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Calcium metal batteries (CMBs) have emerged as a promising alternative to lithium(Li)-based technologies

due to calcium’s (Ca) low reduction potential, high volumetric capacity, and abundance. However, chal-

lenges such as poor Ca2+ transport across passivation layers and limited electrolyte compatibility hinder

practical implementation. Here, we report a fluorine-free electrolyte formulation based on calcium bis

(methanesulfonimide) (Ca(MSI)2) in dimethylacetamide (DMAc). This system offers a safer, more sustain-

able, and environmentally benign alternative to conventional fluorinated electrolytes. Comparative

physicochemical and electrochemical evaluations with the benchmark Ca(TFSI)2/DMAc electrolyte reveal

that Ca(MSI)2 enables stable calcium plating/stripping over 1600 hours with lower overpotential and

improved rate performance. In fact, spectroscopic analyses confirm the formation of a more uniform,

fluorine-free interphase that supports better Ca2+ transport throughout the passivation layer. These

findings highlight the potential of fluorine-free salts for enabling reversible room temperature calcium

metal cycling and advance the development of safer, high-performance multivalent batteries.

Broader context
Developing sustainable electrolytes is central to advancing next-generation electrochemical energy storage (EES) technologies. Beyond lithium-ion systems,
multivalent batteries such as calcium and magnesium promise higher volumetric capacity, elemental abundance, and safer operation. Yet, their progress is
limited by unstable passivation layers and the reliance on fluorinated salts, which often generate resistive interphases and environmentally persistent bypro-
ducts. In this study, we introduce a fluorine-free calcium electrolyte based on calcium bis(methanesulfonimide) (Ca(MSI)2). Demonstrated here in calcium
metal batteries as a model multivalent system, the electrolyte enables highly reversible Ca plating and stripping at room temperature with improved stability
and lower overpotentials compared to fluorinated analogues. The absence of fluorine avoids CaF2-rich interphases and instead promotes a more uniform,
ion-conductive passivation layer. By coupling sustainability with interfacial functionality, this work highlights design rules for halogen-free electrolytes,
offering pathways applicable across emerging multivalent and beyond-lithium battery chemistries.

Multivalent batteries based on Mg2+and Ca2+ are emerging as
promising alternatives to lithium-ion batteries (LIBs), owing to
their elemental abundance, lower dendrite risk, and potential

for multi-electron redox processes.1–5 Batteries based on
calcium metal anode are particularly attractive, offering the
lowest redox potential (−2.87 V vs. SHE) and a high volumetric
capacity of 2073 mAh cm−3 – comparable to that of lithium
metal.6 In addition, the lower charge density of Ca2+ compared
to Mg2+ resulting in lower coulombic interactions potentially
favoring power performance.7 Despite these advantages,
calcium battery development is challenged by interfacial limit-
ations – especially the formation of passivating layers in most
electrolytes that hinder Ca2+ transport. Such passivation layer
formation being favored by calcium standard redox potential
being 500 mV lower the magnesium’s one.

Reversible calcium plating and stripping require the optim-
ization of two key interfacial processes: Ca2+ transport through
the passivation layer and its desolvation at the electrolyte/pas-†These authors contributed equally to this work.

aInstitute of Condensed Matter and Nanosciences, Molecular Chemistry, Materials

and Catalysis, Université catholique de Louvain, Louvain-la-Neuve B-1348, Belgium.

E-mail: alexandru.vlad@uclouvain.be
bDepartment of Chemistry, SOLVOMET R&I Centre, KULeuven, Celestijnenlaan 200F,

Box 2404, 3001 Heverlee, Belgium
cDepartment of Materials Engineering, KULeuven, 3001 Leuven, Belgium
dInstitut de Ciència de Materials de Barcelona, ICMAB-CSIC, Campus UAB,

Bellaterra, Catalonia 08193, Spain
eALISTORE-European Research Institute, CNRS FR 3104, Hub de l’Energie, Rue

Baudelocque, Amiens 80039, France
fWEL Research Institute, Avenue Pasteur, 6, 1300 Wavre, Belgium

© 2025 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry EES Batteries

O
pe

n 
A

cc
es

s 
A

rt
ic

le
. P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
 2

8 
N

ov
em

be
r 

20
25

. D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

on
 1

/2
1/

20
26

 6
:0

5:
19

 P
M

. 
 T

hi
s 

ar
tic

le
 is

 li
ce

ns
ed

 u
nd

er
 a

 C
re

at
iv

e 
C

om
m

on
s 

A
ttr

ib
ut

io
n-

N
on

C
om

m
er

ci
al

 3
.0

 U
np

or
te

d 
L

ic
en

ce
.

