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In this study the apparent activation energy of pure andmulticomponent transitionmetal oxalate coprecipitation
reactions were experimentallymeasured via time dependent extinction of light passing through the reaction so-
lution. These measurements provide a quantitative descriptor of the influence of the relative transition metal
composition on the nucleation and growth processes of the precipitates. The resulting crystal structures of the
synthesized precursors were also determined and put into the context of themeasured coprecipitation apparent
activation energies, revealing that the apparent activation energymay indicate impurity or secondary phase for-
mation before it was detectable with X-ray diffraction. This paper is the first report of using apparent activation
energies to investigate battery precursor coprecipitation reactions, and these methods should be extendable to
chemistry for coprecipitation of many multicomponent transition metal particles which have applications in
multiple fields including energy storage materials.
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1. Introduction

Lithium-ion (Li-ion) batteries are a major technology for consumer
electronics and one of the few options for energy storage in transporta-
tion applications due to the high energy and power densities that can
be achieved [1,2]. While many components and physical properties
have an important role in the electrochemical charge and discharge pro-
cesses, the intrinsic properties of the cathode activematerials are among
the most important that define the limits of the performance metrics
of the battery which include electrochemical capacity, rate capability,
cycling stability, and cost [3–5]. Extensive research has reported the op-
timization of cathode activematerials through various strategies includ-
ing metal ion substitution, surface coating, and particle morphology
control to improve the electrochemical properties of the resulting batte-
ries [6–12]. While there are many routes to improve cathode material
performance and there are many cathode materials to choose from,
high levels of control over the compositionandphaseof thefinal cathode
material are always needed to produce high performance and reproduc-
ible battery activematerials regardless of the cathode chemistry.

Coprecipitation is a popularmethod reported in the literature to pro-
duce transitionmetal (TM) precursors which are subsequently lithiated
and calcined to produce Li-ion battery active materials [13–20]. The
method is straightforward to scale up to larger volumematerial produc-
tion and is amenable to both batch and continuous systems [14,21,22].
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Even though precipitation synthesis procedures are often straightfor-
ward, careful control over the solution chemistry can result in complex
compositions and morphologies such as compositional core-shell parti-
cles [23–26], particles with gradients from core to surface in their con-
centration [27–29], and a diversity of shapes including spheres, rods,
plates, and dumbbells [11,14,30–32]. While precipitation is a robust
and scalable route to synthesize battery active material precursors and
complex compositions and morphologies are possible, methods are
needed to characterize the precipitation process to improve rational
and predictive control of these materials. For example, previous work
has demonstrated that in some cases the TM precursors (and subse-
quently the TM oxide final active materials) had compositions that sig-
nificantly deviated from feed stoichiometry to the synthesis process,
resulting in deleterious effects on the electrochemical performance of
the final active material [14,33]. In-situ tracking of the concentrations
of the TMs in the solid and liquid phase in the reactorwas demonstrated
as onemethod to characterize the precipitation process and understand
the origins of compositional deviations [14]. Subsequent follow up re-
ports demonstrated that combining the in-situ concentration informa-
tion during synthesis with in-situ tracking of the evolution of the
particle size distribution yields further insights into the rate of precipita-
tion of the precursors and the different nucleation and growth regimes
the particles can experience as a function of TM composition in the feed
[34]. These previous reports were focused on compositional deviations
of the TM precursors, but producing pure and/or controllable crystal
phases of the precursor is also important to synthesizing high perfor-
mance electrode materials. In particular, phase pure particles are often
needed to rationally guide particle morphology [11], and if the particles
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Fig. 1. a) Extinction at 480 nm measured using UV-Vis on the coprecipitation reaction
solution as a function of time. Regions I, II, and III are discussed in the text and the
general profile was representative for all solution compositions investigated. b) Example
of plot used to extract the apparent activation energy from the induction time measured
as a function of temperature assuming Arrhenius behavior. For both a) and b) all
precipitations were conducted with 15 mM total TM in the initial solution and a 3:1 Mn:
Ni ratio. The temperature for a) was 50 °C.
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are not phase-pure the appropriate amount of lithium salt to add before
calcination can be challenging to determine [29].

