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ABSTRACT: Understanding the moisture stability of oxide Li-ion conductors is
important for their practical applications in solid-state batteries. Unlike sulfide or
halide conductors, oxide conductors generally better resist degradation when in
contact with water but can still undergo topotactic Li+/H+ exchange (LHX). Here, we
combine density functional theory (DFT) calculations with a machine-learning
interatomic potential model to investigate the thermodynamic driving force of the
LHX reaction for two representative oxide Li-ion conductor families: garnets and
NASICONs. Li-stuffed garnets exhibit a strong driving force for proton exchange due
to their high Li chemical potential. In contrast, NASICONs demonstrate a higher
resistance against proton exchange due to the lower Li chemical potential and the
lower O−H bond covalency for polyanion-bonded oxygens. Our findings reveal a
critical trade-off: Li stuffing enhances conductivity but increases moisture
susceptibility. This study underscores the importance of designing Li-ion conductors that possess both high conductivity and
high stability in practical environments.

Solid-state batteries are considered as a replacement for the
current commercial liquid electrolyte-based Li-ion bat-

teries. The development of solid-state electrolytes (SSEs) with
high Li-ion conductivity and stability in various environments
is critical for the practical application of this technology.
Among various types of SSEs, oxide-based electrolytes stand
out due to their superior chemical stability in ambient air. In
contrast to sulfide and halide SSEs, which are highly moisture-
sensitive and decompose to release gases such as H2S or HCl,
oxide SSEs generally maintain better chemical and structural
integrity. However, some oxide SSEs, especially garnets, readily
react with water through a topotactic ion exchange between Li
ions in the bulk and protons from water.1 In Figure 1(a), we
schematically illustrate this Li+/H+ exchange (LHX) reaction
for garnet compound Li7La3Zr2O12, where all Li+ is exchanged
with H+, resulting in fully protonated phase H7La3Zr2O12. The
introduced protons preferentially form O−H bonds with O2−

anions in the polyhedra originally occupied by Li ions,2 while
the host crystal structure consisting of edge-sharing LaO8

13

and ZrO6
8 polyhedra remains intact. When a garnet SSE is

exposed to ambient air, the LHX reaction results in the
formation of a protonated surface layer along with the
accumulation of undesirable species such as LiOH and
Li2CO3 that passivate the garnet surface.3−5 This surface
contamination increases the interfacial impedance of the
battery, ultimately degrading its performance during charge
and discharge.6,7

Although the LHX reaction in garnets has been widely
observed experimentally,8−11 many fundamental questions
remain unresolved. As shown in Figure 1(b), Li ions in a
garnet diffuse through a three-dimensional (3D) network of

interconnected tetrahedral (24d) and octahedral (48g/96h)
sites that face-share with each other. While some experiments
indicate that Li ions in octahedral sites are preferentially
exchanged with protons,12−14 others claim that tetrahedral Li
ions are exchanged first.9,15,16 Because Li ions in octahedral
sites generally have higher site energies,17 the experimental
observation of the exchange of tetrahedral Li ions before
octahedral ones is counterintuitive. In addition, due to the slow
proton diffusion inside the oxide bulk,2,14,18 garnet samples
exposed to water exhibit a gradient of proton concentration
from the surface to the bulk,19,20 making accurate measure-
ment of the true thermodynamic equilibrium of the protonated
phase experimentally challenging.1 In comparison, NASICON-
type Li-ion conductors are experimentally shown to be much
more stable in an aqueous environment,21,22 though the origin
of this high water stability is also unclear.

In this work, we investigate the thermodynamic origin of
LHX reactions for two representative oxide Li-ion conductors,
garnets and NASICONs. We study the site preference of the
LHX reaction in the most representative garnet compound,
Li7La3Zr2O12. We further examine the trend observed for
Li7La3Zr2O12 in various other chemical compositions with
garnet or NASICON structural frameworks. Leveraging
machine-learning interatomic potentials fine-tuned with
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density functional theory (DFT) data, we extensively sampled
Li/H/vacancy ordering across compositions with varying Li
contents. Our results suggest that Li stuffing significantly
increases the driving force of the LHX reaction in garnets but
has less of an effect on the water stability of NASICONs. Our
predictions are validated by experiments using inductively
coupled plasma mass spectrometry (ICP-MS) measurement on
garnets after they have been immersed in an aqueous solution.
The higher stability for garnets with lower Li contents suggests
a trade-off between high Li-ion conductivity and stability and
resistance against Li+/H+ exchange.

■ LI SITE PREFERENCE FOR LI+/H+ EXCHANGE
REACTION IN LI7LA3ZR2O12

In garnets, occupancy of tetrahedral or octahedral sites by Li
ions depends on the total Li content per formula unit (f.u.).23

At the lowest Li content (e.g., Li3La3Te2O12), Li fully occupies
the tetrahedral sites, leaving all octahedral sites vacant. This
specific Li/vacancy ordering results in a high activation barrier
for a Li-ion to hop from a tetrahedral to a neighboring face-
sharing octahedral site, leading to negligible Li-ion con-
ductivity at room temperature. The Li-ion conductivity quickly
increases once additional Li ions are added to the structure,
which is typically achieved by doping at the Te6+ site with
lower-valence cations, such as Ta5+ and Zr4+. The highest Li-
ion conductivity of ∼0.1 mS/cm at room temperature can be
obtained for garnets with 6−7 Li ions per f.u. (see Figure S1 in
the Supporting Information). As schematically illustrated in
Figure 1(b), this additional Li occupies octahedral sites that
face-share with a neighboring Li ion in the tetrahedral site. The
electrostatic repulsion between Li ions also displaces the other
face-sharing tetrahedral Li ions into empty octahedral sites.
Experimental data indicate that the Li-ion occupation of
octahedral sites increases linearly with total Li content, while
the occupation of tetrahedral sites decreases.23 Stuffing of the
garnet with Li creates local high-energy states�previously
referred to as activated local environments.24 Consequently, Li
ions in Li-stuffed garnets diffuse via the concerted propagation
of these local structural motifs. Such a concerted diffusion
exhibits a significantly lower energy barrier compared to a
single Li-ion hop in Li-unstuffed garnets.25

Unlike Li ions, protons are known to covalently bind to a
single oxygen forming a hydroxyl group.26 Hence one expects
them to have less of a preference for a particular oxygen

coordination, as is the case for Li. The lack of site preference
for the proton would imply that the first Li ions to be
exchanged should be from the higher-energy octahedral sites.
Indeed, the evidence for octahedral-first exchange has been
provided by various experimental techniques, including
electron energy loss spectroscopy (EELS),12 nuclear magnetic
resonance (NMR) spectroscopy,27 neutron diffraction,13 and
single-crystal X-ray diffraction (SCXRD).14 However, con-
trasting results have also been reported in both infrared (IR)
and NMR spectroscopy studies9,15 and in a more recent
SCXRD study,16 where preferential extraction of tetrahedral Li
ions was observed. The contrasting experimental results reflect
the inherent challenge in detecting light elements, such as Li
and H. X-ray techniques are generally less sensitive to these
elements than to heavier elements.28 Neutron scattering offers
better elemental contrast between neighboring elements in the
periodic table; however, the large incoherent scattering of
hydrogen decreases the signal-to-noise ratio,28,29 complicating
detection of Li+/H+ exchange. Solid-state NMR and vibrational
spectroscopies often produce overlapping features or low
signal-to-noise ratio for dilute hydrogen and lithium environ-
ments.15,27

Here we perform density functional theory (DFT)
calculations to investigate which Li/H/vacancy configuration
is thermodynamically more favorable as LHX proceeds. More
specifically, DFT calculations are conducted to evaluate zero-K
formation energies of partially exchanged garnets
Li7‑7xH7xLa3Zr2O12 with respect to two end point compounds,
i.e., the pristine (Li7La3Zr2O12) and the fully protonated
(H7La3Zr2O12) phases. For the partially exchanged structures,
we enumerated various Li/H/vacancy configurations, where Li
ions in octahedral and/or tetrahedral sites are exchanged with
varying ratios (see Supporting Information). The calculated
formation energies of partially exchanged phases
Li7−7xH7xLa3Zr2O12 are presented in Figures 2(a) and (b)
with two different color schemes: in Figure 2(a), the color
transitions from red to gray as the number of Li in octahedral
sites (NLi,oct) decreases, while in Figure 2(b), the color changes
from blue to gray as the number of Li in tetrahedral sites
(NLi,tet) decreases. Figures 2(a) and (b) show that many
partially exchanged structures have negative formation
energies, collectively constructing the energy convex hull.
This indicates that partial proton exchange is thermodynami-
cally favorable, with the extent of exchange depending on the
Li and H chemical potentials of the surrounding environments.

