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Inorganic solid-state batteries are attracting significant interest
as a contender to conventional liquid electrolyte-based lithium-
ion batteries but still suffer from several limitations. The search
for advanced coatings for protecting cathode materials in solid-
state batteries to achieve interfacial stability is a continuing
challenge. In the present work, the surface of an industrially
relevant Ni-rich LiNixCoyMnzO2 cathode material, NCM-851005
(85% Ni), was modified by applying a coating containing Li, Nb
and Zn, aiming at a composition Li6ZnNb4O14, by means of sol-
gel chemistry. Detailed characterization using scanning trans-

mission electron microscopy combined with energy-dispersive
X-ray spectroscopy and nano-beam electron diffraction showed
that the surface layer after heating in O2 at 500 °C contains
Li3NbO4 nanocrystals and Li2CO3, with Zn presumably acting as
a dopant. The protective coating on the NCM-851005 secondary
particles significantly increased the cycling performance (rever-
sible capacity, rate capability etc.) and stability of full cells using
argyrodite Li6PS5Cl as solid electrolyte. Interestingly, the level of
improvement is superior to that achieved with conventional
LiNbO3 coatings.

Introduction

Engineering of stable interfaces is one of the major challenges
on the route to bulk-type solid-state batteries (SSBs) that are
capable of competing with liquid electrolyte-based Li-ion
batteries (LIBs) in terms of electrochemical performance.[1–3]

Lithium thiophosphates, which exhibit the highest room-
temperature ionic conductivities[4] among the reported superi-
onic solid electrolytes (SEs) along with favorable mechanical

properties, have been shown to be unstable when in contact
with energy-dense cathode active materials (CAMs), such as
LiNixCoyMnzO2 (referred to as NCM), especially at the high
voltages they are usually operated at.[5–11] Therefore, it is
imperative to introduce a buffer layer between CAM and SE. In
the past, various protective CAM coatings prepared by different
techniques have been reported.[12–18] Wet-chemical methods
have been applied most often because of their simplicity, low
costs and good scalability.[12] Despite numerous reports on the
beneficial effects of CAM coatings, such as reduced interfacial
resistance and improved cycling stability, the quest for new
materials or improving on established ones is ongoing. Specific
chemical compositions and structures have been targeted to
attain desired functionalities, typically based on the bulk
properties of the respective materials. However, it has been
shown that the microstructure and coating composition can
deviate strongly from the bulk, especially if sol-gel methods are
used in the preparation.
Ternary lithium niobium oxides, often assumed to be

present as LiNbO3, are among the best-performing coating
materials and have been studied in considerable detail.[12–15]

The relatively high room-temperature ionic conductivity in the
amorphous state is regarded as one of the reasons for the
suitability of LiNbO3 in the SSB field.

[19] Because of difficulties in
characterizing nanoscale coatings on CAMs, their microstruc-
ture and chemical identity are often not examined in detail.
However, in a recent study, the sol-gel derived Li� Nb� O-type
coating has been shown to be particulate in nature, with
LiNbO3 nanoparticles surrounded by a Li2CO3-containing
shell.[14]

In this work, we focus on a compound of composition
Li6ZnNb4O14, referred to as LZNO. This particular material has
previously been investigated as a potential SE.[20,21] The
metastable oxide was found to undergo disproportionation
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into Li3NbO4, Li1� xNbO3 and LiZnNbO4 upon cooling after high-
temperature solid-state synthesis. Nonetheless, the conductivity
of the as-obtained composite material was relatively high,
approximately 3×10� 5 S/cm at room temperature, making the
Li� Zn� Nb� O system attractive for CAM coatings. Here, we
surface-modified a Ni-rich NCM CAM, LiNi0.85Co0.10Mn0.05O2
(NCM-851005), aiming at the nominal coating composition of
LZNO, for application in lithium thiophosphate-based SSB cells.

