition metal compounds,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 70, 2459–2462 (1993).

[48] M. Taguchi, M. Matsunami, Y. Ishida, R. Eguchi,
A. Chainani, Y. Takata, M. Yabashi, K. Tamasaku,
Y. Nishino, T. Ishikawa, Y. Senba, H. Ohashi, and
S. Shin, “Revisiting the Valence-Band and Core-Level
Photoemission Spectra of NiO,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 100,

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/19/43/436202
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/19/43/436202
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.80.165114
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.80.165114
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1021/cm702546s
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1021/cm702546s
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.33.8060
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.53.1161
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.74.085118
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1149/1.1391162
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1021/jp013735e
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1021/jp013735e
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.056404
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.056404
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.elspec.2021.147061
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.elspec.2021.147061
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.55.418
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.44.6090
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.075126
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.075126
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1134/S1063783413050247
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.70.235121
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.5.035404
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.5.035404
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.165113
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1021/cm0702464
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1021/cm0702464
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1134/1.1451011
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1149/1.1861994
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.13.1043
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.13.1043
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/sia.740210302
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/sia.740210302
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/sia.7167
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.075146
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.70.2459
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.206401


10

206401 (2008).
[49] H. Kiuchi, K. Hikima, K. Shimizu, R. Kanno, T. Fuku-

naga, and E. Matsubara, “Operando hard X-ray photo-
electron spectroscopy of LiCoO2 thin film in an all-solid-
state lithium ion battery,” Electrochemistry Communi-
cations 118, 106790 (2020).

[50] C. Delmas, C. Fouassier, and P. Hagenmuller, “Struc-
tural classification and properties of the layered oxides,”
Physica B+C 99, 81–85 (1980).

[51] R. H. Potze, G. A. Sawatzky, and M. Abbate, “Possibil-
ity for an intermediate-spin ground state in the charge-
transfer material SrCoO3,” Physical Review B 51, 11501
(1995).

[52] T. Saitoh, T. Mizokawa, A. Fujimori, M. Abbate,
Y. Takeda, and M. Takano, “Electronic structure and
magnetic states in La1−xSrxCoO3 studied by photoemis-
sion and x-ray-absorption spectroscopy,” Physical Review
B 56, 1290 (1997).

[53] Y. Long, Y. Kaneko, S. Ishiwata, Y. Taguchi, and
Y. Tokura, “Synthesis of cubic SrCoO3 single crystal and
its anisotropic magnetic and transport properties,” Jour-
nal of Physics: Condensed Matter 23, 245601 (2011).

[54] M. Zhang, D. A. Kitchaev, Z. Lebens-Higgins, J. Vinck-
eviciute, M. Zuba, P. J. Reeves, C. P. Grey, M. S. Whit-
tingham, L. F. J. Piper, A. Van der Ven, and Y. S. Meng,
“Pushing the limit of 3d transition metal-based layered
oxides that use both cation and anion redox for energy
storage,” Nat; Rev. Mater. 7, 522–540 (2022).

[55] K. Foyevtsova, I. Elfimov, J. Rottler, and G. A.
Sawatzky, “LiNiO2 as a high-entropy charge- and bond-
disproportionated glass,” Phys. Rev. B 100, 165104
(2019).

[56] A. Menon, B. Johnston, S. Booth, L. Zhang, K. Kress,
B. Murdock, G. Paez Fajardo, N. Anthonisamy, N. Tapia-
Ruiz, S. Agrestini, M. Garcia-Fernandez, K. Zhou,
P. Thakur, T. Lee, A. Nedoma, S. Cussen, and
L. Piper, “Oxygen-Redox Activity in Non-Lithium-
Excess Tungsten-Doped LiNiO2 Cathode,” PRX Energy
2, 013005 (2023).