Figure 1. (a) Schematic illustration of Li+/H+ exchange (LHX) reaction in Li7La3Zr2O12; (b) Li sites in garnet framework percolate through the
interconnected tetrahedral (24d) and octahedral (48g/96h) sites.
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The values of NLi,oct and NLi,tet in the lowest-energy
configurations are shown as a function of LHX ratio x in
Figure 2(c). Our results indicate that octahedral Li ions are
progressively replaced with protons from the early stage of
LHX. On the other hand, the number of tetrahedral Li ions
slightly increases until x ≈ 0.5 and then decreases for higher
LHX ratios. The initial increase in NLi,tet indicates that some
octahedral Li ions migrate to empty tetrahedral sites upon
LHX to reduce the energy. This is also evident in Figure 2(b),
where lower-energy configurations have higher NLi,tet values at
x ≈ 0.5. The increase in NLi,tet during the early stage of LHX is

consistent with the experimental observation that in pristine,
nonexchanged garnets, the number of octahedral (tetrahedral)
Li ions decreases (increases) as the total Li content
decreases,23 which is attributed to the higher Li site energy
in octahedral sites.17 Our results imply that the Li site energy is
also the dominant factor in determining which Li ions are
exchanged first during proton exchange. As shown by the
calculated results in Figure S2 in the Supporting Information,
in a perfect cubic host structure of La3Zr2O12, the site energy
of an octahedral Li ion is ∼0.9 eV higher than that of a
tetrahedral Li ion, whereas the site energies of protons are
identical across all oxygen anions to which they bond to. In
other words, the energy to exchange a Li ion with a proton in a
garnet depends primarily on the site the Li ion occupied and is
less sensitive to the proton site. Based on our results, we
conclude that the octahedral-first proton exchange is
thermodynamically more favorable.

■ LI+/H+ EXCHANGE ENERGY FOR OXIDE LI-ION
CONDUCTORS WITH VARYING LI CONTENTS

So far, we have demonstrated that octahedral Li ions are
thermodynamically less resistant to proton exchange than
tetrahedral Li. Given that the number of octahedral Li in a
garnet structure decreases as the total Li content decreases,23

we further investigate whether garnet compounds with lower
total Li content per f.u. exhibit better water stability. As a
matter of comparison, we also evaluated if NASICONs exhibit
a similar Li content dependence on the stability against proton
exchange. Similar to garnets, Li ions can be stuffed into the
baseline NASICON compound LiTi2(PO4)3 to increase the Li-
ion conductivity,24,30−32 with the highest Li-ion conductivity
typically observed at compositions containing ∼1.3 Li per f.u.33

The compositions we consider here include Li3La3Te2O12 (Li3
Garnet), Li4La3TaTeO12 (Li4 Garnet), Li5La3Ta2O12 (Li5
Garnet), Li6La3ZrTaO12 (Li6 Garnet), Li7La3Zr2O12 (Li7
Garnet), LiTi2(PO4)3 (Li1 NASICON), and Li2TiIn(PO4)3
(Li2 NASICON), covering the range of Li contents of both the
baseline compositions (Li3 Garnet and Li1 NASICON) and
those Li-stuffed compositions associated with the highest ionic
conductivities for both garnet (Li content of 6−7 per f.u.23)
and NASICON (Li content of 1−2 per f.u.33) frameworks.

In order to quantify the driving force of the LHX reaction,
we define the LHX energy (ELHX) as follows:

E c y E c y y y E c

y y

( , ) ( Li H

)/

LHX Li

H

= [ · + · ] + · [ ]

·

+

+ (1)

where E[c − y·Li + y·H] and E[c] are the energies of the solid
phases before and after the LHX reaction, y is the amount of Li
ions exchanged, and Li+ and H+ are the chemical potentials
in solution which depend on the Li concentration and pH,
respectively (see Supporting Information).34,35 To calculate
LHX energy, we include the lowest-energy pristine and fully
protonated structures and all partially exchanged structures
that lie on the energy convex hull.

To sample enough configurations to construct an accurate
energy convex hull, we utilize the Crystal Hamiltonian Graph
neural Network (CHGNet) model36 to perform structural
relaxations of a vast range of Li/H/vacancy configurations (see
Supporting Information). CHGNet is a universal machine-
learning interatomic potential pretrained on the Materials
Project37,38 trajectory data set. Here, we further fine-tune the

Figure 2. Li site preference for LHX reaction in Li7La3Zr2O12. In (a)
and (b), formation energy of partially exchanged phases
(Li7− 7xH7xLa3Zr2O12) are shown as a function of LHX ratio (x)
using two different color schemes: (a) The number of remaining Li in
octahedral sites (NLi,oct), (b) the number of remaining Li in
tetrahedral sites (NLi,tet). (c) NLi,oct and NLi,tet of the lowest-energy
configuration at each LHX ratio x.
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CHGNet model on the DFT energies of various pristine and
protonated garnet and NASICON structures. Leveraging the
fast relaxations possible with CHGNet models, up to 1000 Li/
H/vacancy configurations are enumerated for each LHX ratio,
which is varied with a step size of one Li per supercell that
contains 96 oxygen anions for garnets and 72 for NASICONs.
An exception is LiTi2(PO4)3, which only contains 6 Li ions per
supercell, and all Li ions fully occupy the octahedral (6b) sites.
For this compound, all symmetrically inequivalent Li/H/
vacancy orderings are enumerated and relaxed with DFT.

Unlike garnets, whose Li occupation in octahedral and
tetrahedral sites as a function of total Li content is well
characterized,23 there is no general consensus on the Li site
occupancy among the 6b, 36f, and 18e sites in Li-stuffed
NASICONs (schematically illustrated in Figure 3(c)).30−33,39

For this reason, we used various Li/vacancy ordering
enumeration schemes and selected the 20 Li/vacancy
configurations that have the lowest DFT-relaxed energy in
Li2TiIn(PO4)3 (see Figure S6 in the Supporting Information).
Our results indicate that the tetrahedral sites (36f) are
preferentially occupied for most of the low-energy config-
urations. In fact, all Li ions occupy 36f sites in the lowest-
energy structure (see Table S5 in the Supporting Information).
LHX energy (ELHX) for Li2TiIn(PO4)3 is further calculated by

partially or completely exchanging Li by protons in these 20
low-energy configurations. Note that previous experimental
measurements indicate that the symmetry of the NASICON
framework in the Li1−xTi2−xInx(PO4)3 series varies as the
stuffed Li content x increases.39,40 For 0 < x < 0.4, the
compounds retain the original rhombohedral R C3 structure.
With further Li stuffing, the crystal symmetry changes to
orthorhombic (Pbca) for 0.4 < x < 1.0 and to monoclinic (P21/
n) for 1.0 < x < 2.0.40 In our calculations, we use the
rhombohedral structure for both LiTi2(PO4)3 and Li2TiIn-
(PO4)3, so that the effect of Li stuffing can be compared
without being affected by the difference in the crystal
symmetry.

