
RESEARCH ARTICLE
www.advenergymat.de

An In Situ Gelled Polymer Electrolyte to Stabilize
Lithium–Air Batteries

Zi-Wei Li, Yu-Long Liang, Jin Wang, Jun-Min Yan, Jian-Wei Liu, Gang Huang, Tong Liu,*
and Xin-Bo Zhang*

Gel polymer-based lithium batteries exhibit a unique combination of
advantageous properties, including the favorable interfacial contact
characteristic of liquid-state batteries and the inherent stability of solid-state
batteries. For Li–air batteries operated in the semi-open atmosphere,
implementing in situ synthesized gel polymer electrolytes (GPEs) is effective
in mitigating the environment-induced challenges. In this study, a dimethyl
sulfoxide (DMSO)-based GPE in situ initiated by the toluene-2,4-diisocyanate
(TDI) and 1,4-benzenediboronic acid (BDBA) is designed to enable the stable
operation of lithium–air batteries. The integration of in situ polymerization
and polyvinyl alcohol’s functional group engineering not only brings benefits
to the interfacial contact and electrochemical stability of the battery but also
mitigates the moisture sensitivity and volatility of the DMSO electrolyte in the
ambient environment. In addition, the GPE can promote the formation of a
robust protection film on the lithium surface. As a result, the designed GPE
makes the batteries fully leverage their outstanding cycling stability in the
ambient environment (241 cycles at 500 mA g−1 and 1000 mAh g−1).
Moreover, an optimized Li–air pouch cell structure incorporating the GPE
achieves a boasted energy density of 757.5 Wh kg−1, providing a significant
technical pathway to bring Li–O2 batteries to practical Li–air batteries.

1. Introduction

Lithium–oxygen (Li–O2) batteries have garnered substantial at-
tention as promising contenders among the diverse energy
storage systems due to their exceptionally elevated theoretical
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energy density of ≈3500 Wh kg−1, which
is an order of magnitude higher than the
advanced lithium-ion batteries (≈350 Wh
kg−1).[1–3] Despite the notable theoreti-
cal energy density, the practical imple-
mentation of Li–O2 batteries often en-
counters limitations in achieving opti-
mal performance when operated in the
real ambient environment. This perfor-
mance divergence can be ascribed to
the exigent challenges induced by the
semi-open nature of lithium–air (Li–air)
batteries, such as the evaporation and
degradation of the liquid organic elec-
trolytes and the parasitic reactions of
the lithium anode with carbon diox-
ide and water.[4] These intricate prob-
lems hinder the transition of Li–O2
batteries into authentic Li–air batteries.

To this end, a range of optimiza-
tion strategies centering on conquer-
ing the challenges of Li–air batteries
has been proposed. These strategies en-
compass the introduction of oxygen-
selective membranes, the engineering of
protective layers on the lithium anode

surface, and the optimization of electrolyte composition.[5–7]

Among them, the utilization of gel polymer electrolytes (GPEs)
emerges as a particularly promising avenue.[8,9] The GPEs with
liquid electrolytes (LEs) encapsulated in the polymer network
could integrate the high ionic conductivity of LEs and the high
stability of solid electrolytes together.[7] At the same time, the
crosslinked polymer chains in the GPEs could effectively limit the
movement of the LEs and consequently inhibit their evaporation
and leakage.[4] Furthermore, the compositional design of GPEs
may also contribute positively to stabilizing the lithium anode
by facilitating the formation of robust solid electrolyte interphase
(SEI) films.[10,11] Importantly, the above benefits from GPEs make
the obviation of supplementary protective structural design of
batteries operated in the ambient air become possible.[12]

Despite promising, achieving the optimal balance between the
required Li–air battery performance traits of large capacity, high-
rate capability, and system stability poses notable challenges for
conventional GPEs. An important limiting factor is that the gen-
eral GPEs are difficult to fully couple with the mature liquid sol-
vents of Li–O2 batteries, like dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO), which
possesses advantageous characteristics, including high oxygen
solubility, good oxygen reduction reaction/oxygen evolution
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Scheme 1. Schematic illustration of the synthesis of the PTB electrolyte.

reaction (ORR/OER) response, and a high donor number
(DN).[13] However, the easily volatile nature, sensitivity to water,
and poor stability against the lithium anode of DMSO limit its ap-
plication in the semi-open Li–air battery system.[14,15] These lim-
itations put forward rigorous requirements for constructing suit-
able DMSO-based GPEs to realize the stable operation of Li–air
batteries. Up to now, the utilization of DMSO-based electrolytes
in the authentic atmospheric environment typically necessitates
the incorporation of specialized gas filtration membranes or com-
plex artificial interface layers.[16,17] The introduction of these ad-
ditional components would inevitably curtail the overall energy
density of batteries and also complicate the battery manufactur-
ing process.