[57] A. R. Genreith-Schriever, H. Banerjee, A. S. Menon,
E. N. Bassey, L. F. Piper, C. P. Grey, and A. J. Mor-
ris, “Oxygen hole formation controls stability in LiNiO2

cathodes,” Joule 7, 1623–1640 (2023).
[58] S. Oukassi, R. Salot, A. Bazin, C. Secouard, I. Cheva-

lier, S. Poncet, S. Poulet, J.-M. Boissel, F. Geffraye, and
J. Brun, “Millimeter scale thin film batteries for inte-
grated high energy density storage,” in 2019 IEEE Inter-
national Electron Devices Meeting (IEDM) (IEEE, 2019)
pp. 26.1.1–26.1.4.

[59] G. G. Amatucci, J. M. Tarascon, and L. C. Klein,
“CoO2, The End Member of the LixCoO2 Solid Solution,”
Journal of The Electrochemical Society 143, 1114–1123
(1996).

[60] N. Fairley, V. Fernandez, M. Richard-Plouet, C. Guillot-
Deudon, J. Walton, E. Smith, D. Flahaut, M. Greiner,
M. Biesinger, S. Tougaard, D. Morgan, and J. Baltru-
saitis, “Systematic and collaborative approach to prob-
lem solving using x-ray photoelectron spectroscopy,” Ap-
plied Surface Science Advances 5, 100112 (2021).

[61] P. Blaha, K. Schwarz, F. Tran, R. Laskowski, G. K. H.
Madsen, and L. D. Marks, “WIEN2k: An APW+lo pro-
gram for calculating the properties of solids,” The Journal
of Chemical Physics 152, 074101.

[62] G. Pizzi, V. Vitale, R. Arita, S. Blügel, F. Freimuth,
G. Géranton, M. Gibertini, D. Gresch, C. Johnson,
T. Koretsune, J. Ibañez-Azpiroz, H. Lee, J.-M. Lihm,
D. Marchand, A. Marrazzo, Y. Mokrousov, J. I. Mustafa,
Y. Nohara, Y. Nomura, L. Paulatto, S. Poncé, T. Pon-
weiser, J. Qiao, F. Thöle, S. S. Tsirkin, M. Wierzbowska,
N. Marzari, D. Vanderbilt, I. Souza, A. A. Mostofi, and
J. R. Yates, “Wannier90 as a community code: new fea-
tures and applications,” Journal of Physics: Condensed
Matter 32, 165902 (2020).

[63] J. Kuneš, R. Arita, P. Wissgott, A. Toschi, H. Ikeda,
and K. Held, “Wien2wannier: From linearized aug-
mented plane waves to maximally localized wannier func-
tions,” Computer Physics Communications 181, 1888–
1895 (2010-11).

[64] M. W. Haverkort, “Quanty for core level spectroscopy
- excitons, resonances and band excitations in time and
frequency domain,” Journal of Physics: Conference Series
712, 012001 (2016).

[65] M. Retegan, “Crispy: v0.7.4,” (2019).

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.206401
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.elecom.2020.106790
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.elecom.2020.106790
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4363(80)90214-4
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.51.11501
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.51.11501
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.56.1290
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.56.1290
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/23/24/245601
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/23/24/245601
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/s41578-022-00416-1
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.165104
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.165104
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PRXEnergy.2.013005
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PRXEnergy.2.013005
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joule.2023.06.017
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1109/IEDM19573.2019.8993483
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1109/IEDM19573.2019.8993483
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1149/1.1836594
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1149/1.1836594
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsadv.2021.100112
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsadv.2021.100112
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5143061
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5143061
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/ab51ff
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/ab51ff
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2010.08.005
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2010.08.005
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/712/1/012001
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/712/1/012001
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1008184

	Self-regulated ligand-metal charge transfer upon lithium ion de-intercalation process from LiCoO2 to CoO2
	Abstract
	INTRODUCTION
	RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
	Transition from positive to negative charge transfer upon de-lithiation
	Valence band analysis
	Insight from Co 2p HAXPES satellite peaks

	CONCLUSIONS
	METHODS
	Electrochemical Li+ de-intercalation of LiCoO2 thin films
	Soft and hard X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy
	DFT calculations and wannierization
	Cluster model calculations

	Acknowledgments
	References