Figure 3(a) shows the calculated LHX energy (ELHX) as a
function of total number of exchanged Li per f.u. for various
garnet and NASICON compounds. In this plot, the LHX
energies are referenced to the chemical potentials Li+ and H+

in neutral water with C 10Li
6=+ M and pH = 7 (highlighted

with the dashed line ①). As can be seen, the LHX energy
generally increases with an increasing number of exchanged Li
ions, indicating that the LHX reaction becomes progressively
less favorable as more Li ions are exchanged. Nonetheless,
most reaction energies are negative for the garnets, indicating
that proton exchange with Li in garnets is generally favorable in

Figure 3. Effect of Li stuffing on Li+/H+ exchange reaction. (a) LHX energy (ELHX) as a function of total number of exchanged Li per f.u. for
various garnet and NASICON compounds with different Li contents. The LHX energy value depends on the chemical potentials Li+ and H+,
which in turn are a function of Li-ion concentration C( )Li+ and pH, respectively. The dashed lines correspond to the reference energies for different
conditions: ① neutral water condition: C 10Li

6=+ M, pH = 7, ② strongly alkaline condition: C 1Li =+ M, pH = 12, and ③ extremely alkaline
condition: C 5Li =+ M, pH = 15. The star represents the number of octahedral Li (NLi,oct) in the pristine, nonexchanged garnet prior to structural
relaxation, which closely aligns with the experimental measurements.23 (b) Relative Li and H site energies ( ELi

site and EH
site) in the Li-stuffed

garnet and NASICON structures (Li7 Garnet, Li4 Garnet, or Li2 NASICON) with respect to the values in the unstuffed structures (Li3 Garnet or
Li1 NASICON). The blue-to-green color gradient in the background shows the variation of the resulting relative LHX energy of Li-stuffed
compounds with respect to the values in the unstuffed structures. Some relative LHX energy values are also labeled with numbers and dashed lines.
(c) Li stuffing in a garnet framework leads to the emergence of face-sharing Li−Li pairs between neighboring tetrahedral and octahedral sites. In
contrast, a stuffed Li ion in a NASICON framework occupies a tetrahedral site, which displaces the original Li ion from the octahedral site to a
neighboring tetrahedral site.
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neutral water. Compounds with a higher Li content tend to
exhibit more negative LHX energies for both garnets and
NASICONs. Li3 Garnet (the lowest Li-content garnet)
exhibits the most positive LHX energies among all garnets,
with LHX energies remaining positive across the whole range
of the number of exchanged Li. However, once additional Li
ions are stuffed (Li4−7 garnets), the LHX energy value drops
to a negative value, especially during the initial stage of LHX
reaction: near N 0Li

X , the LHX energy decreases from ∼0.0
eV/Li for the Li3 Garnet to less than −1.0 eV/Li for all the
other Li-stuffed garnets, indicating that the additional Li
needed to achieve good conductivity is susceptible to proton
exchange. For these Li-stuffed garnets, the LHX energy forms a
plateau at ELHX that ranges from −1.0 to −0.8 eV/Li
depending on the Li content. The plateau ends approximately
when all Li ions in the octahedral sites (NLi,oct) are exchanged.
Beyond this point, there is a sharp transition of the LHX
energies into a second plateau at ELHX that ranges from −0.5 to
−0.2 eV/Li, which corresponds to the LHX energy for
exchanging tetrahedral Li ions in a given garnet. Notably, for
all Li-stuffed garnets, the LHX energies remain negative even at
the end of the LHX reaction, suggesting that even a complete
exchange of Li ions is thermodynamically viable for these Li-
stuffed compounds.

In comparison, the LHX energy values for NASICONs are
mostly positive and even higher than that of Li3 Garnet,
indicating that NASICONs are in general more stable against
proton exchange compared to garnets. Similar to garnets, the
baseline NASICON compound (Li1 NASICON) also has a
higher LHX energy plateau than the Li-stuffed composition
(Li2 NASICON), suggesting that the negative effect of Li-
stuffing on water stability is a general issue among oxide
conductors.

The absolute value of ELHX depends on the chemical
potentials of Li+ and H+ in solution (see eq 1), which vary with
external conditions of CLi+ and pH. Specifically, a higher CLi+

increases Li+, while a higher pH decreases H+, both of which
lead to a shift of ELHX toward a more positive value and thus
stabilize materials against proton exchange. The reference
energies at which the reaction energy is zero are labeled for
higher CLi+ and pH conditions in Figure 3(a) as ② for C 1Li =+

M and pH = 12 (referred to as the strongly alkaline condition)
and ③ for C 5Li =+ M and pH = 15 (referred to as the
extremely alkaline condition). The pH in the strongly alkaline
condition is the value that can be attained for a LiOH solution
buffered by H3BO3.

41 The even higher pH value in the
extremely alkaline conditions is the maximum limit that can be
achieved by a saturated LiOH solution, above which the solid
phase of LiOH precipitates out at room temperature.42 As
shown in Figure 3(a), both of these highly alkaline conditions
shift down the reference energy by more than 0.6 eV/Li
compared to the neutral pH condition. These extreme
conditions can effectively protect Li ions in tetrahedral sites
from being exchanged; however, the octahedral Li ions remain
susceptible to the LHX reaction due to their even more
negative ELHX values. These results suggest that the driving
force for the LHX reaction in garnets is so strong that even
extremely high levels of CLi+ and pH cannot completely
suppress it. In fact, many garnet materials gradually undergo
proton exchange even in ambient or humid air without direct
exposure to liquid phase water. If gas phase H2O and solid
LiOH are considered as the reactant and product of the proton

exchange reaction, respectively, the reference energy at which
the reaction energy is zero shifts down by about −0.9 eV
relative to the neutral water condition ① (see Supporting
Information). This energy shift is close to that under extremely
alkaline conditions ③ (−0.8 eV) and remains slightly more
positive than the LHX energy plateau for the octahedral Li ions
in Li-stuffed garnets (−1.0 eV). Therefore, the susceptibility of
octahedral Li ions to atmospheric humidity can be considered
to be on par with their behavior in highly alkaline solutions.

For a given CLi+ and pH condition, the LHX energy solely
depends on the difference of the two energy terms E[c − y·Li +
y·H] and E[c] (see eq 1). Therefore, the LHX energy
essentially captures the energy difference between incorporat-
ing H and Li into a given structure. To better understand the
difference in the LHX driving force between garnets and
NASICONs, we perform DFT calculations to compare the Li
and H site energies (ELi

site and EH
site), which is estimated as the

negative of energy required to extract a single Li or H from a
given site in a stoichiometric structure (see Supporting
Information). This site energy varies across different Li sites,
reflecting differences in intrinsic site energies between
octahedral and tetrahedral sites as well as interactions between
the inserted species and neighboring Li ions. Also, because
each Li site is coordinated by multiple oxygen anions (four for
tetrahedral and six for octahedral), we start the structural
optimization with H in a position close to each oxygen, from
which we obtain a range of H site energies for each Li site (see
Figure S5 in the Supporting Information). We report the
lowest energy value as the H site energy of a given Li site,
assuming that there is enough time for the system to reach
thermodynamic equilibrium during proton exchange. Due to
the high symmetry, the H site energy converges to a single
value in the unstuffed Li3 Garnet and Li1 NASICON
compounds.

In Figure 3(b), the calculated Li and H site energies at the
high-energy site of the Li-stuffed compounds (octahedral sites
of Li7 Garnet, octahedral sites of Li4 Garnet, or tetrahedral
sites of Li2 NASICON) are shown. Each data point represents
a specific Li site in a given structure. The zero of energies of Li
and H are selected as the site energies in the corresponding
unstuffed baseline compounds (tetrahedral sites of Li3 Garnet
or octahedral sites of Li1 NASICON), so that relative Li and H
site energies between the Li-stuffed and unstuffed composi-
tions ( ELi

site and EH
site) are compared. The LHX energy of Li-

stuffed compounds relative to the unstuffed ones, determined
by the difference between relative Li and H site energies for
each site E E( )H

site
Li
site , is also indicated by the gradient of

color in the background and the diagonal dashed lines. The
figure clearly illustrates how Li-stuffing in garnet raises the
chemical potential of the Li ions. The Li site energy can be
more than 1.0 eV higher in the Li-stuffed garnet framework
compared with the unstuffed one. Both Li4 and Li7 Garnets
exhibit a similar magnitude of increase in the Li site energy,
implying that the Li site energy is mostly determined by the
local face-sharing Li−Li configuration and is less sensitive to
the total number of stuffed Li ions. In contrast, Figure 3(b)
shows that the H site energy does not vary as much upon Li
stuffing. The Li-stuffed structures have many sites for which
the H site energy is even slightly lower (down to ∼−0.2 eV)
than in the corresponding unstuffed structures. Although not
explicitly calculated, considering the similar Li site energies
(ranging from 0.9 to 1.2 eV) and H site energies (ranging from
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−0.2 to 0.2 eV) calculated for the least stuffed (Li4 Garnet)
and most stuffed (Li7 Garnet) garnet compositions, we expect
that the Li and H site energies in the intermediate
compositions (Li5 Garnet and Li6 Garnet) should also fall
within these ranges.