In this manuscript, a method will be demonstrated to probe the ap-
parent activation energy during the coprecipitation of TM battery pre-
cursors. It is noted here that the activation energies calculated from
the experimental method in this study result from a combination of
physical and chemical processes includingmass transfer, chemical reac-
tion, nucleation formation and initial growth and thus the energies are
referred to as apparent activation energies. To our knowledge, this
method has never been applied to investigate battery precursor parti-
cles, nor to the TM oxalates that will be the focus of this study. The
method was based on similar analysis applied to the formation of vana-
dium oxide precipitates – although in contrast to the present report the
vanadium precipitates contained a single TM and were presumably all
of the same composition and crystal structure [35]. The precipitation
of metal oxalate was chosen as the exemplar system because TM oxa-
lates have previously been reported as precursors for the synthesis of
high performance battery materials [14,36,37]. In addition, oxalate
forms phase pure dihydrate precursors across a variety of TMs used
for Li-ion battery cathodes, including Co, Mn, and Ni. In this study, Mn
oxalate, Ni oxalate, and blends ofMn andNi oxalate of varyingMn:Ni ra-
tios were investigated. Such precursors can be lithiated and calcined to
different final active materials depending on their Mn:Ni ratio, for ex-
ample LiMn0.5Ni0.5O2 for Mn:Ni 1:1 or LiMn1.5Ni0.5O4 for Mn:Ni 3:1
[38,39]. This report will first present the apparent activation energies
of Mn and Ni oxalate coprecipitations at different Mn:Ni feed composi-
tions. Then, the sensitivity of the crystal structure of the produced pre-
cipitates, determined from refinement of powder X-ray diffraction
patterns, to the Mn:Ni composition will be reported in the context of
the apparent activation energy results. The results presented suggest
that the apparent activation energy reflects the composition-
dependent structure of the precipitate particles that form in the reaction
solution. It is expected that this analysis would be valuable for any bat-
tery precursor system where multiple structural phases are present,
which is the case for not only TM oxalate precipitation but also for
other TM precursor systems such as TM carbonate and hydroxide [29].

2. Material and methods

2.1. Measurement of coprecipitation induction time

Coprecipitation of TMoxalate particles was conducted bymixing so-
lutions of dissolved TM sulfate with dissolved sodium oxalate. Labora-
tory grade MnSO4·H2O, NiSO4·6H2O, and Na2C2O4 (all from Fisher)
were used for the coprecipitation reaction. 50mL of 15mMTM solution
with varying Mn:Ni ratios and 50 mL of 15 mM oxalate solution were
prepared separately by dissolving TM salts and oxalate salt. The solu-
tions were heated to the desired target temperature (50, 55, 60, and
65 °C for each Mn:Ni concentration investigated) and then mixed to-
gether all at once by pouring the TM solution into the oxalate solution.
The mixed solution was homogeneously mixed with a stir bar rotating
at 300 rpm for 10 s and then a small portion of the solution was poured
into a 3 mL sample cuvette. The cuvette was then quickly put into an
ultraviolet-visible (UV-Vis) spectrometer (PerkinElmer Lambda 35)
and the transmitted intensity of light at a wavelength of 480 nm that
reached the detector after passing through cuvette was collected
every 10 s. The experiment was concluded when the measured extinc-
tion of transmitted light decreased after reaching a plateau, which oc-
curred after 500 to 1000 s depending on the solution temperature and
feed composition. The wavelength of 480 nm was chosen for analysis
because at this wavelength solutions of dissolved Ni and Mn salts both
had negligible extinction. It was thus assumed that any increases in ex-
tinction resulted from light being scattered by the resulting solid parti-
cles that nucleate and grow during the coprecipitation process.
Throughout the UV–Vis measurements, the cuvette was in a
temperature-controlled cuvette holder (PerkinElmer PTP-1 Peltier
System) which maintained the solution temperature at the target
temperature for the duration of each coprecipitation experiment. The
fast transfer of the coprecipitation solution from the heated and
temperature-controlled batch reactor to the temperature-controlled
cuvette holder was assumed to maintain the solution temperature
throughout the duration of the experiment. Although coprecipitation
of battery precursors is typically performed with stirring [6–8,
11,14–30], the analysis in this study focused on the nucleation and
growth processes during coprecipitation in an unmixed cuvette – with
the mixing in the batch reactor assumed to provide an initial homoge-
neousmixing of solution species. Detailed stirring conditions and geom-
etry impact the nucleation and growth and resulting morphology of
precursor particles, and because this study focused on the impact of so-
lution composition on nucleation and growth an analysis of different
stirring conditions was not conducted.