Results and Discussion

The NCM-851005 CAM was first heated in O2 at 750 °C to
reduce the amount of surface impurities, followed by coating
using a sol-gel route, similar to recent studies.[15,22,23] The treated
material was then heated in O2 at 100, 300 or 500 °C. The
respective samples are referred to as LZNONCM-100/300/500
hereafter. Using inductively coupled plasma-optical emission
spectroscopy (ICP-OES), the Zn and Nb weight fractions were
determined to be 0.077(1) and 0.50(1) wt.%, respectively,
slightly below the targeted values of 0.093 and 0.53 wt.%
(corresponding to 1 wt.% LZNO). Note that the molar ratio of
n(Nb):n(Zn) �4.57 also deviated from the stoichiometric ratio
of 4.
Figure 1(a–d) shows low- and high-magnification scanning

electron microscopy (SEM) images of the bare NCM-851005
and LZNO-NCM-500 (LZNO-NCM-100/300 are shown for com-

parison in Figure S1, Supporting Information). The morphology
of the base CAM was found to remain unaltered upon coating.
However, small amounts of agglomerated coating material
were observed to be randomly distributed over the secondary
particles, as somewhat expected for a non-optimized sol-gel
synthesis. These observations were made irrespective of the
heating temperature.
The presence of Li2CO3 in the bare and coated NCM-851005

CAMs was verified via attenuated total reflection-infrared (ATR-
IR) spectroscopy (Figure S2, Supporting Information), with
minor differences between the spectra. This result indicates
that some surface impurities from the synthesis remained, and
the carbonate content did not change much with coating.
According to elemental analysis, the Li2CO3 content was
approximately 0.5 wt.% in all samples. Note that previous
studies have demonstrated that carbonate species, as part of
hybrid or solid-solution coatings, can be beneficial to the SSB
performance.[15,24]

X-ray diffraction (XRD) was used to assess possible changes
in lattice structure of the coated samples. All reflections in the
patterns of the different CAMs can be indexed within the R-3m
space group (α-NaFeO2-type structure), as expected for NCM
materials (Figure 2). In addition, refinement analysis (see Fig-
ure S3, Supporting Information, for Rietveld profiles) revealed
that the crystal structure remains largely unaffected (Table 1).
Based on electrochemical performance screening of the

coated NCM-851005 CAMs (Figure S4, Supporting Information),

Figure 1. SEM images at different magnifications of a, b) bare NCM-851005 and c, d) LZNO-NCM-500.

Table 1. Refined structural parameters of bare and LZNO-coated NCM-851005 CAMs.

Sample Rf [%] a [Å] c [Å] V [Å3] z of O uiso Li site [Å
2] uiso TM site [Å

2] Ni on Li site

NCM-851005 2.07 2.86993(7) 14.1872(3) 101.197(4) 0.2420(2) 0.018(2) 0.0052(2) 0.027(2)
LZNO-NCM-100 1.97 2.87017(7) 14.1866(3) 101.211(4) 0.2421(1) 0.021(2) 0.00500(2) 0.031(2)
LZNO-NCM-300 1.58 2.87028(6) 14.1858(3) 101.213(3) 0.2419(1) 0.025(2) 0.0032(2) 0.036(2)
LZNO-NCM-500 2.4 2.87048(7) 14.1869(3) 101.234(4) 0.2419(2) 0.021(2) 0.0054(2) 0.032(2)
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LZNO-NCM-500 was selected for more detailed investigations.
Transmission electron microscopy (TEM) was used to gain
insights into the microstructure of the coating. The presence of
an amorphous shell on the secondary particles was evidenced
by high-resolution TEM (Figure S5, Supporting Information).
Figure 3(a) presents a low-magnification high-angle annular
dark-field scanning TEM (HAADF STEM) image, showing the
coating on the outer surface of a focused ion beam (FIB)-
prepared NCM-851005 particle cross-section. The thickness of
this layer ranged from a few nanometers to a few tens of
nanometers, and the coating appeared to be somewhat thicker
at the outward facing grain boundaries (see also Figure S6,
Supporting Information). The presence of uncoated (free)
surfaces is in principle conceivable but was not apparent from
the imaging data.
The chemical composition of the coating was further

probed using energy-dispersive X-ray spectroscopy (EDS). Fig-
ure 3(b) shows a higher magnification HAADF STEM image and
corresponding elemental maps of the surface region of a FIB-
prepared particle cross-section. A clear separation of CAM and
coating was evident in STEM dark-field mode, coinciding with
the locations of Ni and Nb. Diffusion of Nb into the bulk was
not observed, in agreement with expectations considering the
size and charge of the Nb ions. The elemental map of Zn
suggests its presence both in the coating and in the NCM-
851005 CAM. However, given the minor Zn content, the EDS
results are not unambiguous. This issue was not to be solved
by electron energy-loss spectroscopy (EELS) either because of
overlap of the Ni L-edge (1008 eV) and Zn L-edge (1020 eV)
and the very low amount of Zn relative to that of Ni. Hence,
elucidating the specific role of Zn in the LZNO-NCM requires
further study.
Crystalline species in the amorphous surface layer were

detected by nano-beam electron diffraction (NBED; Figure S7,
Supporting Information). Virtual dark-field images (see Fig-
ure S8, Supporting Information, for details on the 4D-STEM
approach) revealed the presence of nanoparticles (Figure 3c,

left side) having a cubic crystal structure (Figure 3c, right side),
unlike the targeted monoclinic LZNO.[20] Previous studies have
shown that the latter phase can only be obtained at high
temperatures and is not stable upon cooling. However, a room-
temperature ionic conductivity of σLi�3×10