In contrast to the garnets, the increase in Li site energy by Li
stuffing is only ∼0.2 eV for the NASICON. We attribute this
difference between the two crystal frameworks to the distinct
local Li-ion configurations in the Li-stuffed structures.24,32 As
shown in Figure 3(c), Li stuffing in the garnet framework leads
to face-sharing Li−Li pairs between neighboring tetrahedral
(24d) and octahedral (48g/96h) sites. Our calculations show
that the Li−Li face-sharing energy is at least ∼0.45 eV per face-
sharing pair (see Figure S4 in the Supporting Information),
which contributes to the Li site energy in addition to the
intrinsic site energy difference between octahedral and
tetrahedral sites in garnets. In contrast, in the NASICON
framework, Li stuffing displaces the original Li ion from the
octahedral site (6b) into an adjacent tetrahedral site (36f),
thereby avoiding direct face-sharing between the original and
stuffed Li ions. In other words, NASICONs have much sparser
Li-ion configurations with larger Li−Li distance compared to
garnets, resulting in smaller electrostatic interactions between
Li-ions, effectively lowering the Li site energies. This is also
reflected in their composition, as NASICONs accommodate
much fewer Li ions per f.u. compared to garnets.

■ EFFECT OF CHEMICAL SUBSTITUTIONS
We investigate whether chemical substitutions of the non-Li
cations in garnets and NASICONs can modify the LHX energy
in a substantial way. In Figure 4(a), we show the calculated
average LHX energy E( )LHX for garnets with different +3 rare
earth elements substituted for La3+. Similar results are shown
in Figure 4(b) for the substitution of the other cations (i.e.,
Zr4+, Ta5+, or Te6+) in the garnet. For garnets, the ELHX value
is evaluated separately for octahedral and tetrahedral Li ions.
The exchange energy for the octahedral sites is obtained by
replacing all octahedral Li ions with protons, while the value
for the tetrahedral sites is determined by replacing the
remaining tetrahedral Li ions with protons. For each pristine
or proton-exchanged structure, we used the same Li/H/
vacancy configuration in the structure, with the lowest
CHGNet energy obtained from the calculations shown in
Figure 3. The chemical substitution is performed by replacing
the original non-Li cations without changing the Li/H/vacancy
configuration, followed by DFT relaxation. Our results show
that chemical substitution has only a minor impact on the
average LHX energy. Consistent with the results shown in
Figure 3, the ELHX value for tetrahedral Li ions is higher than
that of octahedral Li ions for all cation substitutions. However,
all ELHX values for both octahedral and tetrahedral sites are
negative, indicating that all Li ions in Li-stuffed garnets are

Figure 4. Effect of chemical substitution. The average LHX energy E( )LHX is calculated at different types of Li sites for various cation substitutions.
Substitutions at the (a) La site and (b) Zr site of garnet and (c) the Ti site of NASICON. For Li2 NASICONs, we perform double substitutions,
and the two substituted cations are labeled using a slash. The chemical potentials for Li and H are set at the neutral water condition (C 10Li

6=+ M
and pH = 7).
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potentially susceptible to proton exchange irrespective of the
cation chemistry. In contrast, the ELHX values for the unstuffed
garnet (Li3 Garnet) remain positive, except for W6+ and Mo6+

substitutions, which exhibit slightly negative values.
The results for the average LHX energy when different

cations are substituted for Ti4+ and/or In3+ in the NASICON
structures are shown in Figure 4(c). Since in NASICONs all Li
ions occupy octahedral sites in the Li1 NASICON and
tetrahedral sites in the lowest-energy Li2 NASICON (see
Table S5), we use the pristine and the fully exchanged
structures to calculate ELHX. Similar to the garnets, chemical
substitution in the NASICONs also does not result in a
significant change of ELHX. Most of NASICON compounds
exhibit a positive ELHX value, suggesting that NASICONs are
generally stable against proton exchange. Remarkably, Sn4+ and
Ge4+ substitutions in the Li1 NASICON lead to higher ELHX
values than other compositions. The high water stability of
Li1−xAlxGe2−x(PO4)3 (LAGP) is indeed previously experimen-
tally demonstrated, with no LHX reaction observed after 100 h
of immersion in water.21

■ EXPERIMENTAL STUDY OF LI+/H+ EXCHANGE
REACTIONS IN GARNET COMPOUNDS

Our calculations predict that Li-stuffed garnets will undergo Li+/H+

exchange in both neutral and alkaline aqueous environments,
regardless of the specific cation chemistries. To validate these
predictions, we experimentally measure the evolution of the Li
content by immersing various garnet compounds synthesized via
solid-state synthesis in solutions. Specifically, the synthesized powder
samples are immersed in either neutral water or a 1 M LiOH solution.
The amount of Li remaining in the garnet compounds for various
immersion times is measured by inductively coupled plasma mass
spectroscopy (ICP-MS). In Figure 5, we show these results for both
unstuffed (Li3Nd3Te2O12, Li3Pr3Te2O12, and Li3Gd3Te2O12) and Li-

stuffed (Li4Nd3SbTeO12, Li5Nd3Sb2O12, and Li6.4La3Zr1.4Ta0.6O12)
compositions. The data in Figures 5(a−c) show that all unstuffed
garnets are stable in water, with almost no detectable loss of bulk Li
content after 54 h of immersion in either neutral or alkaline solutions.
In contrast, Figures 5(d−f) show that Li-stuffed garnets release Li
ions into the solution very quickly, and the remaining Li content
gradually levels off with immersion time. Surprisingly, similar results
are observed for the immersion in both water and LiOH solution,
with only slightly higher remaining Li content when immersed in 1 M
LiOH solution. By measuring the pH of the solution after immersing
Li-stuffed garnets, we find that both solutions actually equilibrate at a
similar pH value of 12−13, with the LiOH solution exhibiting a
slightly higher pH (see Figure S10 in the Supporting Information).
The increase of pH when garnets are exposed to neutral water has
been widely observed in experiments9,21,43 and is due to the uptake of
protons into the garnet, leaving OH− in the solution. The resulting
pH conditions are actually close to the condition ② (C 1Li =+ M and
pH = 12) used in our calculations shown in Figure 3(a). Under these
alkaline conditions, our calculation predicts that all octahedral Li ions
should be exchanged with protons, while the tetrahedral Li ions (∼2−
3 Li per f.u. for Li4 and Li5 Garnets) remain in the bulk.
Experimentally, the measured remaining Li contents for Li-stuffed
garnets are 3.1 and 2.7 Li per f.u. for Li4Nd3SbTeO12 and
Li5Nd3Sb2O12, respectively, which are close to the number of
tetrahedral Li ions in pristine, nonexchanged garnets. A larger
discrepancy is observed for the garnets with a higher Li content
(Li6.4La3Zr1.4Ta0.6O12), which has 4.1 remaining Li per f.u. after the
immersion, while the number of tetrahedral Li ions is only ∼1−2 Li
per f.u. for Li6 and Li7 Garnets. The larger amount of remaining Li
may in part originate from the spontaneous migration of octahedral Li
to tetrahedral sites upon proton exchange, as was demonstrated in
Figure 2(c). Due to the octahedral-to-tetrahedral migration, more Li
ions can be stabilized than the original number of tetrahedral Li in the
pristine garnets. However, since there are only 3 tetrahedral sites per
f.u. in total, the increase in the number of tetrahedral Li alone cannot
fully explain the even higher number of remaining Li. This may also
be attributed to the slow kinetics of the protons’ diffusion inside

Figure 5. Experimental measurements of Li+/H+ exchange reactions for garnet compounds. The time evolution of the remaining number of Li
content per f.u. of (a) Li3Nd3Te2O12, (b) Li3Pr3Te2O12, (c) Li3Gd3Te2O12), (d)Li4Nd3SbTeO12, (e) Li5Nd3Sb2O12, and (f)Li6.4La3Zr1.4Ta0.6O12.
Powder samples of these compositions are synthesized with solid-state synthesis. Samples are immersed in either water or 1 M LiOH solution. The
remaining number of Li per f.u. in the bulk is measured by ICP-MS.
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garnets,2,14,18 preventing the system from reaching the true
thermodynamic equilibrium within the experimental time scale.
Overall, our experimental results qualitatively agree with our
computational predictions, indicating that garnets are generally
unstable in water when additional Li is incorporated beyond the
baseline composition.

