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ABSTRACT: Electrochemically stable molybdenum disulfide
(MoS,) with a two-dimensional nanowall structure is
successfully prepared by a simple two-step synthesis method
followed by thermal annealing at 700 °C in a reducing
atmosphere. MoS, nanowalls provide a better electrochemical
performance and stability when cellulose (CMC) binder is
used instead of the usual PVDEF. The electrodes exhibit a high
specific discharge capacity of 880 mA h g~' at 100 mA g
without any capacity fading for over 50 cycles. The electrode
also exhibits outstanding rate capability with a reversible
capacity as high as 737 mA h ¢”' and 676 mA h g™" at rates of
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500 mA g~ and 1000 mA g~ at 20 °C, respectively. The excellent electrochemical stability and high specific capacity of the nano
structured materials are attributed to the two-dimensional nanowall morphology of MoS, and the use of cellulose binder. These
results are the first of its kind to report a superior stability using bare MoS, as an active material and CMC as a binder.
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B INTRODUCTION

An increase in environmental toxicity, climate change, and an
energy shortage are urgent issues that are important to all
nations. Considering the particular importance of the energy
crisis, this project seeks to exploit a new class of materials or
devices to significantly increase our ability to produce clean
electricity for portable instruments and the grid. Electro-
chemical energy storage is considered as one of the identified
solutions to provide or to support clean electricity.

Our current interest focuses on the rechargeable Li-ion
battery application as a possible solution to provide a clean
storage option for portable instruments and the grid. Hence, we
address a few issues or requirements related to energy, power,
stability, and safety of current lithium-ion battery. Most of the
current lithium-ion battery electrode materials suffer from
stability, safety, and capacity issues at high rate, which restricts
its use for next-generation battery applications in its current
status. To overcome these problems, a new class of cost-
effective, low-dimensional layered materials has been intro-
duced in the literature.'~” Among them molybdenum disulfide
(MoS,) has received much attention in particular because it can
accommodate lithium ions at lower potential through
conversion reaction and hence it can be used as anode paired
with a suitable high voltage (>4 V) lithiated cathode.® MoS,
reacts with lithium ions namely by conversion mechanism,
forming Mo nanoparticles and insoluble Li,S matrix. The
outcome of this conversion reaction leads to four moles of
lithium incorporation per mole of MoS, which accounts for 670
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mA h g' lithium storage capacity, one and half time higher
than current graphite anode.

Besides the huge capacity gain, the conversion reaction
suffers from electrolyte decomposition catalyzed by Li,S,
leading to a rise in the formation of a thick polymeric layer
resulting in poor cyclic stability, rate capability, and first cycle
irreversible capacity loss.” By adopting various carbon coating
techniques, many researchers had improved the stability as well
as rate capability of MoS, as anode material.”™"' On the
contrary, the bare MoS, still suffers from electrochemical
instability and poor cyclic performance. Nanostructuring of
anode materials along with the use of new binder can help
overcome the difficulties associated with conversion reaction
and envision a better conversion electrode. The choice of new
binder could be cellulose (CMC), which exhibits a strong
interaction between conversion anodes and facilitates the
reaction processes by overcoming the mechanical issues
associated with the huge volume expansion. The selection of
new binder like CMC over PVDF is a logical choice for the
conversion reaction as it has been reported earlier that CMC
binder shows better stability in comparison to PVDF in case of
alloying reaction where huge volume change is accounted due
to incorporation of large amount of Li in the matrix.">"* In
commercial Li-ion battery electrode, materials like carbon and
LiCoO, mixed with PVDF binder exhibit excellent cyclic
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Scheme 1. Schematic of the Reaction Setup and the Progress of the Reaction
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performance as they under§o relatively small volume changes
(12 and 6%, respectively).!

Our belief at this point is that the combination of MoS, and
CMC binder could successfully overcome the effect of volume
change and improve the electrochemical performance with
excellent cycling stability and rate capability. Herein, we have
used a simple cost-effective chemistry to produce MoS,
nanomaterial to be used as lithium battery anode. A carbon
free MoS,-nano material has demonstrated a superior cyclic
stability using CMC (sodium salt of carboxy methyl cellulose)
as a binder. MoS, nanomaterial shows a stable capacity of 880
mA h g~ for S0 cycles at a current rate of 100 mA g~', whereas
the same material exhibits a stable capacity of 676 mA h g™
when discharged at 1000 mA g~'. The current rate capability
can be considered as one of the best performances of MoS, in
the literature.