� 5 S/cm has been
reported for the resulting composite material, which is in the
range of that of good oxide Li-ion conductors.[21] The lattice
spacings match well with those of rocksalt-type (Fm-3m space

Figure 2. Normalized XRD patterns collected from bare and LZNO-coated
NCM-851005 CAMs.

Figure 3. Electron microscopy of LZNO-NCM-500. a) Low-magnification
HAADF STEM image of a FIB-prepared particle cross-section, with orange
arrows indicating the coating. b) High-magnification HAADF STEM image
and corresponding elemental maps. c) Left: Virtual dark-field image (aperture
indicated in the inset diffraction pattern) of the coating from a 4D-STEM
dataset. Right: Indexed NBED pattern of the area denoted on the left.
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group) lithium niobium oxides, such as Li3NbO4 and related
compounds.[25,26] Note that cubic Li3NbO4 has previously been
prepared by a sol-gel method.[27] In addition, a broad reflection
observed at low diffraction angles (see Figure S7, Supporting
Information), not indexable in the Fm-3m space group, is
probably resulting from partially crystalline Li2CO3, as observed
by ATR-IR (Figure S2, Supporting Information). The protective
surface layer thus shows similarities to previously reported
Li2CO3/LiNbO3 hybrid coatings on an NCM-622 (60% Ni) CAM,
where the lithium niobate was embedded in an amorphous
carbonate matrix.[14,15,28]

Until recently, the presence of crystalline Li3NbO4 in sol-gel
derived Li� Nb� O-type coatings had not been demonstrated.
This could be because the preparation conditions usually
involve heating at temperatures below the onset of crystalliza-
tion. Another reason could be the lack of advanced character-
ization techniques required to detect these species. Specifically,
Nb coatings on NCM-811 (80% Ni) have been examined for
their crystalline components.[29,30] In the first study, LiNbO3 and
Li3NbO4 have been predominantly observed at temperatures
ranging from 400 to 500 °C and 700 to 800 °C, respectively
(without comments on the lattice structures).[29] In the second
study, the authors pointed out that Li3NbO4 is much more
abundant than LiNbO3 in the surface layer at 475 °C already but
difficult to detect because of its low crystallinity.[30] Based on
these results, we decided to probe a (bulk) mixture of the
coating reagents in the absence of the NCM-851005 CAM in situ
during heating in O2 using XRD. The crystallization (onset)
temperature was found to be approximately 470 °C (see
contour plot in Figure S9, Supporting Information). The main
component was LiNbO3 (R3c space group). Li3NbO4 identified
via NBED could not be observed clearly by XRD, thereby
indicating a different crystallization and/or phase formation
behavior relative to the nanoscale coating on the surface of the
layered oxide CAM. Regardless, the degree of crystallinity is
assumed to be relevant, as the positive effect of lithium niobate
coatings has been attributed in part to their favorable electrical
transport properties. Apart from that, the identification of cubic
Li3NbO4, which has recently received attention as a host
structure for disordered rocksalt (DRX) CAMs,[31,32] expands the
current perspective on Li� Nb� O-type protective coatings.
Although Li3NbO4 is an insulator, transition metal substitution
can affect the cation ordering and result in a percolating
network for lithium migration.[32] This could potentially be a
new approach for the development of advanced coating
materials for SSB and/or LIB applications.
The electrochemical performance of the bare and coated