Herein, a multifunctional GPE (polyvinyl alcohol/toluene-
2,4-diisocyanate/1,4-benzenediboronic acid, PVA-TDI-BDBA,
termed as PTB) with high compatibility to the DMSO has been
thoughtfully devised to address the paradoxical challenges of
the DMSO-based electrolytes. The introduction of the TDI
and BDBA could realize the in situ polymerization of the elec-
trolyte through their reaction with the ─OH groups in PVA,
concurrently guaranteeing intimate interfacial contact and
strengthening the thermal stability and hydrophobicity of the
GPE.[18] Meanwhile, the inclusion of a certain amount of BDBA
could engender boronate centers to facilitate the adsorption of
Li salt anions and consequently augment the transfer number
of Li+ ions.[19–21] Moreover, the GPE could also contribute to
constructing robust SEI films rich in B-O species and LiF
to improve the compatibility of DMSO to the lithium anode
and protect the lithium anode from air-induced corrosion.[22]

As a result, the elaborately formulated PTB makes the Li–air
batteries achieve significantly improved cycling stability of 241
cycles at 500 mA g−1 and 1000 mAh g−1, notably surpassing the
performance of liquid DMSO-based battery with a lifetime of
only 54 cycles. More importantly, the energy density quandary
of the real Li–air batteries could be conquered by leveraging the
PTB in conjunction with the comprehensive battery structure
optimizations. The PTB-based Li–air pouch cell demonstrates
a remarkable energy density of 757.5 Wh kg−1 in the ambi-
ent atmosphere, approximately five times to that of the liquid
DMSO-based battery (149.6 Wh kg−1).

2. Results and Discussion

As illustrated in Scheme 1, PVA was selected as the polymer
network for the GPE due to its long-chain rendered high struc-
tural stability.[23] However, PVA alone cannot construct appropri-
ate GPE for Li–air batteries due to its abundant ─OH groups,
generally resulting in water contamination to the lithium anode.
Since the ─OH groups in PVA can be readily replaced by other
polar groups while retaining a stable long-chain structure,[24] it
could serve as an excellent GPE starting point for modification. In
this consideration, TDI and BDBA were selected to initiate the in
situ polymerization of the DMSO-PVA electrolyte. The TDI could
react with the ─OH groups in PVA to form carbamate groups,
enhancing the hydrophobicity of the GPE.[18] For further intro-
ducing BDBA, on the one hand, it enables the full consumption
of the residual ─OH groups in the PVA; on the other hand, it
facilitates the adsorption of Li salt anions and construction of
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Figure 1. a) 1H NMR spectra of the electrolytes with different component ratios. b) Comparison of the 7Li NMR shift between different electrolytes.
c) Infrared spectra and d) linear sweep voltammetry curves of different electrolytes. e) Chronoamperometric curve of the Li/Li symmetric cell with the
PTB. Inset is the corresponding EIS curves before and after potentiostatic DC polarization. f) Temperature-dependent ionic conductivity plots of different
electrolytes. g) Air stability test of the lithium metal with the protection of base or PTB electrolyte.

boron-rich SEI film on the Li anode surface. The combination of
TDI and BDBA could solve the shortcomings of the PVA added
base electrolyte (1 M LiTFSI/DMSO) and, accordingly, makes the
obtained GPE cater to the needs of stable operation of Li–air bat-
teries.

