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High salt concentration has been shown to induce increased electrochemical stability in organic
solvent-based electrolytes. Accompanying the change in bulk properties is a structural ordering on
mesoscopic length scales and changes in the ion transport mechanism have also been suggested. Here
we investigate the local structure and dynamics in highly concentrated acetonitrile electrolytes as a
function of salt concentration. Already at low concentrations ordering on microscopic length scales in
the electrolytes is revealed by small angle X-ray scattering, as a result of correlations of Li+ coordinating
clusters. For higher salt concentrations a charge alternation-like ordering is found as anions start to take
part in the solvation. Results from quasi-elastic neutron spectroscopy reveal a jump diﬀusion dynamical
process with jump lengths virtually independent of both temperature and Li-salt concentration. The
jump can be envisaged as dissociation of a solvent molecule or anion from a particular Li+ solvation
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structure. The residence time, 50–800 ps, between the jumps is found to be highly temperature and
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concentrations. The increased residence time at high Li-salt concentration can be attributed to changes

Li-salt concentration dependent, with shorter residence times for higher temperature and lower
in the interaction of the solvation shell as a larger fraction of TFSI anions take part in the solvation,
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forming more stable solvation shells.

1. Introduction
Since their initial commercialisation in 1991 lithium-ion batteries (LIBs) have become standard in portable electronics and
are currently expanding into the electric vehicle market. Even
though the basic chemistry concept is the same (intercalation
of Li-ions in a graphite-based anode and a transition metaloxide cathode) the performance of LIBs has improved considerably. The improvement stems mainly from significant
advances in the electrode materials,1,2 whereas much less
development has been made on the electrolyte side. For further
development of LIBs, in terms of both capacity and safety, the
electrolyte is a key component. While electrolytes with larger
voltage windows would allow the implementation of high
voltage cathodes, an increased thermal stability of the electrolyte would enhance the safety compared to the current concepts
based on highly flammable organic solvents.3
a
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Several electrolyte concepts have been proposed in order to
improve both the capacity and the safety aspects.4,5 An interesting
approach is based on the finding that highly concentrated
solutions (e.g. 3 to 420 m depending on the solvent/salt
combination) of certain Li-salts in polar solvents behave completely diﬀerent compared to standard electrolyte solutions
where the Li-salt concentration is lower (B1 m).6–13 One example
is acetonitrile (AN), which is one of the most oxidation-tolerant
organic solvents that could enable the use of high voltage
electrodes (45 V). However, AN has not found extensive poor
reductive stability.9 Yamada et al. found that highly concentrated
solutions (i.e., over 3 m) of acetonitrile and the Li-salt LiTFSI
(TFSI, bis(trifluoromethylsufonyl)imide) have a remarkable electrochemical stability window. Additionally, these electrolytes
allow for fast charging and long-lasting LIBs.9,14 Moreover, Nie
et al. reported that highly concentrated mixtures of propylene
carbonate (PC) and LiPF6 allow for successful intercalation of Li+
into graphite and the formation of a stable passivation layer that
results in a good cycle performance.7 Furthermore, Watanabe et al.
have found that at the equimolar concentrations of tetraglyme
(TEGDME) and LiTFSI the electrochemical stability window is
increased.8,13 However, the origin of the improved performance of
highly concentrated electrolyte solutions is still not clear.
The structure of highly concentrated solutions can be
expected to be quite diﬀerent from what is found in ordinary
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Scheme 1

Fig. 1 Schematic of the local electrolyte structure as a function of
concentration.