NCM-851005 CAMs was probed at 45 °C in the voltage range
1.35–2.75 V vs. Li4Ti5O12/Li7Ti5O12 (approximately 2.9–4.3 V vs.
Li+/Li) in pellet-stack SSBs with argyrodite Li6PS5Cl (LPSCl) SE,
used in the electrodes and separator, and with Li4Ti5O12 (LTO)
as anode active material. LTO was chosen because of its zero-
strain nature and favorable operating voltage range (note that
the focus of the present work is on the NCM-851005 CAM). In
fact, preliminary data confirm that the anode has no major
effect on the cycling performance of the cathode. Figure 4(a)
shows the first-cycle charge/discharge curves of representative

cells at a rate of 0.1 C. The LZNO-NCM-500 delivered a specific
discharge capacity of 212 mAh/gCAM (approximately 2.2 mAh/
cm2), compared to 178 mAh/gCAM for the bare NCM-851005,
enabled by superior kinetics and reversibility. The voltage
profile suggests improved delithiation, resulting in a larger
capacity than for the uncoated counterpart. The difference in
Coulombic efficiency, 88.6% vs 81.3% for the coated and
uncoated CAM, respectively, indicates that more severe side
reactions occurred in the case of bare NCM-851005.[14] This
result helps to explain the strongly reduced overpotential
observed for the LZNO-NCM-500. It should be noted that
resistance buildup has been reported to result from detrimental
chemical and electrochemical reactions between the electrode
constituents during cycling operation, among others.

Figure 4. Electrochemical performance of bare NCM-851005 and LZNO-NCM-
500 at 45 °C in pellet-stack SSB cells with an LTO anode and LPSCl as SE. a)
First-cycle voltage profiles at 0.1 C and corresponding Coulombic efficien-
cies. b, c) Specific discharge capacities during rate capability testing, with
two cycles each at 0.1 C, 0.2 C, 0.5 C and 1 C, followed by 0.2 C cycling. The
percentage values in c) reflect the capacity retention at 1 C (8th cycle) relative
to the first cycle at 0.1 C rate.
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Interfacial degradation in lithium thiophosphate-based SSBs
has already been studied in detail using X-ray photoelectron
spectroscopy (XPS) and time-of-flight secondary ion mass
spectrometry (ToF-SIMS), for example. SE oxidation, evident
from the appearance of polysulfide and oxygenated sulfur/
phosphorus species, typically occurs at the contact points
between the particles upon charging, with the degree of
interfacial degradation being significantly different for coated
and uncoated CAMs.[5–8,14,18,24,33,34] The same is to be expected
here. However, from the available literature reports, it is
apparent that there are no clear trends of what coating
chemistry and/or morphology works best in terms of suppress-
ing the formation of certain degradation products.
Figure 4(b, c) shows the specific discharge capacities for

rates between 0.1 C and 1 C. The overall performance of the
LZNO-NCM-500 was clearly better than that of the uncoated
CAM, with differences in capacity ranging from 30 to 90 mAh/
gCAM. At 1 C (2 mA/cm2), a specific discharge capacity of
approximately 150 mAh/gCAM was achieved with the LZNO-
NCM-500, corresponding to 71% of the capacity at 0.1 C rate.
In contrast, the bare NCM-851005 delivered a specific discharge
capacity of approximately 57 mAh/gCAM, corresponding to only
32% of the initial capacity. These results emphasize the
improved charge-transfer kinetics through the modified CAM j
SE interface. The large cell capacities afforded by the coated
CAM were also reasonably stable with qdis�174 mAh/gCAM at
0.2 C in the 50th cycle.
Furthermore, the cyclability of the LZNO-coated NCM-

851005 CAMs in SSB cells was evaluated against that of three
analogously prepared reference coatings (Figure S10, Support-
ing Information). These coatings had nominal n(Li):n(Nb) ratios
of 1 : 1 (representing the LiNbO3 stoichiometry), 1.5 : 1 (equal to
LZNO but without Zn) and 3 :1 (for Li3NbO4). As expected, all of
them resulted in substantial improvements in cycling perform-
ance over the bare NCM-851005. Notably, the LZNO coating
clearly outperformed the other Li� Nb� O-type protective coat-
ings. Although the role of Zn is still largely unclear, its presence
in the surface layer has a strong positive effect on the reversible
capacity, rate capability and stability of the Ni-rich NCM CAM in
SSBs with argyrodite Li6PS5Cl as SE. Because superior perform-
ance was also seen for the LZNO-NCM-300, the presence of
crystalline components in the coating appears to play no major
role though.
The long-term cycling stability of the two CAMs was also

tested at 1 C (Figure 5a). As expected from the rate perform-
ance data shown in Figure 4(c), the LZNO-NCM-500 delivered
superior specific capacities. While the bare NCM-851005
showed rapid capacity fading over the first 20 cycles, the
capacity degradation of the LZNO-NCM-500 was found to occur
more gradually. More than 81% of the initial discharge capacity
was retained after 200 cycles, compared to only 68% for SSBs
using the uncoated CAM, despite the much larger cumulative
charge exchanged in the cells with the LZNO-NCM-500.
Figure 5(b) shows the Coulombic efficiencies up to the 50th