Several key results emerged from our computational study. By
directly evaluating the energy to exchange Li ions by protons from a
solution, we find that garnets are highly sensitive to Li+/H+ exchange,
as consistent with observations in the literature. Only the unstuffed,
nonconducting garnet with 3 Li per f.u. is predicted to be stable
against proton exchange. Any increase in the Li content of the garnet
leads to a high enough Li chemical potential to become favorable for
proton exchange. The octahedral Li ions, which have a higher site
energy than the tetrahedral sites in garnets, show a particularly high
driving force for the exchange. We further demonstrate that the strong
proton exchange driving force cannot be mitigated by simple chemical
substitutions, implying that the chemical nature of the garnet
framework is inherently moisture-sensitive. Our results in Figure 3
indicate that this sensitivity is to a large extent due to the strong Li−Li
interaction, which increases the Li chemical potential when the Li
content increases. These results also point to the compromise
between conductivity and water stability. Li-stuffing enhances Li-ion
conductivity by increasing the average energy of Li ions, making the
charge carriers more active but simultaneously destabilizing the
material in the presence of water. Such competition poses a
fundamental challenge in designing garnet-type Li-ion conductors,
which rely on the formation of the ‘activated local environment’ of
face-sharing Li−Li pairs introduced through Li stuffing to enhance the
Li-ion conductivity.24 The strong increase in Li chemical potential
with increasing Li content contrasts with the proton chemical
potential, which is mostly unchanged with total proton or Li contents,
reflecting the very different bonding of these two species. While Li+
interacts electrostatically with the host structure and with other Li
ions, protons bind strongly to oxygen, making localized covalent
bonds,26 which is somewhat independent of the environment.

Our calculations also predict that despite the higher Li chemical
potential and lower proton chemical potential in a high-pH solution, a
highly alkaline environment cannot protect the higher-energy
octahedral Li ions in garnets from being exchanged, even though it
may offer some protection for the more stable tetrahedral Li ions. The
sensitivity of garnet to LHX is further verified by our solution
experiments, where the LHX reaction is observed for all Li-stuffed
garnets when immersed in a high-pH LiOH solution. A similar high-
pH strategy was previously demonstrated to be effective in preventing
LHX reactions for the layered oxide LiNixCoyMn1−x−yO2 (NCM).44

In the work by Xu et al., the LHX reaction of NCM materials could be
reversed when the cathode materials were treated in 4 M LiOH
solutions with a high pH and Li-ion concentration. In these NCM
crystals, Li ions occupy octahedral sites without face-sharing with each
other, and thus, the chemical potential can be lower compared to
those stuffed Li ions in garnets. In another study, it was shown that
protonation of Li7La3Zr2O12 can be prevented when immersed in
hexane solvent whose pKa is as high as 50.45 This indicates that using
an extremely weak organic acid can lower the H chemical potential
below that in a saturated LiOH solution such that even the high-
energy Li ions at octahedral sites of garnets can be protected from
being exchanged.

Our results show that, in contrast to garnets, NASICON-type Li-
ion conductors are expected to be much more resistant to proton
exchange, as they have either mildly negative or positive LHX energy.
We attribute this to several factors. While an absolute site energy for
Li cannot easily be defined in materials, we believe that, in general, Li
is more strongly bound in the NASICONs. This is supported by the
higher extraction voltage observed in phosphate NASICONs than in
simple oxides when the same redox couple is considered.46

Furthermore, unlike garnets, NASICONs have no face-sharing Li−
Li pairs, which increases the energy of Li.47,48 The proton binding
energy almost certainly also contributes to the different LHX
energetics between garnets and NASICONs. The covalent O−H

bond with oxygen is strongly influenced by the other ions that
covalently interact with that oxygen, which has been referred to as the
inductive effect in the battery literature.49,50 In phosphate-based
NASICONs, oxygen is strongly covalently bonded to the center P
cation, leaving little covalency to make the O−H bond, resulting in
weaker O−H bonds. This is unlike the chemistry of garnets, in which
the oxygen ions mostly interact electrostatically with the other cations.
Nonetheless, while proton exchange may not be a problem for
phosphate NASICONs, dissolution of (PO )4

3 is known to be a
potential degradation mechanism when in contact with an alkaline
solution.41,51

Our findings on lithium NASICONs also shed light on why sodium
NASICONs, such as Na3Zr2Si2PO12, are generally more susceptible to
proton exchange, especially at low pH conditions.52,53 Their higher
water instability may stem from the higher alkali metal ion content in
sodium NASICONs (>3 Na per f.u.) than in the Li-stuffed
NASICONs (1−2 Li per f.u.), which can potentially raise the average
Na energy more significantly. Also, the inductive effect from (SiO4)4−

is weaker than (PO4)3− due to the lower electronegativity of Si
compared to P, reducing the Na extraction voltage and enhancing
covalent bonding between protons and silicate groups.54 These
comparisons point out how subtle differences in crystal frameworks or
compositions can strongly influence the water stability of oxide
conductors.

Our calculation also shows that the H site energy varies to a certain
degree within each polyhedron, depending on the oxygen to which
the proton bonds (see Figure S5 in the Supporting Information).
Although the minimum H site energy in a given polyhedron, which
sets the driving force for proton exchange, does not vary much with
cation chemistry or total Li content as indicated by the results shown
in Figure 3, the data in Figure S5 show that the H site energy can vary
by up to 0.7 and 0.5 eV for garnet and NASICON, respectively. The
variation in H site energy suggests that a proton must overcome
energy differences between neighboring O−H bonds, in addition to
O−H bond breaking energy, when it diffuses within these oxide
conductors. This may partially account for the slow proton diffusion
kinetics observed experimentally in protonated garnets (see Figure S1
in the Supporting Information). It further implies that when Li ions in
the surface region of a garnet are exchanged with protons, the
protonated surface layer may become ionically insulating (for both Li
ions and protons). While this surface passivation layer may limit
further protonation deep within the bulk, it inevitably increases the
interfacial resistance and thus negatively impacts battery perform-
ance.7,14,20

Our results indicate that the potential trade-off between optimizing
conductivity and water stability depends on the nature of the
conductivity-enhancing mechanism.17,24,55 Given our findings, we
expect that most simple oxides that derive their high conductivity
from “Li-stuffing” will be susceptible to proton exchange in moisture-
containing environments. While Li-stuffing can lower the ionic
hopping barrier and thereby increase conductivity with little impact
on the overall thermodynamic stability of bulk materials,55 our study
shows that the increase in the site energy upon Li stuffing can be
detrimental when topotactic ionic exchange reactions come into play.
These opposing effects call for greater caution in material design,
emphasizing the need to balance improved functionality with long-
term chemical stability.