The detailed synthesis process of PTB was quantitatively an-
alyzed by Nuclear Magnetic Resonance (NMR) (Figure 1a). In
the base electrolyte containing PVA, multiple hydroxyl vibration
peaks can be clearly observed.[25] However, these peaks vanish
after the introduction of TDI and BDBA, indicating the suffi-
cient polymerization induced by the complete consumption of
the ─OH groups in the PVA. The existence of a moderate BDBA
in the PTB displays a characteristic peak corresponding to the
ortho-H of phenylenediborate. With further increasing the BDBA
content, an abundance of free BDBA and anhydride appears,
along with the emergence of distinct peaks related to the ortho
and meta hydrogens of the benzene ring. Introducing an over-
dose of BDBA results in a noticeable rise in free BDBA molecules

and consequently generates excessive water from the unstable
BDBA. Therefore, it is necessary to regulate the concentration of
BDBA to prevent any side reactions with the lithium anode.[20]

Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (FTIR) characterization
was then performed to provide detailed information on the func-
tional group changes at each reaction stage of the PTB (Figure
S1, Supporting Information). For PTB, the significant reduction
of the -OH peak intensity at 3300–3400 cm−1 and the absence
of the N═C═O peak at 2270 cm−1 indicate the reaction of the
isocyanate groups in TDI with the ─OH groups in PVA.[26] The
appearance of peaks at 1718 cm−1 (stretching vibrations of C─O
and C═O), 1601 cm−1 (stretching vibration of benzene ring), and
1540 cm−1 (bending vibration of secondary aromatic amine) con-
firms the incorporation of TDI into the PVA chain and forma-
tion of carbamate groups.[27] Additionally, characteristic peaks at
1294 cm−1 (B─O stretching) and 665 cm−1 (boronate bond) also
appear, revealing that the BDBA involves in the polymerization
process to further consume the residual ─OH groups in PVA.[21]

Adv. Energy Mater. 2024, 2304463 © 2024 Wiley-VCH GmbH2304463 (3 of 8)

 16146840, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/aenm

.202304463 by <
Shibboleth>

-m
em

ber@
ciac.ac.cn, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [27/02/2024]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

http://www.advancedsciencenews.com
http://www.advenergymat.de


www.advancedsciencenews.com www.advenergymat.de

Combining the NMR and FTIR results, it is clear that the PTB in-
herits the boronic esters from BDBA and carbamate groups from
TDI, inducing the in situ polymerization of PVA added base elec-
trolyte by the sufficient consumption of the -OH groups in PVA.

After this, X-ray diffraction (XRD) measurement was con-
ducted to check the crystallinity of the PTB. As shown in
Figure S2 (Supporting Information), the peaks corresponding to
the lithium salt cannot be detected in the PTB, signifying the
complete dissolution of the lithium salt and thus enriching the
freely moving Li+ ions.[28] This can be partly attributed to that the
boronate linkages in the gel network could act as typical Lewis
acid sites to attract the TFSI− anion to facilitate the release of
Li+ ions from the lithium salts.[21] The weakening of the bind-
ing strength between the TFSI− and Li+ ions is reflected in the
downshift of the 7Li NMR peak for the PTB when compared to
the base electrolyte (Figure 1b).[29–31] The interaction of anions
with the polymer linkages in the PTB mitigates the influence of
electron cloud density on Li+ ions, resulting in a downfield shift
of the 7Li peak, while the hydroxyl groups in the original PVA
chains renders the upshift of the 7Li peak.[32,33] In the FTIR spec-
tra (Figure 1c), apparent changes in the ─CF3 stretching peaks
from the TFSI− can be observed after introducing different com-
ponents to the base electrolyte. The effect of ─OH groups in PVA
brings a blue shift of the ─CF3 peak, while the TDI-caused ─OH
content decrease enables the back shift of the peak. After adding
BDBA, it could further strengthen the ability of the polymer chain
to attract the TFSI− anions to make the redshift of ─CF3 peak.[30]