cycle. The LZNO-NCM-500 exhibited higher values throughout,
with the differences being particularly significant over the first
20 cycles. This suggests faster formation of stable interfaces in

the case of coated CAM. Nonetheless, the Coulombic efficien-
cies converged during the course of cycling and stabilized
above 99.9% after 60 cycles.
Finally, the SSBs after 200 cycles were examined by electro-

chemical impedance spectroscopy (EIS) and SEM. Figure 5(c)
shows Nyquist plots from EIS measurements conducted on the
cells using the bare and coated NCM-851005 in the discharged
state. Semi-quantitative comparison of the depressed semi-
circles representing the interfacial cathode resistance indicated
that this contribution is reduced by a factor of about two with
the LZNO-NCM-500 CAM. This finding corroborates the differ-
ences in Coulombic efficiency discussed above.
Figure S11 (Supporting Information) shows cross-sectional

SEM images at different magnifications of cathodes harvested
from the cycled cells. In both cases, there were no signs of
major (chemo)mechanical degradation (contact loss, particle
fracture etc.), implying that the differences in cycling perform-
ance between bare NCM-851005 and LZNO-NCM-500 mainly

Figure 5. Electrochemical performance of bare NCM-851005 and LZNO-NCM-
500 at 45 °C in pellet-stack SSB cells with an LTO anode and LPSCl as SE. a)
Long-term cycling at 1 C rate. The percentage values indicate the capacity
retention after 200 cycles. b) Corresponding Coulombic efficiencies from the
2nd cycle onward. c) Nyquist plots of the electrochemical impedance at 45 °C
of representative cells after 200 cycles.
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arise from a different degree of (electro)chemical decomposi-
tion at the CAM jSE interface.

Conclusion

In conclusion, application of a facile wet chemistry-based
synthesis route led to the formation of a promising composite
coating, containing Li3NbO4 (or related) nanocrystals and
Li2CO3, on a Ni-rich NCM cathode active material. Although the
targeted phase Li6ZnNb4O14 could not be stabilized, the
presence of rocksalt-type Li3NbO4 expands the current perspec-
tive on Li� Nb� O derived protective coatings. The latter have
thus far been present mostly in the form of (amorphous)
LiNbO3. Ultimately, the reported coating has proven to be
highly beneficial to the cycling performance of argyrodite
Li6PS5Cl-based solid-state battery cells, resulting in large
capacities, high-rate capability and good capacity retention,
and further shown to outperform conventional lithium niobate
coating materials.

Experimental Section

Materials

LiNi0.85Co0.10Mn0.05O2 (NCM-851005, d50=3.52 μm, d90=5.05 μm;
BASF SE) CAM was heated in O2 at 750 °C for 3 h (5 °C/min heating
rate) to reduce the amount of residual surface carbonates. 1 M
lithium ethoxide solution was prepared by the reaction of absolute
ethanol (Sigma-Aldrich; 99.8%) with Li metal (Albemarle Germany
GmbH). To prepare 0.5 M niobium ethoxide and 0.01 M zinc acetate
solutions, Nb(OCH2CH3)5 (Sigma-Aldrich; 99.95%) or Zn(O2CCH3)2
(Sigma-Aldrich) was dissolved in absolute ethanol.

Surface coating

For the preparation of LZNO-coated NCM-851005 (with a nominal
coating content of 1 wt.%), the CAM powder (5.94 g) was added to
a mixture of lithium ethoxide (512 μL), niobium ethoxide (683 μL)
and zinc acetate (8500 μL) solutions in an Ar-filled glovebox,
followed by 30 min ultrasonication of the dispersion. Subsequently,
the reaction mixture was dried in a vacuum overnight. The
resultant powder was ground using a mortar and pestle and
heated in O2 at 100, 300 or 500 °C for 2 h (5 °C/min heating rate).

Electrode preparation, cell assembly and testing

Cathode composite was prepared by mixing the bare or coated
NCM-851005, Li6PS5Cl (LPSCl; NEI Corp.) and Super C65 carbon
black (Timcal) in a ratio of 70 :30 :1 by weight in a planetary mill
(Fritsch) at 140 rpm for 30 min. Using the same procedure, anode
composite was prepared from carbon-coated Li4Ti5O12 (LTO; NEI
Corp.), LPSCl and Super C65 at a weight ratio of 30 :60 :10 (30 :65 :5
in Figure 5).