In this light, conductors that rely on other mechanisms, such as the
corner-sharing concept,56 do not require a large Li content for high
conductivity and may therefore be less water sensitive. The high-
entropy effect identified in a variety of structures and chemistries17 is
another example for increasing conductivity without increasing Li
content, thereby achieving both high conductivity and water stability.
In a previous computational high-throughput screening work, some
potential superionic oxide Li-ion conductors that possess similar
structural characteristics as garnets or NASICONs were identified.24

Based on our current study, we expect those NASICON-like
conductors to exhibit higher water stability than the garnet-like
conductors due to the more homogeneous distribution of Li ions
within the diffusion channel that avoids the strong Li−Li interaction.
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In summary, we conducted computations combining DFT with a
machine-learning interatomic potential model (CHGNet) to
investigate the driving force for the Li+/H+ exchange reaction in
garnets and NASICONs. We find that Li-stuffed oxides generally
exhibit a strong driving force for proton exchange, originating from
their high Li chemical potential. In contrast, materials such as
NASICONs, which do not possess the face-sharing Li−Li
configurations that raise the Li chemical potential and have weaker
O−H covalency due to the polyanion-based crystal framework, are
predicted to be much less sensitive to proton exchange in humid
environments. These findings highlight a fundamental trade-off in the
Li-stuffing strategy, where improved Li-ion conductivity may come at
the expense of water stability. This work underscores the importance
of taking material stability into consideration rather than focusing
solely on optimizing ionic conductivity when designing battery
materials for practical applications.

■ ASSOCIATED CONTENT
*sı Supporting Information

The Supporting Information is available free of charge at
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsenergylett.5c02980.

Density functional theory methods, previously reported
Li-ion conductivities of various garnet compositions, Li/
H site energies in Li-stuffed and unstuffed garnet and
NASICON structures, Li and H site energies in cubic
garnet frameworks, H site energies in a perturbed host
structure of La3Te2O12, Li−Li face-sharing energy,
distribution of H site energy in Li-stuffed Garnet and
NASICON, energy and site occupancy of Li-stuffed
Garnets and Li2TiIn(PO4)3, enumeration of Li/H/
vacancy configurations, CHGNet model fine-tuning, Li
and H chemical potentials in humid air, density of states,
synthesis and immersion experiments of garnet materials
in solutions, time evolution of solution pH during the
immersion of garnet compounds, calibrations for ICP-
MS measurements (PDF)

■ AUTHOR INFORMATION
Corresponding Author

Gerbrand Ceder − Materials Sciences Division, Lawrence
Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, California 94720,
United States; Department of Materials Science and
Engineering, University of California, Berkeley, California
94720, United States; orcid.org/0000-0001-9275-3605;
Email: gceder@berkeley.edu

Authors

Zhuohan Li − Materials Sciences Division, Lawrence Berkeley
National Laboratory, Berkeley, California 94720, United
States; orcid.org/0000-0001-5372-9450

Benjamin X. Lam − Department of Materials Science and
Engineering, University of California, Berkeley, California
94720, United States

Shilong Wang − Department of Materials Science and
Engineering, University of California, Berkeley, California
94720, United States; orcid.org/0009-0004-8504-5802

Complete contact information is available at:
https://pubs.acs.org/10.1021/acsenergylett.5c02980

Author Contributions

Z.L. conducted the computational work. B.X.L. conducted the
experiments. S.W. helped analyze experimental data. The

manuscript was written by Z.L. and revised by B.X.L., S.W.,
and G.C. The work was supervised by G.C.
Notes

The authors declare no competing financial interest.

■ ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
This work was supported by the Samsung Advanced Institute
of Technology (SAIT). The computational analysis was
performed using computational resources sponsored by the
Department of Energy’s Office of Energy Efficiency and
Renewable Energy located at the National Renewable Energy
Laboratory (NREL). Computational resources were also
provided by the Advanced Cyberinfrastructure Coordination
Ecosystem: Services & Support (ACCESS) program, which is
supported by National Science Foundation grants #2138259,
#2138286, #2138307, #2137603, and #2138296.

■ REFERENCES
(1) Ye, R.; Ihrig, M.; Imanishi, N.; Finsterbusch, M.; Figgemeier, E.

A Review on Li+/H+ Exchange in Garnet Solid Electrolytes: From
Instability against Humidity to Sustainable Processing in Water.
ChemSusChem 2021, 14, 4397−4407.
(2) Ishii, A.; Kume, D.; Nakayasu, S.; Oikawa, I.; Matsumoto, H.;

Kato, H.; Takamura, H. Proton conductivity of Li+−H+ exchanged
Li7La3Zr2O12 dense membranes prepared by molten long-chain
saturated fatty acids. Materials Advances 2024, 5, 1531−1539.
(3) Vema, S.; Sayed, F. N.; Nagendran, S.; Karagoz, B.; Sternemann,

C.; Paulus, M.; Held, G.; Grey, C. P. Understanding the Surface
Regeneration and Reactivity of Garnet Solid-State Electrolytes. ACS
Energy Letters 2023, 8, 3476−3484.
(4) Zhou, J.; Zhang, H.; Zhang, L.; Liu, Z. Dynamical evolution of

CO 2 and H 2 O on garnet electrolyte elucidated by ambient pressure
X-ray spectroscopies. Nat. Commun. 2024, 15, 2777.
(5) Li, Y.; Prabhu, A. M.; Choksi, T. S.; Canepa, P. H 2 O and CO 2

surface contamination of the lithium garnet Li 7 La 3 Zr 2 O 12 solid
electrolyte. Journal of Materials Chemistry A 2022, 10, 4960−4973.
(6) Cheng, L.; et al. The origin of high electrolyte-electrode

interfacial resistances in lithium cells containing garnet type solid
electrolytes. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2014, 16, 18294−18300.
(7) Wang, S.; Barks, E.; Lin, P.-T.; Xu, X.; Melamed, C.; McConohy,

G.; Nemsak, S.; Chueh, W. C. Effect of H+ Exchange and Surface
Impurities on Bulk and Interfacial Electrochemistry of Garnet Solid
Electrolytes. Chem. Mater. 2024, 36, 6849−6864.
(8) Nyman, M.; Alam, T. M.; McIntyre, S. K.; Bleier, G. C.;

Ingersoll, D. Alternative approach to increasing Li mobility in Li-La-
Nb/Ta garnet electrolytes. Chem. Mater. 2010, 22, 5401−5410.
(9) Truong, L.; Thangadurai, V. Soft-chemistry of garnet-type Li5+

xBaxLa 3-xNb2O12 (x = 0, 0.5, 1): Reversible H + ↔ Li+ ion-
exchange reaction and their X-ray, 7Li MAS NMR, IR, and AC
impedance spectroscopy characterization. Chem. Mater. 2011, 23,
3970−3977.
(10) Gam, F.; Galven, C.; Bulou, A.; Le Berre, F.; Crosnier-Lopez,

M. P. Reinvestigation of the total Li+/H+ ion exchange on the garnet-
type Li5La3Nb2O12. Inorg. Chem. 2014, 53, 931−934.
(11) Cheng, L.; Liu, M.; Mehta, A.; Xin, H.; Lin, F.; Persson, K.;

Chen, G.; Crumlin, E. J.; Doeff, M. Garnet Electrolyte Surface
Degradation and Recovery. ACS Applied Energy Materials 2018, 1,
7244−7252.
(12) Cheng, M.; Rangasamy, E.; Liang, C.; Sakamoto, J.; More, K.

L.; Chi, M. Excellent stability of a lithium-ion-conducting solid
electrolyte upon reversible LI+/H+ exchange in aqueous solutions.
Angewandte Chemie - International Edition 2015, 54, 129−133.
(13) Li, Y.; Han, J. T.; Vogel, S. C.; Wang, C. A. The reaction of

Li6.5La3Zr1.5Ta0.5O12 with water. Solid State Ionics 2015, 269, 57−
61.