An example of themeasured extinction as a function of reaction time
is shown inFig. 1a. It canbe seen that theextinctionwas lowat thebegin-
ning of the reaction because the particles that scatter the light have not
yet had significant nucleation. As the time elapsed, the extinction slowly
increased and then transitioned to a region where it increased linearly
with time. After this linear increase the extinctionwould reach amaxi-
mumand then slowly start to decrease. The general profile of the extinc-
tion as a function of timewas the same for all TM ratios synthesized, and
thus the processwas considered in the context of three different regions
separated by dashed lines in Fig. 1a. Region I was the inert period when
the reactant species havemixed but particle nucleation has not reached
a significant extent and thus the curve was almost horizontal. Region II
was the transition period when the nuclei have stabilized and started



Fig. 2. Apparent activation energies of the coprecipitation reactions with differing feed
Mn:Ni ratios. Error bars represent the standard deviation between the experimental
data and the least squares fit to determine the activation energy.
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to grow. Region IIIwas the period of continuous and fast particle growth.
Both region I and region III of the curve were linear and were fit using
least squares methods, and dashed lines of best fit have been added in
Fig. 1a. The coprecipitation particle growth starting point, or induction
time (τ) was determined by the intersection between the lines of best
fit for the inert region (I) and the growth region (III). This method for
measuringτwasboth a reliable and reproducibleway tomeasure the in-
duction period as opposed to visual observation of the reaction solution
[35].Experimentsmeasuringτwereconductedatmultiple temperatures
andmultiple Mn:Ni ratios, and each specific temperature and solution
compositionwas repeated at aminimum in triplicate to determine aver-
age induction times. As will be described below, these induction times
were used to calculate apparent activation energies.

2.2. Calculation of apparent activation energy

Todetermine the apparent activation energy, the induction timewas
assumed to follow Arrhenius behavior. For each TM solution ratio, the
average induction time was measured at four different temperatures.
Fig. 1b shows an example of how the induction time information was
then used, where plots were generated with ln(τ) on the y-axis and
the inverse of the reaction temperature (in °K) on the x-axis. Assuming
Arrhenius behavior for the induction process, the relationship between
induction time and temperature would be of the form [40]:

ln τð Þ ¼ − ln Að Þ þ E
kBT

ð1Þ

where A is the pre-exponential constant, E is the apparent activation en-
ergy and kB is Boltzmann's constant. The slope of a linear fit of ln(τ) ver-
sus 1/T thus yields E/kB and a value for E, the apparent activation energy
for those solution conditions. Thus, the slope of the line of best fit in
Fig. 1b is equal to E/kB and the apparent activation energy can be deter-
mined from this analysis.

2.3. Materials characterization

For material characterization, larger scale synthesis was conducted
for each Mn:Ni ratio and the precursor particles were filtered, rinsed
with distilled water, and put into an oven (Carbolite) at 80 °C in an air
atmosphere overnight to dry the powder. More detailed description of
the synthesis process can be found in previous publications [14,41].
The process and reaction conditionswere all the sameas used for the in-
duction time measurements except that the total solution volume was
increased to 800 mL and the synthesis was conducted within a 1 L bea-
ker. The crystal structures of the resulting coprecipitated particles were
analyzed by powder X-ray diffraction (XRD) with a PANalytical X'pert
ProMPD using a Cu-Kα radiation source. Fullprof was used to find the
lattice parameters of each sample [42]. Thermal gravimetrical analysis
(TGA, TA Q50) was conducted to measure the temperatures of struc-
tural water loss and oxalate decomposition, which were each deter-
mined by peaks in the plot of the differential mass change as a
function of temperature. All TGA measurements were performed in air
with a heating rate of 10 °C min−1. Scanning electron microscopy
(SEM, FEI Quanta 650) was conducted on particles after complete dry-
ing to a powder and then mounting on SEM stubs.