The electrochemical performance of the bare and coated NCM-
851005 was tested in SSB cells using a custom-built setup
comprising a polyether ether ketone sleeve and two stainless steel
dies. 10 mm diameter pellet stacks were prepared starting from the
separator layer, made by cold pressing 100 mg LPSCl at a uniaxial
pressure of 62 MPa. They were finished by adding 65 mg anode

composite and 12 mg cathode composite (approximately 2.9 mAh/
cm2, qth=274 mAh/gCAM) and pressing the stack at 437 MPa. All
cells were galvanostatically cycled at 45 °C in the voltage range
1.35–2.75 V vs. Li4Ti5O12/Li7Ti5O12 (approximately 2.9–4.3 V vs. Li

+/Li)
while maintaining a uniaxial pressure of 81 MPa. Rate performance
and stability tests were carried out at 0.1 C, 0.2 C, 0.5 C and 1 C,
with two cycles at each rate, followed by further cycling at 0.2 C.
Stability tests were performed at a rate of 1 C (1 C=190 mA/gCAM)
for 200 cycles.

Methods

For compositional analysis, the LZNO-coated NCM-851005 was
dissolved in acid using a graphite furnace. The Zn and Nb contents
were determined by ICP-OES using a Thermo Fisher Scientific iCAP
7600 DUO. The C content was probed using a CS analyzer. Mass
fractions represent the mean of at least three independent
measurements.

SEM analysis was carried out at an accelerating voltage of 10 kV
using a LEO-1530 electron microscope (Carl Zeiss AG) with a field
emission source. Cross-sectional SEM images were taken from
fractured electrode pellets after cycling.

ATR-IR spectroscopy was carried out using an ALPHA FT-IR
spectrometer (Bruker), equipped with a Ge crystal.

TEM characterization was done using a double aberration corrected
Themis-Z microscope (ThermoFisher Scientific) at an accelerating
voltage of 300 kV, equipped with an OneView IS camera (AMETEK),
a Super-X EDX detector (ThermoFisher Scientific) and a high-
resolution GIF Continuum 970 (AMETEK) electron energy-loss
spectrometer. 4D-STEM datasets were collected using the OneView
IS camera with a screen current of approximately 10 pA, a small
convergence semi-angle of 0.47 mrad and a camera length of
580 mm. Virtual imaging of the NBED patterns was done using
DigitalMicrograph (version 3.42). Sample cross-sections were pre-
pared using a dual-beam Ga FIB in a Strata 400 (ThermoFisher
Scientific). Carbon layers were deposited by ion beam-induced
deposition to protect the coating during sample preparation and
processing. Initial thinning was performed at 30 kV. Final sample
thinning and cleaning was done at 5 and 2 kV, respectively.

XRD patterns were collected from the samples using a Stadi-P
diffractometer (STOE) with a Mo anode (λ=0.70926 Å) and a
MYTHEN 1 K strip detector (DECTRIS AG) in Debye-Scherrer
geometry. The instrumental contribution to the reflection broad-
ening was obtained by measuring a NIST 640 f Si standard
reference material. Rietveld refinement was performed using GSAS-
II.[35] During refinement, the scale factor, zero shift and crystallite
size broadening parameters were allowed to vary. Sample
absorption was calculated based on the capillary diameter of
0.3 mm and a powder packing density of 1.44 g/cm3. A Chebyshev
polynomial function with 17 terms was used to fit a fixed
background to the data. Unit cell parameters, oxygen site position
and atomic displace parameters (isotropic, uiso) for each site were
refined. Atoms occupying the same site were constrained to have
the same atomic parameters. Site occupancy factors were con-
strained such that each site remained fully occupied.

In situ heating XRD of a volume mixture of the LZNO coating was
performed using a diffractometer equipped with a microfocus Mo
Kα1,2 rotating anode and a Pilatus 300 K-W area detector.[36] The
precursor material was prepared by combining the Li, Nb and Zn
solutions, followed by 30 min ultrasonication and solvent evapo-
ration, as described above. It was packed into a sapphire capillary
and heated at 1 °C/min under O2 flow in a custom-built gas-flow
furnace based on the design of Chupas et al. while recording XRD
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patterns every 10 min.[37] Temperature calibration was carried out
using the unit-cell volume evolution of an Al2O3 reference material
during application of the same heating profile.[38]

EIS was conducted on SSB cells after 200 cycles at frequencies from
7 MHz to 100 mHz (10 mV amplitude) using an SP-300 impedance
analyzer (Bio-Logic Science Instruments Ltd.).
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