ACS Energy Letters http://pubs.acs.org/journal/aelccp Letter

https://doi.org/10.1021/acsenergylett.5c02980
ACS Energy Lett. XXXX, XXX, XXX−XXX

I

https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsenergylett.5c02980?goto=supporting-info
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsenergylett.5c02980/suppl_file/nz5c02980_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Gerbrand+Ceder"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9275-3605
mailto:gceder@berkeley.edu
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Zhuohan+Li"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5372-9450
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Benjamin+X.+Lam"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Shilong+Wang"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0009-0004-8504-5802
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsenergylett.5c02980?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1002/cssc.202101178
https://doi.org/10.1002/cssc.202101178
https://doi.org/10.1039/D3MA00901G
https://doi.org/10.1039/D3MA00901G
https://doi.org/10.1039/D3MA00901G
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsenergylett.3c01042?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsenergylett.3c01042?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-024-47071-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-024-47071-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-024-47071-4
https://doi.org/10.1039/D1TA10228A
https://doi.org/10.1039/D1TA10228A
https://doi.org/10.1039/D1TA10228A
https://doi.org/10.1039/C4CP02921F
https://doi.org/10.1039/C4CP02921F
https://doi.org/10.1039/C4CP02921F
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemmater.4c00738?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemmater.4c00738?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemmater.4c00738?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/cm101438x?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/cm101438x?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/cm2015127?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/cm2015127?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/cm2015127?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/cm2015127?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ic402326b?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ic402326b?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsaem.8b01723?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsaem.8b01723?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201408124
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201408124
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssi.2014.11.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssi.2014.11.010
http://pubs.acs.org/journal/aelccp?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsenergylett.5c02980?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as


(14) Hiebl, C.; Young, D.; Wagner, R.; Wilkening, H. M.;
Redhammer, G. J.; Rettenwander, D. Proton Bulk Diffusion in
Cubic Li 7 La 3 Zr 2 O 12 Garnets as Probed by Single X-ray
Diffraction. J. Phys. Chem. C 2019, 123, 1094−1098.
(15) Nyman, M.; Alam, T. M.; McIntyre, S. K.; Bleier, G. C.;

Ingersoll, D. Alternative approach to increasing Li mobility in Li-La-
Nb/Ta garnet electrolytes. Chem. Mater. 2010, 22, 5401−5410.
(16) Redhammer, G. J.; Badami, P.; Meven, M.; Berendts, S.;

Tippelt, G.; Rettenwander, D. Wet-Environment-Induced Structural
Alterations in Single- and Polycrystalline LLZTO Solid Electrolytes
Studied by Di ff raction Techniques. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2021,
13, 350−359.
(17) Zeng, A. Y.; Ouyang, B.; Liu, J.; Byeon, Y.-w.; Cai, Z.; Lincoln,

J.; et al. High-entropy mechanism to boost ionic conductivity. Science
2022, 1324, 1320−1324.
(18) Gombotz, M.; Hiebl, C.; Stainer, F.; Wilkening, H. M. R. Solids

with Two Mobile Ions: Proton H+ Self-Diffusion in Li−H Exchanged
Garnet-Type Li6La3ZrTaO7 as Seen by Solid-State 1H NMR
Relaxation. J. Phys. Chem. C 2023, 127, 10960−10967.
(19) Sharafi, A.; Yu, S.; Naguib, M.; Lee, M.; Ma, C.; Meyer, H. M.;

Nanda, J.; Chi, M.; Siegel, D. J.; Sakamoto, J. Impact of air exposure
and surface chemistry on Li-Li7La3Zr2O12 interfacial resistance.
Journal of Materials Chemistry A 2017, 5, 13475−13487.
(20) Brugge, R. H.; Hekselman, A. K.; Cavallaro, A.; Pesci, F. M.;

Chater, R. J.; Kilner, J. A.; Aguadero, A. Garnet Electrolytes for Solid
State Batteries: Visualization of Moisture-Induced Chemical Degra-
dation and Revealing Its Impact on the Li-Ion Dynamics. Chem.
Mater. 2018, 30, 3704−3713.
(21) Safanama, D.; Adams, S. High efficiency aqueous and hybrid

lithium-air batteries enabled by Li1.5Al0.5Ge1.5(PO4)3 ceramic
anode-protecting membranes. J. Power Sources 2017, 340, 294−301.
(22) Ding, F.; Xu, W.; Shao, Y.; Chen, X.; Wang, Z.; Gao, F.; Liu, X.;

Zhang, J. G. H + diffusion and electrochemical stability of Li 1+x+yAl
xTi 2-xSi yP 3-yO 12 glass in aqueous Li/air battery electrolytes. J.
Power Sources 2012, 214, 292−297.
(23) Thangadurai, V.; Narayanan, S.; Pinzaru, D. Garnet-type solid-

state fast Li ion conductors for Li batteries: critical review. Chem. Soc.
Rev. 2014, 43, 4714−4727.
(24) Xiao, Y.; Jun, K. J.; Wang, Y.; Miara, L. J.; Tu, Q.; Ceder, G.

Lithium Oxide Superionic Conductors Inspired by Garnet and
NASICON Structures. Adv. Energy Mater. 2021, 11. DOI: 10.1002/
aenm.202101437
(25) He, X.; Zhu, Y.; Mo, Y. Origin of fast ion diffusion in super-

ionic conductors. Nat. Commun. 2017, 8, 1−7.
(26) Kitchaev, D. A.; Dacek, S. T.; Sun, W.; Ceder, G.

Thermodynamics of Phase Selection in MnO 2 Framework Structures
through Alkali Intercalation and Hydration. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2017,
139, 2672−2681.
(27) Larraz, G.; Orera, A.; Sanz, J.; Sobrados, I.; Diez-Gómez, V.;

Sanjuán, M. L. NMR study of Li distribution in Li7-xHxLa3Zr2O12
garnets. Journal of Materials Chemistry A 2015, 3, 5683−5691.
(28) Ren, Y.; Zuo, X. Synchrotron X-Ray and Neutron Diffraction,

Total Scattering, and Small-Angle Scattering Techniques for
Rechargeable Battery Research. Small Methods 2018, 2.
DOI: 10.1002/smtd.201800064
(29) Wang, H.; Ning, D.; Wang, L.; Li, H.; Li, Q.; Ge, M.; Zou, J.;

Chen, S.; Shao, H.; Lai, Y.; Zhang, Y.; Xing, G.; Pang, W. K.; Tang, Y.
In Operando Neutron Scattering Multiple-Scale Studies of Lithium-
Ion Batteries. Small 2022, 18, 1−22.
(30) Arbi, K.; Hoelzel, M.; Kuhn, A.; Garc, F.; Sanz, J. Structural

Factors That Enhance Lithium Mobility in Fast-Ion Li 1+ conductors.
Inorg. Chem. 2013, 52, 9290−9296.
(31) Arbi, K.; Hoelzel, M.; Kuhn, A.; García-Alvarado, F.; Sanz, J.

Local structure and lithium mobility in intercalated Li3AlxTi2-
x(PO4)3 NASICON type materials: A combined neutron diffraction
and NMR study. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2014, 16, 18397−18405.
(32) Lang, B.; Ziebarth, B.; Elsässer, C. Lithium Ion Conduction in

LiTi2(PO4)3 and Related Compounds Based on the NASICON

Structure: A First-Principles Study. Chem. Mater. 2015, 27, 5040−
5048.
(33) Rossbach, A.; Tietz, F.; Grieshammer, S. Structural and

transport properties of lithium-conducting NASICON materials. J.
Power Sources 2018, 391, 1−9.
(34) Persson, K. A.; Waldwick, B.; Lazic, P.; Ceder, G. Prediction of

solid-aqueous equilibria: Scheme to combine first-principles calcu-
lations of solids with experimental aqueous states. Phys. Rev. B 2012,
85, 235438.
(35) Sun, W.; Kitchaev, D. A.; Kramer, D.; Ceder, G. Non-

equilibrium crystallization pathways of manganese oxides in aqueous
solution. Nat. Commun. 2019, 10, 573.
(36) Deng, B.; Zhong, P.; Jun, K.; Riebesell, J.; Han, K.; Bartel, C. J.;

Ceder, G. CHGNet: Pretrained universal neural network potential for
charge-informed atomistic modeling. Nature Machine Intelligence
2023, 5, 1031−1041.
(37) Jain, A.; Ong, S. P.; Hautier, G.; Chen, W.; Richards, W. D.;