Then, the intrinsic properties of the designed electrolytes were
investigated. As indicated in Figure 1d, the addition of PVA poly-
mer into the base electrolyte could improve the electrochemi-
cal oxidation stability,[34] and the antioxidant stability further in-
creases to 5.2 V for the PTB due to the sufficient polymerization
rendered efficient trap of DMSO. Besides the improved oxidation
stability, the PTB also exhibits a higher Li+ ion transfer number
than the base electrolyte (0.54 vs 0.46, Figure 1e; Figure S3, Sup-
porting Information), which can be attributed to the anionic ad-
sorption ability of the boronate groups. However, the inhibition
of Li+ migration by the rich hydroxyl groups of PVA makes the
PVA-added electrolyte only exhibit a Li+ ion transfer number of
0.38, highlighting the effectiveness of the introduced TDI and
BDBA (Figure S4, Supporting Information). The temperature-
dependent ionic conductivity plots of the PTB and base electrolyte
with/without PVA were subsequently studied to check their Ar-
rhenius activation energies. It can be seen from Figure 1f that
the activation energy of the PTB is less than half of the base elec-
trolyte (1.99 vs 4.33 kJ mol−1), suggesting a significant improve-
ment in the Li+ migration kinetic.[35] For the base electrolyte
with PVA, the activation energy experiences a significant increase
(10.43 kJ mol−1).

Considering the semi-open nature of the Li–air batteries, the
volatility of the electrolyte is one of the key factors that determine
the battery performance. Different from the evident weight loss
of the base electrolyte above 80 °C, the 3D polymer network struc-
ture of the PTB could effectively lock the DMSO with limited
electrolyte volatilization until 100 °C (Figure S5, Supporting In-
formation), meeting the volatility and thermal stability require-
ments of Li–air battery operating conditions.[36] For the anode
side, the hydrophobicity of the electrolyte is of vital importance
to block the water attack induced Li corrosion. Figure S6 (Sup-

porting Information) gives the contact angle measurement of the
electrolytes with water. It is clear that the base electrolyte could
rapidly absorb the water, and the electrolyte polymerized solely
with BDBA also exhibits poor hydrophobicity with a contact an-
gle of only 44.7°. For PTB, significantly improved hydrophobicity
is realized. This high hydrophobicity can be further supported
by the valid inhibition of water diffusion caused lithium metal
erosion in the high humidity environment of 70%RH, while the
lithium metal with the base electrolyte displays severe corrosion
(Figure 1g). In addition, significant degradation is observed for
the lithium metal with the PVA-added electrolyte in the 33% RH
environment, even faster than the base one (Figure S7, Support-
ing Information). This can be ascribed to that the large number
of hydrophilic ─OH groups in the PVA causes rapid water in-
trusion to corrode the lithium metal. Therefore, the base elec-
trolyte containing only PVA with limited Li+ transfer kinetic and
poor compatibility to the lithium anode is not suitable for Li–air
batteries. On the contrary, the designed PTB possesses the ba-
sic properties (high oxidation stability, improved Li+ diffusion ki-
netic, low volatility, etc.) that meet the stringent requirements of
high-performance running of Li–air batteries.

Li/Li symmetric batteries were then assembled to further in-
vestigate the compatibility between the PTB and lithium anode.
As shown in Figure 2a, the PTB-based battery could operate stably
for over 300 h, six times longer than the battery with the base elec-
trolyte. Moreover, different from the flat surface of the lithium an-
ode cycled in the PTB, the one in the base electrolyte experiences
serious damage with obvious surface pulverization (Figure 2b,c),
suggesting that the designed PTB possesses the ability to protect
the lithium anode from dendrite growth and corrosion reactions.
Despite the introduction of BDBA could result in water genera-
tion according to the reaction in Scheme 1, it would not influence
the anode protection function of the PTB if the BDBA’s amount is
controlled appropriately (Figure S8, Supporting Information).[20]