View Article Online
View Journal

http://rsc.li/EESBatteries
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-6819-4820
http://orcid.org/0009-0002-1150-7408
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-5771-4301
http://orcid.org/0009-0005-3123-6029
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-0232-0687
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4768-3606
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8232-6324
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-0059-9119
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1039/d5eb00162e&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2025-12-04
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
https://doi.org/10.1039/d5eb00162e
https://pubs.rsc.org/en/journals/journal/EB


sivation interface. A major breakthrough came in 2016, when
Ponrouch et al.8 demonstrated reversible calcium deposition
using Ca(BF4)2 in an EC : PC solvent blend at elevated tempera-
tures (70–100 °C). This system formed a mixed organic–in-
organic passivation layer that allowed Ca2+ diffusion to some
extent, with boron cross-linked polymeric matrices present in
the passivation layer potentially playing an important role
allowing for Ca plating.9,10 The composition of passivation
layers can significantly affect Ca2+ mobility. Density functional
theory (DFT) calculations indicate that the migration barriers
vary considerably among different interphase components:
CaF2 (∼2046 meV) and CaCO3 (∼1436 meV) are highly resistive,
CaO is moderately conductive (∼997 meV), while CaH2 exhibits
the lowest barrier (∼541 meV), consistent with its favorable ion
transport characteristics.9,11,12 Room-temperature calcium
plating was later realized using Ca(BH4)2-based electrolytes,
which generate a CaH2-rich SEI that enabled sufficient Ca2+

transport.13–16 However, their limited anodic stability and high
reactivity restrict compatibility with high-voltage cathodes and
non-ether solvents.10 To address this, more anodically stable
salts – such as Ca[B(hfip)4]2 and Ca[Al(hfip)4]2 – were devel-
oped, enabling operation above 3 V.11,17–20 However, these
salts are synthetically complex, expensive, and sensitive to
impurities.

As an alternative strategy, Hou et al.21 introduced a high-
donor solvent, dimethylacetamide (DMAc), combined with Ca
(TFSI)2. This system facilitated reversible Ca cycling at low over-
potentials by forming an organic-rich SEI. While inorganic
components may still be needed for long-term stability,22 the
DMAc-based formulation favored the formation of solvent-sep-
arated ion pairs (SSIPs), which reduced polarization and mini-
mized the need for complex electrolyte engineering. Despite
initial success, long-term cycling with Ca(TFSI)2 revealed
increasing polarization, attributed to TFSI− decomposition
and CaF2 accumulation at the interface.9,21 Although TFSI− is
bulky and charge-delocalized, it tends to form contact ion
pairs (CIPs) above 0.5 M – even in high donor number solvents
– leading to anion reduction and a brittle, ion-insulating passi-

vation layer.23,24 In response to these limitations and growing
safety and environmental concerns over halogenated com-
pounds, we synthesized Ca(MSI)2, a fluorine-free analogue of
Ca(TFSI)2, and paired it with DMAc.

This new formulation demonstrated improved perform-
ance, achieving lower polarization (0.82 V vs. 0.95 V with TFSI)
and stable cycling for over 1600 h at 0.02 mA cm−2.
Characterization showed that Ca(MSI)2 produces a thinner,
more uniform SEI with reduced interfacial decomposition.
Differences in anion geometry and coordination strength influ-
ence CIP formation and desolvation dynamics, shaping the
resulting SEI structure and ion transport properties. The
enhanced stability of Ca(MSI)2 highlights that improved ionic
mobility and SEI uniformity can reduce the need for inorganic
interphase engineering.9 Furthermore, its fluorine-free nature
not only prevents CaF2 formation but also aligns with sustain-
ability goals by avoiding the energy-intensive synthesis of C–F
bonds. Recent studies (He et al.25,26) have underscored the
importance of developing fluorine-free calcium electrolytes for
improved electrochemical reversibility, reduced environmental
impact, and safer large-scale battery deployment.