3. Results and discussion

It was postulated that apparent activation energy of the nucleation
and growth of the coprecipitated particles would provide a quantitative
route to understand the impact of solution composition on the phase of
the resulting particles which form. This idea was based on previous
observations that at the solution conditions used in this study 1) pure
Mn andNi oxalate form different phases, and 2) pureMn andNi oxalate
precipitate at very different rates [14]. Thus, it was expected that
apparent activation energy would provide a quantitative descriptor
that differentiates Ni from Mn precipitation. Given that the pure Mn
and Ni oxalates form different phases, it was expected that they would
have limits to the extent to which they could form a solid solution, and
thus the apparent activation energy might also provide insights into
the solution conditions where a second phase started to precipitate. It
was expected that Arrhenius behavior for the coprecipitation reaction
would be appropriate, as it had been previously applied to other crystal-
lizationprocesses [35,43]. Initial experiments suchas those in Fig. 1balso
revealed good linear relationshipswhen using the linearized formof the
Arrhenius relationshipwith respect to τ (Eq. 1), and aswill be described
in further detail across all reaction conditions the fit was very good.

Theapparentactivationenergiesdeterminedforeachsolutioncompo-
sition are shown in Fig. 2. Error bars represent the standard deviation be-
tween the experimental data and the least squares fit to determine the
activation energy, and somewere quite wide. Large error barsmay have
been due to a number of factors, including local temperature fluctuations
during coprecipitation, surface imperfections of the vial containers, or in-
homogeneity in the localmixingprovidedby the stirring [44–46]. In addi-
tion, crystallization is inherently a stochastic process, and in the relatively
lowconcentration regimewhere this studywasconductedfluctuations in
the timescale for stable nuclei to formwould be expected to decrease the
measurement precision. Under synthesis conditions where more than
one type of nuclei may form, the stochastic distribution of those nuclei
would also increase the measurement error. Finally, crystallization can
be very sensitive to seeding, and thus solid particles/dust in the reaction
solutionoron thecuvette surfacecould impact thenucleationandgrowth
timescale.While someof theprocessesdescribedabovewouldbedifficult
to remove fromthesystem(e.g., stochastic crystallizationprocessandfor-
mationof differentnuclei types) improvements in conditions suchas sur-
rounding particulate concentration in the air may help improve the
measurement precision. The detailed numerical values associated with
these energies can be found in Supplementary Information, Table S1.
The R2 values were almost all larger than 0.9, indicating a good linear fit
of Eq. 1 across the range of Mn feed compositions explored. The smallest
R2 value is 0.85 atMn feed content of 70%while values of other feed com-
positions were all above 0.9 (Table S1).

To facilitate discussion of results, the nomenclature MnXXNiYY will
be used, where the “XX” and “YY” represent the feed solution to the re-
action being XX mol% Mn and YYmol% Ni. Mn100 and Ni100 represent
the pureMn and pureNi coprecipitation. The activation energies of pure
Mn and pure Ni oxalate coprecipitation were determined to be 37.8 ±
13.2 kJmol−1 and 21.4±9.46 kJmol−1, respectively. These quantitative
results, with Mn oxalate having a lower apparent activation energy for
coprecipitation, were in agreement with observations that Mn oxalate
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coprecipitated faster than Ni oxalate under otherwise identical reaction
conditions.