liquids and in dilute electrolytes. By increasing the salt concentration, more and more solvent molecules will be tied up in the
solvation shell around the Li-ions until a point when there are
no free solvent molecules left, see schematic in Fig. 1. In the
case of the equimolar solutions of TEGDME and LiTFSI, it has
been shown that one solvent molecule forms a rather stable
complex with a Li-ion.8,15,16 Since this complex eﬀectively forms
a large cation, charge balanced by the anion from the Li-salt,
these highly concentrated solutions have been named solvated
ionic liquids and indeed they share many of the advantageous
properties of ionic liquids (ILs).12 In addition, it has been
shown that solvated ionic liquids share the typical nanostructure, resulting from charge alternation, typically found in ILs,
manifested as a peak, at low momentum transfers (Q), in small
angle X-ray scattering (SAXS) data not present in ordinary
simple liquids.17 This phenomenon has also been observed
in siloxane-based highly concentrated electrolytes where the
charge alternation peak in SAXS data increases in intensity as
the salt concentration in the electrolyte is increased.18
The presence of an ordering beyond nearest neighbours can
be expected to also influence the transport mechanism in
highly concentrated electrolytes. Ion transport in standard
(dilute) electrolytes is governed by a vehicular-type mechanism
where the Li-ion is moving together with its solvation shell.19
The nanostructure and charge ordering present in highly concentrated electrolytes makes it plausible that the ion transport
mechanism is more complex, but at present there is a limited
understanding of the local dynamics and its relation to the
nanostructure. One proposed mechanism is ligand exchange,
where ion transport takes place through association/dissociation of solvent molecules, or anions at very high salt concentrations, in the solvation shell of the Li-ion.20 It has also been
suggested that in some systems the ion transport takes place in
3D percolating networks as a result of microscopic heterogeneities in the solution induced by the high salt concentration.21
From NMR-experiments a mixed vehicular and jump diﬀusion
mechanism has also been proposed by Dokko et al.22
So far, most results in literature on local dynamics of
highly concentrated electrolytes are derived from computer
simulations,20,21,23–26 while experimental studies are still few.
Quasi-elastic neutron scattering (QENS) is a particularly suitable
experimental tool as it covers the typical length scales of structural
ordering in highly concentrated electrolytes. For ionic liquids
QENS has revealed a complex picture of the dynamics with several
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Chemical structure of acetonitrile and LiTFSI.

different processes contributing to the local dynamics.27–32
However, to the best of our knowledge no studies have been
reported on the local dynamics in highly concentrated electrolytes using QENS.
In order to enable the design of improved electrolytes it is
key to understand the microscopic structure and dynamics that
gives rise to the macroscopic favourable properties of highly
concentrated electrolytes. In particular, the nature of solvation
shells and their dynamics is of importance not only for fast ion
transport, but also for e.g., electrochemical processes and the
formation of the solid electrolyte interphase.33–35 In this work
we focus on the local structure and dynamics in an archetypal
highly concentrated electrolyte and their connection to the
macroscopic transport properties, i.e., the conductivity.
We investigate electrolytes based on acetonitrile and the
Li-salt LiTFSI, Scheme 1, as a function of salt concentration,
from the rather dilute regime to very high concentrations. This
system was chosen as the flexible nature of TFSI allows for
liquid electrolytes to be stable, i.e., crystallization can be
avoided, even at very high salt concentrations for large temperature ranges. With SAXS we find the development of a
nanostructure in solutions already from rather low salt concentrations originating from a particular organisation of AN
molecules around the Li-ions. With QENS we probe the local
dynamics directly on these length scales and show that the
local dynamics can be described by a jump-diffusion type
motion in the highly concentrated electrolytes as the first step
of the conduction process.

2. Experimental
2.1

Materials

Lithium bis(trifluoromethanesulfonyl)imide (LiTFSI) from
Solvionic (99.9% o 20 ppm H2O) was dissolved in acetonitrile
(AN) (Sigma Aldrich, 99.8%) for the SAXS experiments and in
deuterated acetonitrile (d-AN) (Sigma Aldrich, 99.96%) for the
QENS experiments. Seven samples were prepared for SAXS
measurements with AN to LiTFSI ratios 20 : 1, 10 : 1, 5 : 1, 4 : 1,
3 : 1, 2 : 1, 3 : 2 (number of solvent molecules per Li+) and three
samples with AN to LiTFSI ratios 20 : 1, 5 : 1 and 2 : 1 for the
QENS experiments. The samples were kept and handled in inert
atmosphere.
2.2

Conductivity

Conductivity measurements were performed on a Novocontrol
Broadband Dielectric Spectrometer in the frequency range
102–107 Hz. The sample was placed between two brass electrodes,
separated by a 1 mm Teflon spacer. Measurements were taken in
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the temperature range 225–350 K. The DC-conductivity was
determined from the plateau value of the frequency dependent
conductivity.
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2.3

Small angle X-ray scattering

SAXS experiments were performed at the I911-4 beamline at
MAXlab. With an incident wavelength of 0.91 Å and a sample
to detector distance of 31.3 cm the momentum transfer range
Q = 0.2–3.5 Å1 was covered in one setting. Measurements were
performed at ambient conditions. Data was normalized to the
incoming beam intensity and the corresponding empty cell
contribution was subtracted. Calibration to absolute units was
not performed. Samples were loaded in 2 mm glass capillaries
sealed with epoxy resin in a glove box.
2.4