Dacek, S.; Cholia, S.; Gunter, D.; Skinner, D.; Ceder, G.; Persson, K.
A. Commentary: The materials project: A materials genome approach
to accelerating materials innovation. APL Materials 2013, 1.
DOI: 10.1063/1.4812323
(38) Horton, M. K.; et al. Accelerated data-driven materials science

with the Materials Project. Nat. Mater. 2025, 24, 1522−1532.
(39) Sugantha, M.; Varadaraju, U. V. Ionic conductivity of Li+ ion

conductors Li2M3+M4+P3O12. Solid State Ionics 1997, 95, 201−205.
(40) Hamdoune, S.; Tran Qui, D.; Schouler, E. J. Ionic conductivity

and crystal structure of Li1+xTi2-xInxP3O12. Solid State Ionics 1986,
18−19, 587−591.
(41) Lam, B. X.; Li, Z.; Mishra, T. P.; Ceder, G. Degradation

Mechanism of Phosphate-Based Li-NASICON Conductors in
Alkaline Environment. Adv. Energy Mater. 2025, 50, 2403596.
(42) Monnin, C.; Dubois, M. Thermodynamics of the LiOH + H2O

system. J. Chem. Eng. Data 2005, 50, 1109−1113.
(43) Yow, Z. F.; Oh, Y. L.; Gu, W.; Rao, R. P.; Adams, S. Effect of Li

+/H+ exchange in water treated Ta-doped Li7La3Zr2O12. Solid State
Ionics 2016, 292, 122−129.
(44) Xu, P. et al. Proton-exchange induced reactivity in layered

oxides for lithium-ion batteries. Nat. Commun. 2024, 15.
DOI: 10.1038/s41467-024-53731-2
(45) Grissa, R.; Payandeh, S.; Heinz, M.; Battaglia, C. Impact of

Protonation on the Electrochemical Performance of Li7La3Zr2O12-
Garnets. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2021, 13, 14700−14709.
(46) Hautier, G.; Jain, A.; Ong, S. P.; Kang, B.; Moore, C.; Doe, R.;

Ceder, G. Phosphates as lithium-ion battery cathodes: An evaluation
based on high-throughput ab initio calculations. Chem. Mater. 2011,
23, 3495−3508.
(47) Chen, T.; Yang, J.; Barroso-Luque, L.; Ceder, G. Removing the

Two-Phase Transition in Spinel LiMn2O4 through Cation Disorder.
ACS Energy Letters 2023, 8, 314−319.
(48) Zhang, W.; Seo, D. H.; Chen, T.; Wu, L.; Topsakal, M.; Zhu,

Y.; Lu, D.; Ceder, G.; Wang, F. Kinetic pathways of ionic transport in
fast-charging lithium titanate. Science 2020, 367, 1030−1034.
(49) Manthiram, A.; Goodenough, J. B. Lithium insertion into

Fe2(SO4)3 frameworks. J. Power Sources 1989, 26, 403−408.
(50) Seo, D. H.; Lee, J.; Urban, A.; Malik, R.; Kang, S.; Ceder, G.

The structural and chemical origin of the oxygen redox activity in
layered and cation-disordered Li-excess cathode materials. Nat. Chem.
2016, 8, 692−697.
(51) Mishra, T. P.; Li, Z.; Shen, M. Investigating the Degradation of

LATP Solid Electrolyte in High Alkaline Li-O2 Batteries.
arXiv:2508.08654 (cond-mat.mtrl-sci)2025−08−12, DOI: 10.48550/
arXiv.2508.08654
(52) Hou, M.; Qu, T.; Zhang, Q.; Yaochun, Y.; Dai, Y.; Liang, F.;

et al. Investigation of the stability of NASICON-type solid electrolyte
in neutral-alkaline aqueous solutions. Corros. Sci. 2020, 177, 109012.
(53) Bruce, P. G.; Miln, G. Sodium intercalation into the defect

garnets Fe2(MoO4)3 and Fe2(WO4)3. J. Solid State Chem. 1990, 89,
162−166.

ACS Energy Letters http://pubs.acs.org/journal/aelccp Letter

https://doi.org/10.1021/acsenergylett.5c02980
ACS Energy Lett. XXXX, XXX, XXX−XXX

J

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.8b10694?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.8b10694?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.8b10694?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/cm101438x?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/cm101438x?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.0c16016?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.0c16016?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.0c16016?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abq1346
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.3c02330?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.3c02330?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.3c02330?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.3c02330?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7TA03162A
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7TA03162A
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemmater.8b00486?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemmater.8b00486?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemmater.8b00486?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2016.11.076
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2016.11.076
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2016.11.076
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2012.04.058
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2012.04.058
https://doi.org/10.1039/c4cs00020j
https://doi.org/10.1039/c4cs00020j
https://doi.org/10.1002/aenm.202101437
https://doi.org/10.1002/aenm.202101437
https://doi.org/10.1002/aenm.202101437?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1002/aenm.202101437?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms15893
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms15893
https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.6b11301?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.6b11301?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1039/C4TA04570J
https://doi.org/10.1039/C4TA04570J
https://doi.org/10.1002/smtd.201800064
https://doi.org/10.1002/smtd.201800064
https://doi.org/10.1002/smtd.201800064
https://doi.org/10.1002/smtd.201800064?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1002/smll.202107491
https://doi.org/10.1002/smll.202107491
https://doi.org/10.1021/ic400577v?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ic400577v?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1039/C4CP02938K
https://doi.org/10.1039/C4CP02938K
https://doi.org/10.1039/C4CP02938K
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemmater.5b01582?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemmater.5b01582?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemmater.5b01582?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2018.04.059
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2018.04.059
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.235438
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.235438
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.235438
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-08494-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-08494-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-08494-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42256-023-00716-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42256-023-00716-3
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4812323
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4812323
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4812323?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41563-025-02272-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41563-025-02272-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0167-2738(96)00565-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0167-2738(96)00565-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-2738(86)90183-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-2738(86)90183-9
https://doi.org/10.1002/aenm.202403596
https://doi.org/10.1002/aenm.202403596
https://doi.org/10.1002/aenm.202403596
https://doi.org/10.1021/je0495482?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/je0495482?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssi.2016.05.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssi.2016.05.016
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-024-53731-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-024-53731-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-024-53731-2?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.0c23144?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.0c23144?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.0c23144?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/cm200949v?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/cm200949v?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsenergylett.2c02141?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsenergylett.2c02141?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aax3520
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aax3520
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-7753(89)80153-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-7753(89)80153-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/nchem.2524
https://doi.org/10.1038/nchem.2524
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2508.08654
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2508.08654
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2508.08654?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2508.08654?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.corsci.2020.109012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.corsci.2020.109012
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-4596(90)90307-J
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-4596(90)90307-J
http://pubs.acs.org/journal/aelccp?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsenergylett.5c02980?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as


(54) Masquelier, C.; Croguennec, L. Polyanionic (Phosphates,
Silicates, Sulfates) Frameworks as Electrode Materials for Recharge-
able Li (or Na) Batteries. Chem. Rev. 2013, 113, 6552−6591.
(55) Jun, K. J.; Chen, Y.; Wei, G.; Yang, X.; Ceder, G. Diffusion

mechanisms of fast lithium-ion conductors. Nature Reviews Materials
2024, 9, 887−905.
(56) Jun, K. J.; Sun, Y.; Xiao, Y.; Zeng, Y.; Kim, R.; Kim, H.; Miara,

L. J.; Im, D.; Wang, Y.; Ceder, G. Lithium superionic conductors with
corner-sharing frameworks. Nat. Mater. 2022, 21, 924−931.

ACS Energy Letters http://pubs.acs.org/journal/aelccp Letter

https://doi.org/10.1021/acsenergylett.5c02980
ACS Energy Lett. XXXX, XXX, XXX−XXX

K

https://doi.org/10.1021/cr3001862?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr3001862?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr3001862?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41578-024-00715-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41578-024-00715-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41563-022-01222-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41563-022-01222-4
http://pubs.acs.org/journal/aelccp?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsenergylett.5c02980?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as