Ca(MSI)2 was synthesized by first preparing the MSI ligand,
following the method reported by Zhang et al.,27 using in-
expensive and commercially available reagents, methanesulfo-
nyl chloride and methanesulfonylamine. In contrast to the
classic multistep, low-temperature synthesis of bis(trifluoro-
methylsulfonyl)imide,28 which involves electrochemical fluori-
nation in anhydrous HF and produces toxic by-products, MSI
can be synthesized safely and cost-effectively from readily avail-
able non-fluorinated reagents under mild conditions. The full
experimental procedure is described in detail in the SI, and
cost calculations are provided in Table S1. Calcium salt of MSI
was then prepared via a solid-state mechano-thermal
approach. Specifically, MSI and calcium acetate (Ca(OAc)2)
were mixed and subsequently heated at 200 °C under vacuum
(Scheme 1B). This annealing temperature was guided by
thermogravimetric analysis (TGA), which showed that the MSI
ligand is thermally stable under the applied synthesis con-

Scheme 1 (A) Interfacial behaviour and molecular structures of Ca(TFSI)2 and Ca(MSI)2 electrolytes. (B) Synthesis of Ca(MSI)2 via solid-state reaction
by calcium acetate (Ca(OAc)2), and dimesylamine (MSI), followed by grinding and heating.
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ditions. Furthermore, the resulting Ca(MSI)2 exhibits excellent
thermal stability, remaining stable up to 349 °C as confirmed
by TGA (Fig. S1).

The synthesized Ca(MSI)2 salt was characterized by Fourier
transform infrared spectroscopy (FTIR), elemental analysis,
nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) spectroscopy, and powder
X-ray diffraction (PXRD), (Fig. 1). FTIR spectroscopy corro-
borates the formation of Ca(MSI)2 (Fig. 1A). The broad N–H
stretching band observed between 3050–3250 cm−1 in the free
ligand is absent in the salt, consistent with full ligand deproto-
nation. Shifts in the characteristic SvO stretching bands
within the 1300–1100 cm−1 region upon salt formation indi-
cate coordination between sulfonyl groups and the calcium
cation. Complementary CHNS elemental analysis and ICP-OES
measurements (Table S2) further confirm the successful syn-
thesis and purity of the Ca(MSI)2 salt. NMR spectra provide
further confirmation of the formation and purity of Ca(MSI)2
(Fig. 1B). In the 1H NMR spectrum of the pristine MSI ligand,
the main singlet at ∼3.0 ppm corresponds to the six protons
from two methyl groups. Upon salt formation, this signal
shifts downfield to ∼2.7 ppm, reflecting changes in the elec-
tronic environment. The loss of the N–H proton resonance at
10.1 ppm (inset) verifies full deprotonation of the MSI ligand
and consequent salt formation. No signals attributable to

calcium acetate or uncoordinated MSI were observed, confirm-
ing the compound’s purity. The PXRD pattern of Ca(MSI)2 dis-
plays a distinct set of diffraction peaks compared to those of
the free MSI ligand and commercial Ca(OAc)2, confirming the
formation of a new crystalline phase (Fig. 1C). This structural
change also evidences the successful synthesis of a well-
defined calcium salt. Moreover, comparison with the XRD
pattern of Ca(TFSI)2 (Fig. S2) reveals a shift of diffraction peaks
in Ca(MSI)2 toward higher 2θ values, indicating reduced lattice
spacings. This shift is consistent with the substitution of the
bulkier fluorinated TFSI− anion by the smaller hydrogen-con-
taining MSI− anion, resulting in a more compact crystal
structure.

We assessed the compatibility of the synthesized Ca salt
with various solvents via a solubility study. First, different Ca
salts were dissolved at 0.1 M in multiple solvents to gauge
baseline solubility. Then, Ca(MSI)2 was dissolved to saturation
to find its maximum solubility (Fig. 2A). Red bars indicate
incomplete dissolution at 0.1 M, green bars – full dissolution.
Limited dissociation stems from strong electrostatic inter-
actions between Ca2+ and nitrogen-centered MSI−. DMF,
DMSO, and DMAc fully dissolved Ca(MSI)2, with DMF and
DMSO reaching ∼1 mol L−1. Solubility correlated with solvent
donor number (DN) and dielectric constant; DMF, DMSO, and

Fig. 1 (A) Infrared spectra of Ca(MSI)2 and MSI, (B) NMR spectra of MSI (*DMSO-d6, **water), (C) The PXRD spectra of Ca(MSI)2, Ca(OAc)2, and MSI.
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DMAc have high DN (≥ 26), acting as strong Lewis bases stabi-
lizing Ca2+ (Table S3). Low-DN solvents – acetonitrile, propy-
lene carbonate, sulfolane, and ethers – failed to dissolve Ca
(MSI)2, highlighting the critical role of solvent coordination.
The detailed experimental conditions and solvation behavior
are presented in Fig. S4.

For physicochemical characterization, we focused on
DMAc-based electrolytes, shown later to yield the best electro-
chemical performance. To understand the anion’s role, we
compared Ca(MSI)2 and Ca(TFSI)2, investigating how replacing
fluorine with hydrogen affects properties. Viscosity measure-
ments (Fig. 2B) showed the expected increase at lower tempera-
tures. At both concentrations, Ca(MSI)2 solutions exhibited
consistently higher viscosities than Ca(TFSI)2, suggesting
stronger ion-solvent and ion-ion interactions associated with
the MSI− anion, despite its lower molecular weight. In both
electrolytes, viscosity increased with salt concentration, reflect-
ing enhanced ion pairing and reduced solvent mobility.