B EXPERIMENTAL SECTION

Preparation of MoS, Nanowalls. MoS, nanowalls was prepared
by a two step synthesis process. The detailed experimental process is
illustrated in Scheme 1. All the precursors were used, as received,
without further treatment. Typically, 5 g of ammonium hepta-
molybdenum (AHM) (99%, Merck, India) was dissolved in 10 mL of
deionized water by stirring; 35 mL of ammonium hydroxide (30%,
Merck, India) was added to it and stirred to make a clear solution. H,S
gas was then passed into the solution. Initially H,S was passed
vigorously into the solution at room temperature (30 °C) to saturate
the solution with H,S. The reaction setup was then placed in a water
bath kept at 60 °C with controlled flow of H,S for 30 min. During the
reaction, the color of the solution changed from colorless to pale
yellow to orange. As the color of the solution turned orange, the H,S
flow was stopped and the solution was kept at room temperature for a
couple of hours. A deep orange color solution was obtained, which was
transferred to a 100 mL Teflon-lined autoclave and placed inside a
muffle furnace at 180 °C for 24 h. Black color precipitation obtained at
the end of the hydrothermal treatment, was filtered, washed, and dried
in hot air oven at 60 °C for 12 h and finally annealed at 700 °C for 4 h
in reducing atmosphere (5% H, balanced with N,).

Characterizations. Material characterization was done by powder
X-ray diffraction (XRD) measurements at room temperature (30 °C)
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using a Philips X’-pert diffractometer with Cu Ka radiation (4 =
1.5418 A) at 40 kV and 40 mA. Different metal—sulfur vibration nodes
were obtained using a Raman spectrometer (Jobin Yvon HR800)
having 514.5 nm laser at 10 mW power. A field-emission gun scanning
electron microscope (FEG-SEM, JEOL-7600F) with a resolution of
about 1 nm was used to study the surface morphology of the samples.
Further investigations were done by the use of high resolution field
emission transmission electron microscope (HR-TEM, JEOL-2100F).
For SEM analysis, powder sample was sprinkled over carbon film and
images were taken at the best operating condition. For TEM analysis, a
well-dispersed solution was prepared by adding a little amount of
MoS, powder in acetone and sonicating it for 10—15 min. One drop of
the dispersed solution was taken on the TEM grid to obtain images at
the best operating condition.

Cell Fabrication and Electrochemical Measurements. Galva-
nostatic charge—discharge test was carried out in CR2032 coin cells
having a cell configuration of Li/Electrolyte/MoS,. Cells were
assembled in an argon-filled glovebox (Lab Star, Mbraun, Germany)
with moisture and oxygen concentration level of ~1 ppm. Lithium foil
was used as the counter as well as reference electrode and 1 M LiPF
in EC/DMC (1:1 vol/vol) (LP-30, Merck, Germany) as the
electrolyte. Borosilicate glass microfiber filters (Whatman) were used
as a separator. The electrodes were prepared using MoS, as the active
material, carbon black (Super C-65, Timcal, Switzerland) as the
conductive substance, and a polymeric binder (CMC) with an overall
ratio of 3:1:1 (by wt). To get a better understanding of the
electrochemical performance, we prepared three different electrodes
using the same active material and same weight ratio of carbon. First
electrode (I) was prepared by using MoS, annealed with C and then
added to CMC (Lobachemie, India). Second electrode (II) was
prepared using MoS, annealed without C, which was then mixed with
carbon and CMC. The third electrode (III) was prepared in the same
way as electrode (I); however, PVDF (Sigma Aldrich) was used
instead of CMC. Slurry was prepared by adding few drops of deionized
water for electrode (I) and (II), ie, in the case of CMC binder,
whereas NMP (Qualigens, India) was used for electrode (III), i.e., for
PVDF with the help of a constant stirring for 2 h at 30 °C. This slurry
was then cast on Cu foil using doctor’s blade and the electrode was
dried at 60 °C under vacuum for 12 h and pressed. Cyclic voltammetry
(CV) profile was obtained by measuring i —V response at scan rate of
0.2 mV s™' within the potential window of 0.01—3.0 V, using Biologic
VMP-3. The electrochemical charge—discharge was performed using
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Arbin Instrument, USA (BT2000 model) at various constant current
rates. All the electrochemical measurements were done at a constant
temperature of 20 °C.

B RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Structural Characterization. A step synthesis processes
were used to produce MoS, nanowalls. In the first step, an
orange color solution was obtained is due to the formation of
ammonium tetrathiomolybdate {(NH,),MoS,}.'"* The orange
color (NH,),MoS, solution decomposed during the hydro-
thermal treatment to form black color MoS,. The balanced
equation for decomposition reaction is given below

(NH,),MoS, — MoS, + 2NH, 1 +2H,St

XRD pattern of MoS, powder is shown in Figure la, which is
indexed as orthorhombic phase of MoS, (JCPDS card No. 37—
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Figure 1. (a) XRD and (b) Raman spectra of annealed MoS,.

1492). Raman analysis shown in Figure 1b also confirms the
formation of MoS, pure phase. MoS, exhibits sharp peaks at
384 cm™ (Elzg) and 408 cm™ (Alg) that are due to the first-
order Raman vibration modes within the S—Mo—S$ layer.'>"¢
High-resolution scanning electron microscopy was used to
study the morphology of the MoS,. FEG-SEM images (shown
in Figure 2a, b) illustrates that flake/wall type morphology of
MoS, obtained, has agglomerated to form cauliflower

morphology.
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FEG-SEM analysis shows uniformity in the morphology with
wall thickness in the range of 19—23 nm. FEG-TEM gives a
better look on an isolated MoS, nanowall (Figure 2c). The
agglomerated cauliflower is not visible in FEG-TEM images, as
during the FEG-TEM sample preparation the powder sample
was ultrasonically dispersed in acetone which caused the
separation of MoS, flakes, whereas direct powder samples was
used for SEM analysis. The high resolution images (Figure 2d,
e) identify that the well-defined layered structures of MoS,
having an interlayer distance of 0.62 nm for (200) planes'” has
been observed.

From different morphological analysis, the plausible growth
mechanism of cauliflowerlike MoS, formation has been
illustrated in Scheme 2. At the initial stage of the reaction,
(NH,),MoS, decomposed to form MoS, nanosheets.® As the
reaction medium is highly basic, excess of OH™ ions were
present in the solution which is known to have blocking effect
on {001) direction to form a lamellar structure.'® As a result,
growth of MoS, occurred in two directions only to form
nanosheets. The monolayered or bilayered MoS, nanosheets
were attached to each other by van der Waal interaction and
finally self-assembled to form MoS, nano wall/flake. From the
HR-TEM analysis, it is clearly observed that each MoS, nano
wall/flake consists of thin MoS, nanosheets. The stacking of
nanosheets into nanowall is driven by the thermodynamics to
minimize the surface energy.' Stacking of nanosheets into
nano walls/flakes were also observed by other work reported in
the literature.”®*" Finally the nanowalls were agglomerated
during precipitation to form cauliflowerlike MoS,. The
anisotropy in the cauliflowerlike morphology (shown in Figure
S1 in the Supporting Information) proves that it is
agglomeration rather than central nucleation (where the flakes
are growing from a common point at the center of the
cauliflower ball) that leads to the final morphology. The effect
of thermal annealing on the morphology was also checked
which shows that there was no change in the morphology due
to thermal annealing which again implies that cauliflowerlike
morphology was already formed during hydrothermal synthesis.
FEG-SEM images were taken before and after thermal
annealing at 700 °C are shown in Figure S2 of the Supporting
Information.

Electrochemical Performance. As mentioned -earlier,
three different electrodes were prepared to check the
electrochemical activity of MoS, nanowalls. Electrode (I) and
(II) were prepared by using CMC whereas electrode (III) was
prepared the same way as electrode (I) but instead of CMC,
PVDF was used.

XRD analysis of three different thermal treatment conditions
is shown in Figure 3,which reveals that the presence of carbon
during calcination of MoS, does not affect the crystallization
process as the position of the diffraction peaks and their relative
intensities remain same as in case of pure MoS,. Figure 3 also
shows that mixed carbon is graphitized when preheated at 700
°C. The graphitized carbon leads to a better electron
percolation inside the electrode material, which causes the
enhancement of the electrochemical performance of the active
material (discussed later).