Quasi-elastic neutron scattering

QENS experiments were performed on the backscattering
spectrometer IN16B ILL, Grenoble, France.36 IN16B accesses
an energy range of 30 meV with a resolution of 0.75 meV for
momentum transfer values 0.6–1.9 Å1.37 Data was reduced
and analysed using LAMP38 and DAVE39 software packages.
Samples were loaded into annular cylindrical aluminium cans
with a sample thickness of 0.15–0.25 mm, sealed with indium
wire and QENS spectra were recorded in the temperature range
225–350 K. Sample thickness was chosen to give close to 90%
transmission to avoid multiple scattering. Spectra from a
vanadium sample were used as resolution functions. Inelastic
fixed energy window scans were recorded during cooling
from 350 K to 2 K with an energy offset of 2 meV, which indicate
more unambiguously the onset of dynamics compared to
elastic scans.

3. Results and discussion
3.1

Structure

The SAXS patterns from the AN/LiTFSI solutions are shown in
Fig. 2. For neat AN only one broad peak around Q = 1.7 Å1 can
be observed. This feature is typical for liquids and corresponds
to correlations of nearest neighbours, i.e. reflecting the shortrange order of the liquid.9,40 With the addition of Li-salt
(LiTFSI) we observe several changes in the SAXS pattern. Most
striking is the appearance of a new peak at low Q, B0.5 Å1,
indicating the presence of ordering on intermediate length
scales in the liquid. With increasing salt concentration, the
peak grows in intensity and shifts to higher Q. We will refer to
this peak as the intermediate range order (IRO) peak. Also, in
the high Q region a new peak appears with the addition of
LiTFSI. At low concentrations it is manifested as a shoulder/
broadening of the molecular peak but at higher concentrations
(410 : 1) a separate peak can be observed around 2.4 Å1.
For a more quantitative picture the data was fitted with a
number of Voigt functions to describe the diﬀerent contributions to the SAXS pattern. For neat AN two spectral contributions were needed to reproduce the data, whereas for the
AN:LiTFSI electrolytes four components were used, two for
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Fig. 2 Left: SAXS diﬀraction patterns of AN/LiTFSI electrolytes with
diﬀerent AN:LiTFSI ratios. Right: Examples of fits of SAXS data of neat
AN (top) and of the 2 : 1 solution (bottom). For the 2 : 1 solution only three
components are fitted since the contribution from antiparallel configurations is negligible, see text.

the acetonitrile and one each for the new features at high
and low Q, respectively. The peak positions, obtained from the
fits, as a function of LiTFSI concentration are shown in Fig. 3.
From the fit of the neat AN data two peaks at Q = 1.6 Å1 and
Q = 1.8 Å1 where identified. If we translate these values to real
space distances by using the relation d = 2p/Q, we obtain d = 3.9
and 3.5 Å for the two peaks, respectively. The shorter distance
is in good agreement with the previously reported distance
between antiparallel nearest neighbour molecules, whereas the
longer distance correlates well with the average distance
between parallel nearest neighbours,40 see Fig. 4.
For the AN:LiTFSI electrolytes we focus first on the IRO peak
at low Q. A systematic shift to higher Q with increasing salt
concentration is observed until reaching a concentration of
5 AN per Li+ (5 : 1) whereafter the peak position remains around

Fig. 3 Peak positions as function of LiTFSI concentration from fits to the
SAXS data, see text.
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Fig. 4 Schematic of parallel and antiparallel nearest neighbour ordering in
acetonitrile as proposed by Takamuku et al. in ref. 40, see text.