Comparing the activation energies of coprecipitations with Mn feed
molar percentage between 20% and 50% (Fig. 2), therewas a slight trend
of increasing activation energy with increasing Mn in the feed solution,
though the size of the error bars makes concrete assignment of this ef-
fect challenging. It is noted thatwithin this range as theMn feed content
increased the intercept of the Arrhenius fits decreased (data not
shown). The decrease in the intercept reflected a decrease in the pre-
exponential term of the Arrhenius equation (Eq. 1). The decrease of
the pre-exponential constant with increasing relative Mn in the
coprecipitation solution reflected a decrease in the absolute crystalliza-
tion rates. This analysis was consistent with the decrease of the induc-
tion times across all temperatures that the coprecipitation was
performed (Fig. 3). It can be seen in Fig. 3 that there was a significant
drop of induction times from pure Ni coprecipitation to 20 mol% Mn
blend coprecipitation and then a slow decrease of the induction time
as the Mn content was further increased until 70 mol% Mn was used.
A slight local minimum in the induction time measured at all tempera-
tures at 20 mol% Mn may have been due to transformation of the crys-
tallization mechanism from homogeneous to heterogeneous
crystallization [44], due to a seeding effect that the initial and fast
formingmanganese oxalate nuclei acting as the seeds to facilitate faster
nickel precipitation [14]. This seeding effect and subsequent observa-
tion of qualitative reduction in induction timewas previously suggested
and supported by experimental evidence via pure Mn oxalate seed ad-
dition at the initiation of pure Ni oxalate coprecipitation in a previous
study [14,47]. The slight increase of the apparent activation energy
with increasing Mn content in the feeding solutions, while in contrast
to the absolute induction time measurements, may indicate structural
distortion of the precipitate particles as they start to growdue to the dif-
ferent phases of the initial nuclei seeds and the later larger crystals that
form (crystal structure discussed in further detail below) [41]. The high
Mn content seeds may result in a higher barrier for Ni precipitation
which would be reflected by the increasing activation energy, while
the apparent crystallization rates represented via induction time were
decreased due to the compensation by the increase of fast-forming
Mn nuclei which provided more seed surface to facilitate a higher over-
all precipitation rate.

Inspectionof Fig. 2 reveals a significantdropof apparent activationen-
ergywhen theMn content increased to 70% of the feed solution. The acti-
vation energy at 70mol%Mnwas calculated to be 18.7± 18.9 kJ mol−1,
significantly smaller compared to the 37.8 ± 13.2 kJ mol−1, 42.2 ±
2.29 kJ mol−1, and 44.8 ± 14.1 kJ mol−1 of Ni100, Mn25Ni75 and
Mn50Ni50 coprecipitations. It is speculated that this decrease in the
Fig. 3.Measured induction times of the coprecipitation reactionswith different feedMn:Ni
ratios at 50 °C (red circles), 55 °C (blue triangles), 60 °C (pink squares), and 65 °C (green
diamonds). (For interpretation of the references to colour in this figure legend, the reader
is referred to the web version of this article.)
apparent activation energymay have reflected a phase transition in the
formedMnNi oxalate particles. As shown in the XRD patterns of the ob-
tainedMnNi oxalate particles (Fig. 4a), the particles collected from feed
solutionswith 90mol% or higherMn content in the feed solution exhib-
ited the peaks ofMn oxalate, while the particles collected from feed solu-
tionswith less than90mol%Mnhadpeaksconsistentwiththestructureof
Ni oxalate. Previous literature has reported that the orthorhombic β-
MC2O4·2H2O (where M stands for the d-block TM) with space group
P212121 was a thermodynamically preferred andmore stable structure
compared to the α-MC2O4·2H2O with monoclinic space group C2/c
[48–50]. In the coprecipitation conditions in this paper, pure Ni oxalate
formed the β phase and pure Mn oxalate formed the α phase. The Ni
oxalate β phase being the dominant structure across most of the
Fig. 4. a) XRD patterns of the obtained precipitate particles with varying Mn:Ni ratio feed
concentrations. MnXXNiYY indicates the feed was XXmol%Mn and YYmol% Ni. b) Lattice
volumes determined from refining the patterns in a).



Fig. 5. Peaks in differentialmass loss fromTGA on the powders collected from the different
reaction solutions corresponding to oxalate decomposition (black triangles) and structural
water loss (black circles).

Table 1
Lattice parameters determined from Rietveld refinement of the XRD patterns for oxalate precipitates formed with different Mn:Ni ratios in the feed. The differential mass loss peak tem-
peratures from TGA analysis associated with structural water loss and oxalate decomposition are also listed for each feed condition.