Cyclic voltammogram (CV) of electrode (I), (II), and (1)
are shown in Figure 4. During the first discharge process of
electrode (I), two prominent peaks were observed at 0.9 and
0.3 V vs Li/Li". The peak at 0.9 V is due to the intercalation of
Li* in the interlayer spacing of MoS, (formation of LiMoS,),
whereas the peak at 0.3 V is the characteristics of Li,MoS, to
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Figure 2. (a, b) FEG-SEM and (c—e) FEG-TEM images of MoS, nanowall morphology.

Scheme 2. Schematic Representation for the Growth Mechanism of Cauliflowerlike MoS,
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L,S + Mo/Li, conversion reaction. The discharge capacity
corresponding to first lithium insertion into MoS, lattice
(shown in Figure Sa, later) is about 300 mA h g 7/,
corresponding of 1.8 lithium insertion per formula unit of
MoS, (theoretically, 167 mA h g™' is equivalent to one lithium
intake per formula unit of MoS,). Moreover, we have assumed
here that Li solubility is minimum in Mo and there has been a
very little chance to form Mo—Li alloy. Interestingly, before
starting the sharp conversion reaction at 0.3 V, a broad
shoulder started from 0.65 V, which signifies the starting point
of the conversion reaction (as shown in the discharge curve
explained latter in Figure Sb), whereas the actual peak position
here is 0.3 V and shifting to lower potential in consecutive
cycles due to continuous change of electronic environment.
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This phenomena could be explained by lithium insertion in
MoS, layered structure, or in the defect sites of MoS, crystal
structure together with conversion reaction.”””>* In the anodic
sweep two broad peaks at 1.5 and 1.7 V vs Li/Li" and a sharp
peak at 2.4 V vs Li/Li" were observed. The dual peaks at 1.5
and 1.7 V could be associated with two-step Li-ion removal
from Mo via reduction and at 2.4 V vs Li/Li* is due to
oxidation of Li,S into sulfur.”®

Therefore, after completion of first cycle, the electrode
comprises unreacted MoS,, Mo, Li, and S. In the consecutive
cycles, one extra peak at 1.8 V vs Li/Li" was observed during
cathodic sweeps, which was not there in the first cycle. After
careful observation, the broad peak at 1.8 V reveals that the
broad peak designated for multi steps reaction mechanism of
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Figure 3. XRD of MoS, nanowall annealed with carbon and without
carbon.

elemental sulfur with lithium and finally forming Li,S.****

From the consecutive CV cycles, it is revealed that this
reduction peak at 1.8 V shifted to higher energy side and splits
into two parts occurring at 1.9 and 2.1 V, respectively, which
agrees well with the kinetics of the multistep conversion from
elemental sulfur to polysulfides and then to Li,S. It is also
noteworthy to mention here that the transition between Li,S

and S is greatly influenced by the nano characteristics of Mo
metal in the matrix and modifies the reaction chemistry greatly
other than presence of sulfur alone. The other two catholic
peaks at 1.0 V and 0.3 V vs Li/Li" are attributed to Li-ion
insertion in defects sites and Li association with Mo,
respectively.

From the cyclic voltammograms, we can say that for the
electrode (I), the intensity of both these peaks are quite stable
compare to other two electrodes. It has also been observed that
the electrochemistry of other two electrodes (I and III) were
similar to that of electrode (I) but the peak intensity constantly
decrease with cycle numbers for electrode (I) and (III), which
also reflects in the cyclic performance shown later.

Rate and Cyclic Performance. A comparative cyclic
stability of these three electrodes is shown in Figure 4d. First
discharge capacity for the three electrodes obtained at a current
rate of 200 mA g~' were 1008 mAh g™', 942 mA h g”' and 928
mA h g™ 'for electrode (I), (II), (III) respectively. Electrode (I)
exhibits better electrochemical stability for 50 cycles compare
to others. At the end of 50 cycles, discharge capacity exhibited
by these three electrodes were 880 mA h ¢!, 540 mA h ¢ 'and
298 mAh g~! which is equivalent to the capacity retention of
85, 57, and 32% (with respect to first cycle) for electrode (1),
(II), and (III), respectively. So it is clearly observed that
electrode (I) demonstrates a better electrochemical stability
with a capacity retention of 85% when CMC is used as binder,
whereas the electrode prepared using PVDF binder exhibits
poor electrochemical performance with a capacity retention of
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Figure 4. Cyclic voltammograms of (a) electrode (I), (b) electrode (II), and (c) electrode (III) at a scan rate of 0.2 mV s™' for potential range of 3.0
to 0.01 V vs Li/Li". (d) Cyclic performance of electrode (I), (I), and (III) at 200 mA g~ for the potential window of 3.0—0.01 V vs Li/Li" at 20 °C.
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Figure 5. (a) Hlustration of st discharge profile for electrode (I) at 100 mA g™ (OCV to 0.1 V), (b) st discharge and charge profile (OCV to 0.01
V) of electrode (I) at different current rates at 20 °C (for 100 mA g™/, it is OCV to 0.1 V), (c) cyclic performance of electrode (I) at different current