0.8 Å1. Since the origin of the peak is due to the presence of
Li+, we can envisage that the reordering of solvent molecules, as
a result of Li+ solvation, is responsible for the changes observed
in the SAXS data. This kind of intermediate range ordering,
i.e., beyond the solvation shell, is atypical for organic solvent
based electrolytes. However, the particular symmetry of the AN
molecule could in principle allow for an extended ordering.
As demonstrated by Takamuku et al. AN molecules tend to
order in a parallel and antiparallel arrangement among first
neighbours,40 and this highlights that there can be a preferred
alignment of AN. Furthermore, Sodeyama et al. also demonstrated, by means of molecular dynamics simulations, that AN
molecules coordinated to Li+ are radially oriented.14 Based on
the combined eﬀects of these two observations, the induced
radial orientation around Li+ and the ability of the AN molecules to align with each other will lead to the formation of an
extended solvation shell around Li+, see Fig. 5. Thus, the
presence of Li+ will induce a structuring of the AN molecules
beyond the first solvation shell. With this picture in mind, we
propose that the origin of the intermediate range order in
AN/LiTFSI solutions arises from correlations between the solvation cluster of Li+.
To rationalise the scenario outlined above we can consider
that in the most dilute solution (20 : 1) the position of the
intermediate range order peak can be translated to an average
real space distance around 13 Å. Identifying this distance as the
distance between the Li-ions suggests that the extended solvation shell, or structuring of AN molecules, reaches out to 6–7 Å.
As the concentration of LiTFSI is increased, the amount of AN
molecules outside the first solvation shell, i.e., not directly
coordinated to Li+, is reduced to allow for the solvation of the

Fig. 5 Schematic of solvation shells in the AN:LiTFSI solution as a function of Li-salt concentration. Note: The anion has not been taken into
consideration.
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increased number of Li+. This effectively reduces the extended
solvation shell, hence resulting in a shorter average distance
between Li+. Upon reaching a ratio of 4 : 1, there is only enough
AN molecules to form the first solvation shell, as AN is fourfold
coordinated to lithium,41 thus the first solvation shells are in
contact with each other. Therefore, any further increase in
LiTFSI concentration does not result in a change in the position
of the intermediate range order peak and we obtain a plateau
value of ca. Q = 0.8 Å1. This is translated into a real space
distance of 8 Å, which points to a size of the solvation
shell around 4 Å, in good agreement with results from
MD-simulations.14 So far, we have not explicitly considered
the anion, TFSI, as part of the first solvation shell. At high
Li-salt concentrations (e.g., 3 : 1 and 2 : 1) this becomes highly
relevant since the number of AN molecules are too few to fully
solvate the Li+. Hence, at the highest concentrations anions will
be part of the first solvation shell42 and the intermediate range
order will now resemble the charge ordering found in ionic
liquids and solvated ionic liquids on the same length
scales.17,43 Based on a computational study Andersson et al.
propose that at very high Li-salt concentrations a percolating
network structure can be formed between coordinating clusters
as a result of anions coordinating more than one Li-ion and
that the 2 : 1 solution is just above the percolating threshold.26
In this scenario the intermediate range order would represent a
characteristic dimension of the percolating network. However,
in our study we do not observe any significant changes in the
SAXS data around the 2 : 1 concentration to support this picture. This can be due to a very weak signature of a percolation
transition in SAXS, with characteristic distances actually barely
changing, as well as that the percolation threshold differs
slightly between the simulation and the experiment.
The ordering of AN molecules as a result of the introduction
of Li-salt should also be reflected in the position of the nearest
neighbour peaks of AN. The result from the fits of the SAXS data
shows a decreasing intensity of the contribution from the
antiparallel correlation, the peak at 1.6 Å1 in Fig. 3, and it
can only be resolved up to concentration 10 : 1. This is reasonable since at concentrations of 5 : 1 and above no antiparallel
configurations, which are second solvation shell correlations,
are expected. In contrast the contribution from parallel configurations can be resolved for all concentrations and shows a
weak decrease in the peak position with increasing salt concentration. To account for this behaviour, we can envisage two
extreme scenarios in the electrolyte, AN molecules directly
coordinated to Li+ and AN molecules in the extended solvation
shell. The former are restricted to a radial configuration, which
eﬀectively results in larger distances between the AN molecules.
The latter are allowed to have more relaxed orientations and
can be more closely packed, similar to bulk like configurations
in neat AN. Thus, the systematic decrease of the nearest
neighbour peak position, i.e., an increased real space distance,
as a function of LiTFSI concentration can be explained by a
combination of these two extreme configurations.
The high Q-peak in the SAXS data evolves from a shoulder at
the lowest concentration to a clear peak around 2.4 Å1 for the
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highest concentration. The position of the peak at high
concentrations is within the typical range of intra-molecular
correlations. Since the intensity of the peak scales with the
increase in TFSI concentration, we believe that it is related to
intra-ionic correlations of the anion. A corresponding peak can
also be found in the structure factor of ionic liquids with the
TFSI-anion and has been assigned to the partial structure factor
of the anion.44
3.2