Additionally, even cycled in the Li–air batteries, the lithium anode
in the PTB-based battery still exhibits a relatively flat surface with
fewer parasitic reactions than the anode in the battery with the
base electrolyte (Figure 2d,e). The composition evolution of the
lithium anode surfaces was also investigated by X-ray photoelec-
tron spectroscopy (XPS) measurement. The O 1s and B 1s spec-
tra show the presence of B─O bond peaks on the lithium anode
surface cycled in the PTB-based battery (Figure 2f,g), while these
peaks cannot be observed on the anode in the base electrolyte, sig-
nifying that the PTB could facilitate the construction of a SEI film
containing B─O species on the lithium surface.[20] Meanwhile,
since the LiF is a beneficial SEI component to protect the lithium
anode, the higher intensity of the LiF peak in the F 1s spectra of
the lithium anode in the PTB further strengthens the anode pro-
tection ability of the PTB-derived SEI film (Figure 2h).[20,37] For
the anode in the base electrolyte, the main components of the
SEI film are LiOH and Li2CO3 (Figure 2f,i), which is primarily at-
tributed to the by-products formed from the reaction of lithium
and dissolved CO2 and H2O in the electrolyte.[38] The presence
of B─O species, increased amount of LiF, and reduced amounts
of LiOH and Li2CO3 on the lithium metal surface in the PTB
demonstrate the effectiveness of the PTB in constructing power-
ful SEI films to protect the lithium anode, improving the com-
patibility between the PTB and lithium anode. Also, the above
results certify that the challenges faced by the base electrolyte in
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Figure 2. a) Cycling performance of Li/Li symmetric batteries with the base or PTB electrolyte at a current density of 0.3 mA cm−2. SEM images of the
lithium surface morphology after 20 cycles in symmetric batteries with the b) PTB and c) base electrolyte. SEM images of the surface morphology of
lithium anodes after 20 cycles in Li–air batteries with the d) PTB and e) base electrolyte. XPS spectra of f) O 1s, g) B 1s, h) F 1s, and i) C 1s for the Li
anodes after 20 cycles in Li–air batteries.

the ambient environment have been successfully conquered by
the designed PTB, providing the promise of constructing high-
performance Li–air batteries.

To verify the practicability of the PTB in Li–air batteries, coin-
type batteries with different electrolytes working in the ambient
environment were first assembled. For the PTB-based battery, the
scanning electron microscopy (SEM) image shows that the in situ
formed PTB well covers the cathode surface, ensuring sufficient
and close interfacial contact (Figure S9a, Supporting Informa-
tion). The cyclic voltammetry (CV) curve of the PTB-based battery
confirms that the battery basically follows the typical oxygen elec-
trochemical reactions (Figure S9b, Supporting Information), and
the SEM image of the discharged cathode shows obvious particle-
type discharge products (Figure S9c, Supporting Information).[39]

XRD measurement reveals that the discharge products in the
PTB-based battery consist of a mixture of Li2O2 and LiOH
(Figure S9d, Supporting Information), which is a comprehen-
sive effect of the air component, cathode, and electrolyte.[16] The
mixed products can be sufficiently decomposed after the sub-
sequent charge process, indicating the high reversibility of the
discharge products. Figure 3a illustrates that the PTB-based bat-
tery with Super P (SP) cathode could deliver a significantly larger
full discharge capacity than the battery with the base electrolyte
at 1000 mA g−1 (5362 vs 3504 mAh g−1). For the cycling per-
formance, the differences in thermal stability and compatibility
with the lithium anode between the PTB and base electrolyte
results in a big discrepancy in the battery lifetime when cycled

with a limited capacity of 2000 mAh g−1 at 1000 mA g−1 and
60 °C (Figure 3b). The high working temperature induced rapid
evaporation of the DMSO and exacerbated parasitic reactions of
the lithium anodes, leading to an increase in the initial polar-
ization of the battery with the base electrolyte.[15,40] In contrast,
the PTB could alleviate the issues encountered by the base elec-
trolyte, making the PTB-based battery exhibit low initial polar-
izations and prolonged cycle life. This can be further clearly ob-
served by the representative charge–discharge curves of the Li–air
batteries with SP cathodes and different electrolytes (Figure 3c,d).
The battery with the base electrolyte displays constant large po-
larizations and quickly fails just after 34 cycles, while the PTB-
based battery runs stably for 143 cycles at 1000 mAh g−1 and
500 mA g−1. Additionally, when the PTB is paired with the Ru/SP
cathode to assemble Li–air batteries, the cycling lifetime can be
further boosted to 241 cycles, nearly five times to the battery with
the base electrolyte (Figure 3e; Figure S10, Supporting Informa-
tion). Figure S11 (Supporting Information) gives the impedance
evolution of Li–air batteries with different electrolytes. The bat-
teries with the electrolyte containing PVA were excluded due
to the high impedance caused by the violent reaction between
the abundant hydroxyl groups in PVA and lithium metal. Un-
like the rapid interfacial impedance increase of the battery with
the base electrolyte as cycling goes on, the PTB-based battery ex-
hibits relatively stable interfacial impedance with a slow growth
trend, proving the high efficacy of the PTB in stabilizing the
electrolyte-electrode interface. In sum, the designed PTB with
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Figure 3. a) Full discharge performance of the Li–air batteries with SP cathodes and different electrolytes at 1000 mA g−1 and room temperature.
b) Cycling performance of the Li–air batteries with SP cathodes and different electrolytes with a limited capacity of 2000 mAh g−1 at 1000 mA g−1 and
60 °C. Charge–discharge curves of the SP cathode-based Li–air batteries with the c) base electrolyte and d) PTB. e) Charge–discharge curves of the Li–air
batteries with the Ru/SP cathode and PTB electrolyte.