rates, and (d) power cycle performance of electrode (I).

32% of the initial capacity, after SO cycles. A comparison
between MoS, nanowalls and commercially available bulk
MoS, was also performed and shown in Figure S3 in the
Supporting Information. Because of the mesoporous nature of
MoS, nanowalls, it provides better initial capacity as well as
better capacity retention in compare to bulk MoS, with same
operating condition. The capacity retention for bulk MoS, was
63% of its initial capacity in compare to 85% for MoS,
nanowalls. The superiority of the CMC binder over PVDF is
due to the fact that CMC provides a unique homogeneous
three-dimensional networking between the particles of
conductive carbon and active material which leads to a better
electrode architecture.’® It assumed that the mechanical
property of binder is not the only factor that influences the
material performance toward the volume change.”” The
presence of polar functional groups in CMC provides effective
chemical bonding with the active material as well as current
collector, which enhance the stability of the electrode during
cycling”®* So the mechanical as well as the chemical
properties of the CMC binder provide better stability to the
electrode material, which leads to enhanced lithium storage
capability.

The superior stability of electrode (I) may be attributed to
better sintering of MoS, and carbon when heated at 700 °C.
Because of graphitization of carbon, the electrode conductivity
has been increases (impedance spectroscopy of electrode (I) &
(II) shown in Figure S4 in the Supporting Information), which
leads to a better performance. As a known fact of material
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diffusion during high temperature heating (which is widely used
in semiconductor doping),>*' there could be a possibility of
partial diffusion of carbon into the MoS, layers, which provide
better binding between MoS, and carbon, leading to a better
contact between the conductive carbon and active material. In
other cases, where MoS, was first calcined and then grinded
with carbon, the attachment among active material and
conductive carbon is not strong enough, which leads to a loss
in the electronic contact for some of the MoS, particles,
resulting in capacity fading. To establish the superior
electrochemical activity of MoS,, we have checked the cycling
performance of electrode (I) at different current rates. First
discharge profile of the electrode (I) from OCV to 0.1 V vs Li/
Li* at 100 mA g' was represented in the Figure Sa. Two
distinct plateau at 1.1 and 0.6 V vs Li/Li" were observed
respectively. The plateau at 1.1 V is due to the intercalation of
Li* ion in the interlayer spacing of MoS, that accounted for
~1.8 Li* intake. The plateau at 0.6 V is due to conversion
reaction which takes about ~4 Li" ion. So, almost 6 Li* ions per
MoS, are accommodated in the first discharge process and
exhibited discharge capacity of about 1047 mAh g™ at current
density of 100 mA g~'. Quantitatively, 62% of the discharge
capacity is contributed from conversion reaction whereas only
24% is added from intercalation reaction and the remaining
14% comes from electrolyte decomposition and/or other side
reactions. Figure Sb depicts the first discharge and charge
profile of same electrode (I) at different current densities. Two
stable plateaus at 1.1 and 0.6 V vs Li/Li* were observed during
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the first discharge process whereas one plateau at 2.3 V was
observed during first charge process for all the current rates.
Electrode (I) exhibits excellent cyclic stability as well as good
discharge capacity at low as well as high current rates which is
shown in Figure Sc. At a low current rate of 100 mA g~ ', the
MoS, shows highly stable electrochemical performance for the
span of 50 cycles with a superior discharge capacity as high as
880 mA h g! at the end of SO cycles. At higher rate, the
electrode material records proficient cyclic stability and good
discharge capacity of 737 mA h ¢! and 676 mAh g™ after SO
cycles at a discharge current rate of S00 mA g~' and 1000 mA
g~!, respectively. Total 84% of the initial capacity was retained
after SO cycles when discharge at 100 mA g~' whereas the
capacity retention at high rate performances were 73 and 71%
at a current rates of 500 mA g~ and 1000 mA g™' respectively
which is an outstanding example of conversion electrode.
Power cycle performance has been performed at various current
rates to demonstrate the excellent electrochemical stability and
robustness of the electrode material. Figure 5d shows that the
material exhibits discharge capacity of 870, 804, 723, and 653
mA h g_1 capacity at a current rate of 100, 200, 500, and 1000
mA g_l. After reversing back to the current rate of 100 mA g_l,
the material exhibits specific capacity of 864 mA h g™' at 25th
cycle.