Dynamics

With QENS we directly access the dynamics at the length scales
of the features in the SAXS data at time scales around nano
seconds. In the QENS experiment we use deuterated acetonitrile in order to avoid contribution from local relaxations,
e.g., methyl group rotations, due to the strong scattering of
hydrogen.
Fig. 6a shows results from an inelastic fixed window scan
experiment on neat acetonitrile and electrolytes with concentrations 20 : 1, 5 : 1 (AN5) and 2 : 1 (AN2). In this experiment a
peak is found in the intensity of inelastically scattered neutrons
as a function of temperature, when the time scale of the
dynamics in the material matches the time window of the
spectrometer. From the data one can clearly see that only the
time scale of the dynamics for the two higher concentrations
matches the time window investigated on the IN16B spectrometer in this temperature range. The dynamics for lower
concentrations are faster and the material needs to be cooled
down to bring the dynamics into the spectrometer window.
However, at these low temperatures both AN and the 20 : 1
solution crystallizes and could thus not be investigated. The
strong shift of the peak position with temperature suggests a
rather strong increase in the activation energy of the dynamical
process contributing to the quasi-elastic scattering.
An example of raw data from the QENS experiment is shown
in Fig. 6b. The broadening of the spectra implies that, as
expected, there is increased dynamics as temperature is
increased. To quantify the dynamics the data was fitted with

is a Lorentzian function to model the quasi-elastic scattering,
AE(Q) and A1(Q) are the areas of the delta and Lorentzian
functions, respectively, and BG is a linear background (Fig. 6c).
From the fits the half-width at half maximum, G, of the
quasi-elastic component can be extracted and it is related to the
time scale of the motion. Fig. 7 shows G as a function of Q2 and
for a standard Fickian diﬀusion process G p Q2 is expected.45
Our results shows a clear deviation from the Q2-dependence of
G and bear instead the typical signature of a jump diﬀusion
process.45 Thus, to analyse the motion we fit the data with a
jump diﬀusion model,46 eqn (2), where t is the residence time
between jumps and L is the average jump length.
GðQÞ ¼

 ðQLÞ2
h
t 6 þ ðQLÞ2

(2)

From the parameters obtained by the fits to the model a local
diﬀusion coeﬃcient can be calculated from46
D¼

L2
6t

(3)

where R(Q,o) is the resolution function of the instrument, d(o)
is the delta function to account for the elastic scattering, L1(o)

The parameters obtained from fits to the jump-diﬀusion model
are shown in Fig. 8a–c. The jump length is found to be basically
temperature and concentration independent with a mean jump
distance around 1.7 Å (Fig. 8b). This points towards that the
same or a similar type of process is observed for both concentrations. The jump distance is rather short compared to the
nearest neighbour distances, B4 Å, and we can envisage this as
a rotation, or reconfiguration, of an AN molecule or TFSI anion
in the solvation shell, which would correspond to a dissociation
from a particular Li+.
The residence time shows a temperature dependence as well
as an increase with salt concentration (Fig. 8a). This is in
agreement with Seo et al. who, based on molecular dynamics
simulation results, proposed that the residence time increases
with salt concentration up to 700 ps for concentrations corresponding to AN5.23 The same trend is seen in our study,
however, the residence time found in our experiment is
considerably shorter, apart from the lowest temperatures at
the highest concentration. Faster processes are reported by
Okoshi et al. where ligand exchanges in DME:NaFSI electrolytes
are predicted to occur on time scales of 60–120 ps20 and by

Fig. 6 (a) Inelastic fixed window scans for neat AN and the solutions 20 : 1,
5 : 1, and 2 : 1. (b) QENS spectra at diﬀerent temperatures for AN2 normalised to the value of the elastic peak. (c) Example of fit of a QENS spectrum
to eqn (1) for AN2 at 300 K, Q = 1.4 Å1.

Fig. 7 Width of the quasi-elastic component as a function of momentum
transfer at diﬀerent temperatures for (a) AN5 and (b) AN2. Dashed lines are
fits to the jump diﬀusion model in eqn (2).

S(Q,o) = R(Q,o)#[AE(Q)d(o) + A1(Q)L1(o)] + BG
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Fig. 9 Conductivity as a function of (a) inverse temperature and (b)
temperature axis scaled with Tg, for the diﬀerent electrolytes.