the advantages of facilitating mass transfer, maintaining inter-
face stability, and resisting environmental interference is well
suitable for the Li–air batteries operated in the ambient environ-
ment and makes the battery deliver outstanding electrochemical
performance.

Besides coin-type batteries, amplified Li–air pouch cells were
also constructed to demonstrate the beneficial effects of the PTB
brought to the cell performance (Figure 4a). It can be seen from
Figure 4c that the PTB-based cell exhibits a discharge capac-
ity of more than four times that of the cell with the base elec-

Figure 4. a) Schematic illustration of a Li–air pouch cell. b) Comparison of the energy densities of Li–O2/Li–air batteries reported in recent years. c) Full
discharge capacities of the Li–air pouch cells with different electrolytes. Cycling performance of the Li–air pouch cells with the Ru/SP cathodes using
d) base electrolyte and e) PTB at 0.2 mA cm−2 and 0.5 mAh cm−2. Safety tests of the PTB-based Li–air pouch cells: Optical and infrared photos after f)
cut and g) acupuncture.
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trolyte. When calculated based on the core body of the cell (an-
ode, cathode, separator, and electrolyte, Figures S12 and S13, and
Tables S1 and S2, Supporting Information), the energy den-
sity of the optimized PTB-based cell could reach a high value
of 757.5 Wh kg−1, whereas the cell with the base electrolyte
only delivers 149.6 Wh kg−1, highlighting the advantage of the
PTB in promoting the cell energy density. It should be men-
tioned that the energy density of the PTB-based cell achieved
here is superior to most of the recently reported Li–O2/Li–air
cells (Figure 4b).[41–44] Then, the cycling stability of Li–air pouch
cells was checked to evaluate their actual application potential
in long-term servicing. The cell with the base electrolyte dis-
plays a violent jitter in the discharge curve just after seven cycles
(Figure 4d).[45–47] For the PTB-based cell, it can normally run for
83 cycles (Figure 4e), indicating that the long-term stability of the
coin-type PTB-based batteries can be well inherited to the large-
sized pouch cells. Importantly, the performance achieved here
has strong competitiveness when compared with other reports
(Table S3, Supporting Information). The power density of Li–air
pouch cells has also been investigated (Figure S14, Supporting
Information), and the issue of mass transfer hindrance at high
current densities needs to be further addressed.[48] Figure 4f,g
gives the safety test results of the PTB-based pouch cells. Even
after corner cutting and puncture, the battery can still work well
to power the bulb without any observable sign of short circuit.
Meanwhile, the infrared temperature measurement shows that
the local temperatures of the damaged areas just experienced a
slight increase, demonstrating the high cell safety rendered by
the PTB. The above results clearly certify that the designed PTB
has strong practicability in improving the performance of large-
sized Li–air cells.

3. Conclusion

In conclusion, a new kind of gel polymer electrolyte that could
cater to the rigorous requirements of high-performance running
of Li–air batteries in the ambient environment has been elabo-
rately designed by employing the PVA’s functional group engi-
neering and in situ polymerization together. The designed PTB
can not only address the issues of moisture sensitivity, volatility,
and poor anode compatibility associated with the DMSO-based
electrolyte, but also bring benefits to the Li+ ion transfer kinetic
and lithium anode protection. As a result, the PTB-based Li–air
batteries could stably operate for 241 cycles at 1000 mAh g−1 and
500 mA g−1 in the ambient environment, and the Li–air pouch
cell could deliver an energy density as high as 757.5 Wh kg−1.
The results presented here provide a promising pathway to bring
Li–air batteries one-step closer to becoming a practical technol-
ogy.

Supporting Information
Supporting Information is available from the Wiley Online Library or from
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