A better mixing of MoS, nanowalls, carbon, and CMC binder
exhibits better performance of the electrode when tested as
anode material against lithium metal. Although most of the
reported results on bare MoS, suffers fast capacity fading, our
work on MoS, nanowalls demonstrates a stable discharge
capacity of 880 mA h g™' at the end of 50 cycles at a current
rate of 200 mA h g™, is among the best result in this category.
For example, Du et al.*> reported 800 mA h g™ stable capacity
using reed MoS, for 50 cycles at 50 mA g, Fenget al.*’
reported MoS, nanotubes were exhibiting a discharge capacity
of around 790 mA h g~" after 40 cycles at a current rate of 40
mA g~". Similarly, Xiao et al.>* has reported a constant capacity
of 900 mA h g~ using exfoliated MoS, with PEO, at a current
rate of S0 mA g~'. Mesoporous MoS,was reported by Liu et
al,'” which exhibits a constant capacity of 876 mA h g™" for 100
cycles at 100 mA h g™". Das et al.® reports a stable capacity of
750 mA h ¢! at 100 mA g~' after 100 cycles using MoS,
nanosheets. Ding et al.>* reports MoS, nanosheet microspheres
showing a specific capacity of 600 mA h g™" after 70 cycles at a
current density of 100 mA g~". Zhou et al.*® observed a capacity
of 600 mA h g™ 'at the end of 100 cycle by using MoS,—CMK-3
composites while discharge at 250 mA g~'. Therefore, the
results obtained in the present work stands ahead than most of
the reported results on in situ carbon free MoS, nanoparticles.
But the best result in this category was reported by Hwang et
al” which demonstrate a stable 907 mA h g™* for 50 cycles at a
very high rate of 10.6 A g™' using graphenelike MoS,
nanoplates. There are few other results reported by Chang et
al.”'%%7 having better electrochemical performance then the
present work where in situ carbonization or carbon composite
was used to stabilize the MoS, electrode. MoS,/graphene
composites™” exhibits stable capacity of 1087 and 1300 mA h
g™! for 100 cycles at 100 mA g~' rate, whereas graphenelike
MoS,/amorphous carbon composites'® exhibits a stable
capacity of 912 mA h g~ for 100 cycles at 100 mA g™' rate.

B CONCLUSION

The present work emphasizes on few important points, it
reports a simple and scalable two-step synthesis process to
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prepare MoS, nanowalls and established the role of binder in
the performance of MoS, as anode material. Herein, we have
also reported the importance of compactness of active material
and conductive carbon on the capacity retention. Electrode
made of MoS, nano walls mixed with carbon and sintered at
700 °C exhibits excellent electrochemical activity when CMC
binder was used. A stable capacity of 880 mAh g~ has been
achieved at a current rate of 100 mA g~'. The material also
exhibits a stable capacity of 676 mAh g~ when discharge at a
high rate of 1000 mA g~' and the present result stands ahead
than most of the reported results on bare MoS, nanoparticles.
The excellent electrochemical performance is credited to the
following characteristics of 2D-MoS, nanowalls structure: (a)
the plenty of space between two thin MoS, layers, facilitate easy
electrolyte diffusion, (b) 2D-wall thickness is in the nano range
which again facilitates the solid-state lithium-diffusion in the
MoS, matrix, (c) the 2D nanowall structure can accommodate
huge structural deformation or changes than any other
nanostructure, and (d) finally, specific binder-electroactive
material—carbon interaction can facilitate the electron
percolation as well as hold the conversion reaction products
more tightly and more closely. This work successfully
establishes the candidature of bare MoS, as a high-rate-capable
lithium-battery anode and its reported specific capacity value is
among the best performances to date.
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