Fig. 8 (a) Residence time, (b) jump length and (c) diﬀusion coeﬃcient
obtained from the fits with the jump diﬀusion model, eqn (2), as a function
of temperature. (d–f) Same data with temperature axis scaled by Tg.

Åvall et al. where the ligand exchange in an AN:LiPF6 electrolyte
is estimated to 10 ps, with a slight decrease in residence time
with increased concentration.25 A recent study by Andersson
et al. investigated the lifetime of the configurations around Li+
in a 2 : 1 AN : LiTFSI solution and found that the majority of
configurations lasted less than 1 ps, where the longest calculated life time was 2 ps.26 The discrepancy between the different
studies can to some extent be associated to different criteria in
the definition of a solvation shell, but also points to the need of
benchmarking with experimental data. The diffusion coefficients calculated from eqn (3) also show a decrease with
increasing salt concentration (Fig. 8c). The values calculated
from the neutron scattering data are of the same order as
previously reported,47 supporting a connection between the
observed process in QENS and the macroscopic ion transport.
By scaling the temperature axis in Fig. 8a–c with the glass
transition temperature, Tg (169 K and 199 K for AN2 and AN5,
respectively), one can make a more direct comparison between
the two concentrations, Fig. 8d–f. This reveals that the residence time indeed has much stronger temperature dependence
at higher salt concentrations. The residence time for AN2 shows
a strong non-Arrhenius behaviour and almost diverges well
above Tg, whereas the residence time in AN5 shows a more
moderate increase approaching Tg. This is also underlined by
the strong shift to lower temperatures of the peak in the
inelastic fixed window scans, Fig. 6a, which suggests a strong
decrease of the apparent activation energy with increasing AN
content. Also, a small, but discernible difference in the diffusion constant can be observed. This is further underlined when
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considering the behaviour of the conductivity, Fig. 9. The
conductivity decreases with increasing Li-salt concentration
and with a Tg scaled temperature axis we also here observe
that the conductivities for the two concentrations do not overlap. The difference in the temperature dependence, observed
through the Tg scaling, points to differences in the interactions
between the two systems. The origin of this difference can be
attributed to the increased number of TFSI anions in the
solvation shell around the Li+ and the accompanying strong
increase of ionic interactions in the system. The rapid increase
in the residence time in this scenario can then be interpreted as
that AN2 has more stable solvation shells and that we in the
QENS experiment have a larger contribution from dynamics of
the TFSI anion. It could also point to a temperature dependence
of the structure of the solvation shell favouring Li–TFSI interactions at lower temperatures. The similarity in the behaviour
of the micro- and macroscopic dynamics, i.e., jump diffusion
and ionic conduction, as a function of salt concentration and
temperature provides the link between the two processes and
that the local jump diffusion is the first step in the macroscopic
ion transport process and that it is highly dependent on the
local solvation structure.

4. Conclusion
The local structure and dynamics of acetonitrile was studied as
a function of LiTFSI concentration using SAXS and QENS. Our
results show that the geometry of the solvent plays an important role in the development of intermediate range order in the
electrolyte solution as a result of correlations between solvation
clusters. The ability of AN to order in parallel and antiparallel
configurations gives rise to intermediate range ordering even at
low Li-salt concentrations. At high Li-salt concentrations the
presence of charge alternation-like ordering is found in the
system as also TFSI anions start to take part in the solvation.
From the QENS data we show that the local dynamics of the
solution can be well described by a jump diﬀusion model. The
jump length is consistent with a typical reorientation of solvent
molecules, or anions, in or out of solvation shells of the Li-ions.
The jump length shows no, or very small, concentration or
temperature dependence which is in agreement with a rather
constant size of the solvation shell of a Li-ion. The residence
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time on the other hand shows a temperature and concentration
dependence. The pronounced diﬀerence in the temperature
dependence between AN2 and AN5 points to a diﬀerence in the
local interactions, which is in agreement with proposed
increase in the number of anions in the solvation shell. The almost
diverging residence time as a function of temperature for AN2 also
points to a temperature dependent solvation structure. A very long
residence time also suggests that the transport mechanism starts to
have an increased contribution from vehicular transport of the
solvation shell, in addition to ligand exchange at the highest salt
concentration at low temperatures.
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