Mn in the Feed Solution (mol %) Phase Lattice Parameters Lattice Volume (Å3) Peak in Differential Mass Loss (°C)

a b c β Structural Water Loss Oxalate Decomposition

0 β 11.81 5.33 15.70 494.1 193 316
25 β 11.91 5.44 15.74 509.9 187 304
40 β 11.97 5.49 15.75 517.5 173 299
50 β 11.97 5.52 15.72 519.3 191 298
60 β 11.98 5.52 15.69 518.8 189 290
70 β 12.01 5.55 15.68 522.6 181 283
75 β 12.00 5.57 15.75 526.4 175 280
80 β 12.00 5.58 15.69 525.7 162 284
90 α 12.00 5.63 10.00 128.4 529.6 158 278
100 α 12.08 5.66 10.03 128.6 536.2 117 272
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compositional range (until 90mol%Mn)was consistent with the higher
stability of theβphase dictating the crystal structure of the resulting oxa-
late material powder. Also, the substitution of Mnwould be expected to
distort the crystal structure, whichmay have resulted in a slight increase
in the apparent activation energy as a function of Mnmol% in the feed as
theMnwas increased from0to60mol%(although it isnotedthestandard
deviation in the apparent activation energymeasurementswas relatively
high). The decrease of the activation energy at Mn70Ni30 composition
may have been due to a phase transition of the bulk precipitates formed
early in the coprecipitation fromorthorhombicβ-phase to themonoclinic
α-phase,which is thephaseofMnconcentratedseeds.Thestructural sim-
ilaritybetweentheearly formedMnoxalateseedsandtheparticlessubse-
quently growing on these seeds would have reduced the apparent
activation barrier of the particle nucleation and growth [44]. Previous
studies on calcium carbonate coprecipitation reactions have revealed
that higher similarity between the precipitates and the seeds resulted in
a significant increase in reaction rates [51,52].Although theapparent acti-
vation energy measurements suggested that the precipitate particles
formed may have been α phase at a feed of 70 mol% Mn, the α phase
was not observed in powder XRD until theMn in the feedwas 90mol%.
The higher Mn composition required to observe the α phase in XRD
may be due to the fact that the phase transition only happened locally
and on the early formed precipitates and that gradually themore stable
β phase was the dominant crystal structure that grew during the
coprecipitation. If the amount of a phase was relatively small relative to
the total samplemass, aswell as buriedwithin the cores of theprecipitate
particles, it would not be expected to be detectedwith powder XRD. The
calculated lattice parameters and lattice volumes of the oxalate powders
were obtained using Rietveld refinement and are summarized in
Table 1. The lattice volumes as a function of Mn content in the solution
are also plotted in Fig. 4b. It can be seen that the lattice volume increased
as theMn content increased, consistent withMn2+ having a larger ionic
radius than Ni2+ [14].

As the manganese content was increased to 100% in the solution
(pure Mn coprecipitation), the activation energy was 21.42 ±
9.46 kJ mol−1, similar to that of the phase transition point. It can be
seen from the plot that in each of the two single-phase ranges of the
precipitation reaction, there appeared to be a peak of the activation en-
ergy in themiddle of the composition rangewhile the activation energy
was the lowest for the pure feed solution. This may reflect the distorted
structure of the precipitate due to the existence of multiple TM ions
with different sizes in the structure.

TGA analysis was also conducted with the collected precipitate par-
ticles. All materials had two distinct peaks in differential mass loss. The
first reflected the loss of structural water, which typically occurred at
below 200 °C and has previously been used to indicate the structural
stability of a material [41,53]. Higher structural water loss temperature
implies a more stable structure which holds the structural water more
tightly. The differential mass loss peak associated with structural
water loss as a function of Mn mol% in the feed solution is shown in
Fig. 5, with numerical values provided in Table 1. It can be seen that
the temperature of structural water loss increased with increasing Ni
content (or decreasingMn content) in the solution, and concurrently in-
corporated into the precipitate phase. This observation was in agree-
ment with the higher stability of the β phase which pure Ni oxalate
formed [14]. As Mn content was increased in the feed solution and in
the precipitate structure, the formed precipitate underwent constantly
increasing structural distortion in the single β phase as Mn content in-
creased, reducing the structural stability of the phase and decreasing
the structural water loss temperature. When Mn content reached the
threshold of phase transition to the Mn oxalate phase which formed
the less stable α phase, the drop of structural stability would be ex-
pected to accelerate the decrease in the structural water loss tempera-
ture. This expectation was consistent with the significant decrease in
the structural water loss temperature when 70 mol% Mn was in the
feed (Fig. 5). The increasing sensitivity to the Mn content on the struc-
tural water loss occured at the composition where apparent activation
energy had a dramatic change, indicating that the change in phase of
the precipitates may impact the structural stability of the material
even as the bulk phase observed in XRD does not have a detectable
phase transition. The peak temperature in differential mass loss for ox-
alate decomposition as a function ofMn content in the feed solutionwas
also plotted in Fig. 5 (numerical values in Table 1). The oxalate decom-
position temperature also decreased as more Mnwas added to the par-
ticles, although the decrease appeared to have a similar gradual slope
across the compositional range.