Ionic conductivity measurements (Fig. 2D and Table S3,
Fig. S5) showed conductivity increasing with concentration for
both salts. Ca(TFSI)2 consistently outperformed Ca(MSI)2: at
20 °C, 0.1 M solutions had conductivities of 4.13 mS cm−1

(TFSI) vs. 3.80 mS cm−1 (MSI), rising to 8.28 and 6.74 mS cm−1

at 0.5 M. This difference is attributed to the bulkier, more
charge-delocalized TFSI−, which promotes greater ion dis-
sociation and mobility. The smaller MSI− likely forms tighter
ion pairs with Ca2+, reducing free charge carriers and, along
with higher viscosity, lowering conductivity. Despite this, the
differences are small, suggesting both support effective ion
transport under these conditions.

Raman spectral analysis was conducted to gain deeper
insight into ion pairing and solvation structures in both Ca
salt systems. As shown in Fig. 2D, the characteristic vibrational
modes of the free TFSI− and MSI− anions (740 cm−1 according
to Forero-Saboya et al.29) overlap with the strong solvent band
of DMAc at 739 cm−1, which complicates direct observation of

Fig. 2 (A) Solubility study: solvent effectiveness comparison of Ca(MSI)2 electrolytes. (B) Viscosity (C), conductivity (solid lines represent the Vogel–
Tammann–Fulcher (VTF) fits, see Table S4 for fitting parameters) (D) Raman spectra of Ca(TFSI)2 and Ca(MSI)2 in DMAc at different salt concen-
trations. Filled circle (●) denotes free solvent, while open circle (○) denotes Ca2+-coordinated solvent. * – the band assigned to cation–anion
contact ion pairs appears in all cases at 748 cm−1.
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uncoordinated anions. Nevertheless, ion pairing is clearly evi-
denced by the emergence of a distinct band at 748 cm−1. In
the case of the Ca(TFSI)2 system, this band is assigned to the
formation of [CaTFSI]+ contact ion pairs. A similar spectral
evolution is observed in the Ca(MSI)2 system, where the inten-
sity of the [CaMSI]+ feature increases with salt concentration
(Fig. S7). This indicates enhanced interactions between Ca2+

and the MSI− anion and confirms the formation of contact ion
pairs in both systems.

In parallel, another key observation is the evolution of the
DMAc solvent peak at 960 cm−1, which corresponds to free,
uncoordinated solvent molecules. As salt concentration
increases, the intensity of this peak gradually decreases,
accompanied by the emergence of a new band corresponding
to DMAc coordinated to Ca2+ ions. This shift is consistently
observed for both salts and indicates that Ca2+ increasingly
interacts with the solvent molecules at higher concentrations,
leading to more pronounced cation-solvent coordination.
Taken together, these spectral characteristics illustrate the
gradual evolution of solvation structures and the growing
extent of ion association as concentration rises.

The formation and nature of contact ion pairs are closely
linked to the properties of the anions. As previously reported
by Forero-Saboya et al.,9 the TFSI− anion, due to its large size,
conformational flexibility, and high degree of charge delocali-
zation, tends to form fewer contact ion pairs compared to
more localized anions like BF4

−, which are readily incorpor-
ated into the first solvation shell. In our study, the MSI− anion
appears to behave similarly to TFSI−, despite its smaller size
and relatively higher charge density. The gradual increase of
the [CaMSI]+ Raman signal with concentration, without strong
evidence for tight ion clustering or sharp decreases in conduc-
tivity, suggests that MSI− also acts as a relatively weakly coordi-
nating anion.

Raman analysis (Fig. S7) indicates somewhat stronger
contact ion pair (CIP) features in Ca(TFSI)2 compared to Ca
(MSI)2, which could at first seem to contradict the higher con-
ductivity observed for the TFSI−-based electrolyte. However,
this difference can be rationalized by considering both the
nature of ion association and the overall mobility of ionic
species. Raman spectroscopy probes static (or time-averaged)
local coordination, not ion-pair lifetime. Conductivity,
however, depends on the dynamic mobility and exchange rate
of charged species. So, even if Raman shows more ‘CIP-like’
spectral features, if those pairs rapidly dissociate or exchange
partners, they can still contribute to ionic transport almost as
efficiently as free ions.30–32