Fig. 6 contains SEMs showing the morphology of particles collected
after coprecipitation under different solution compositions. The Ni100
particles (Fig. 6a) were relatively small and have smooth surfaces, con-
sistent with the slower precipitation for Ni oxalate and the formation of



Fig. 6. SEM images of oxalate particles collected from the feed coprecipitation solutions of a)Ni100, b)Mn10Ni90, c)Mn50Ni50, d)Mn75Ni25, and e)Mn100.MnXXNiYY indicates the feed
was XX mol% Mn and YY mol% Ni.
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new nuclei throughout the coprecipitation process for these materials
[34]. The Mn10Ni90 particles (Fig. 6b) had very similar morphology to
the Ni100 particles, suggesting a similar process for nucleation and
growth. This would suggest the formation of similar seed nuclei to
those of Ni oxalate, although the increased Mn composition would be
expected to impact the strain in the resulting particles that formed.
TheMn50Ni50 particles (Fig. 6c)were larger than the higher Ni compo-
sition particles, however, the surfacewas still relatively smooth and the
geometry of the particles appeared close to quadrilateral. The
Mn75Ni25 (Fig. 6d) and Mn100 (Fig. 6e) were similar in terms of size
and shape, although theMn100particleswere larger andhadnoticeably
rougher surfaces. The morphology of the Mn75Ni25 and Mn100 parti-
cles suggested a fundamentally different nucleation and growth process
relative to the high Ni composition particles (Ni100 and Mn10Ni90).
These morphologies and their corresponding changes in nucleation
and growth processes were consistent with the differences observed
in apparent activation energy.

The results presented above, when combined, suggest that the ap-
parent activation energies for the precipitates with varying composi-
tions of the blend of TMs provide insights into the composition where
precipitate particles of different phases start to form. While after full
growth of the particles the new phase does not always have the neces-
sary amount and/or crystallinity of material to be detected in powder
XRD analysis, the local minimum of the activation energy can be used
to determine the solution conditions where multiple phases of nuclei
may form in the solution. It should be noted that it is suspected that
the local minimum in apparent activation energy resulted from the
new phase facilitating the growth stage of the precipitation by seeding
further growth faster due to the similarity between seeds and the
phase of the particles that continued to grow. Thus, other systems
may behave quite differently depending onwhether there are two poly-
morphs dependent on the TM or cations used, and the relative stability
and apparent activation energy of the pure phase materials. Further
study will also be needed to confirm the speculation on the formation
of both phases during the nucleation phase of the precipitation.

4. Conclusions

This report probed the interactions within a multicomponent cation
coprecipitation process via apparent activation energy measurements
for particles often used as precursors to synthesize battery materials.
Apparent activation energy was measured by analysis of induction
times of the crystallization reaction process as a function of temperature
using UV–Vis spectroscopy. It was found that a local minimum of the
experimentallymeasured activation energy occurred near the composi-
tion where a new phase becomes preferred for the resulting precipitate
particles. The observedminimum in the apparent activation energy ap-
peared to be consistent with where the precipitate particles of different
phases formed, although one of the phases was not detected in the final
particles using bulk XRDon the collected particles, suggesting theywere
not retained in sufficient amount and/or crystallinity during the more
substantive growth phase of the material. The apparent activation en-
ergy analysis is expected to provide valuable insights to many
coprecipitation processeswithmulticomponent cationswheremultiple
phases may have been observed depending on solution conditions.
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