While Ca(TFSI)2 exhibits a higher fraction of CIPs, these
ion pairs are less strongly bound and more dynamically disso-
ciating than those formed in Ca(MSI)2. The TFSI− anion is sig-
nificantly larger and more charge-delocalized, which reduces
coulombic interaction strength and facilitates transient ion
dissociation. Consequently, even though the instantaneous
CIP population is higher, the lifetime of these associations is
shorter, allowing a larger number of charge carriers to contrib-
ute to ionic transport. In contrast, the smaller and more loca-

lized MSI− anion forms tighter ion pairs and aggregates with
Ca2+, which restricts ion mobility and decreases the effective
number of free charge carriers. Therefore, the greater ionic
conductivity of Ca(TFSI)2 arises not from a lower degree of ion
pairing, but from the higher mobility and weaker binding
energy of the associated species, leading to more efficient
dynamic ion transport.

In summary, the Raman data reflect the equilibrium ion-
association structure, whereas the conductivity measure-
ments capture the dynamic charge-transport behavior. The
two observations are consistent when considering that the
TFSI−-based electrolyte supports faster ion-pair exchange
and higher ion mobility, yielding the observed increase in
conductivity. Taken together, Raman analysis reinforces the
idea that the substitution of fluorine with hydrogen in the
anion structure (from TFSI− to MSI−) does not drastically
alter the fundamental coordination chemistry, but rather
offers a fluorine-free alternative with similar physicochemical
behavior.

Building on these insights into the comparable coordi-
nation environments provided by TFSI− and MSI−, we next
explored how the choice of solvent influences the electro-
chemical performance of Ca(MSI)2-based electrolytes. We
tested Ca(MSI)2 in DMSO, DMF, and DMAc – selected as the
only solvents in which the salt was sufficiently soluble. Among
them, the DMAc-based electrolyte delivered the best results,
showing superior cycling stability and the lowest overpotential
(Fig. S9). This observation is consistent with previous findings
by Hou et al.,21 who attributed DMAc’s favorable behavior to
its strong solvating power that facilitates the formation of
solvent-dominated solvation sheaths, thereby suppressing
anion decomposition and promoting the formation of an
organic-rich, ion-conductive passivation layer.

Having identified DMAc as the optimal solvent, we sub-
sequently performed a direct comparison of calcium plating/
stripping behavior in Ca(TFSI)2- and Ca(MSI)2-based electro-
lytes to isolate and assess the specific influence of the anion
on calcium electrochemistry (Fig. 3). A remarkably stable
cycling profile was observed in the Ca(MSI)2-based electrolyte
for over more than 800 cycles, starting with an overpotential of
0.82 V that gradually increased to 1.75 V after 1600 hours of
continuous operation (Fig. 3A). In contrast, a slightly higher
initial overpotential of 0.95 V was measured in case of Ca
(TFSI)2 electrolyte. Moreover, a sharp and early rise in overpo-
tential was recorded after only ∼200 hours of cycling up to
1.25 V (Fig. 3A). A similar cycling behavior was observed in
both salts at a lower concentration of 0.1 M (Fig. S8). While
Raman spectroscopy and ionic conductivity measurements
confirm similar coordination chemistry for both anions in
bulk of the solution, the distinct electrochemical responses
clearly points to interfacial processes as being the critical
differentiator.9,33,34 The gradual increase in overpotential with
time is most likely due to the continuous growth and thicken-
ing of this passivation layer. As it becomes denser, ionic
diffusion – particularly of Ca2+ ions – through the interphase
becomes increasingly restricted, thereby requiring a higher
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driving force (i.e., overpotential) to sustain efficient plating
and stripping.35,36

To further evaluate kinetic limitations and interphase stabi-
lity, we carried out electrochemical cycling at varying current
densities (0.02, 0.05, 0.1 mA cm−2, and back to 0.02 mA cm−2)
(Fig. 3B). Generally stable voltage profiles were maintained in
both electrolytes across the range of applied current variations.
However, Ca(MSI)2 consistently showed lower and more stable
overpotentials than Ca(TFSI)2, indicating a higher electro-
chemical tolerance of the interface to the rate-induced stress.
Upon increasing current density, both systems exhibited rising
overpotentials, but Ca(TFSI)2 showed a much sharper increase,
along with signs of instability. In contrast, Ca(MSI)2 retained
more stable voltage behavior, even under higher current loads.
Upon returning to the original low current density, both
systems recovered their initial electrochemical performance
(Fig. 3B). The differing overpotential trends observed for the
Ca(MSI)2 and Ca(TFSI)2 systems are most likely attributed to
variations in the composition of the passivation layers formed
on the calcium metal surface. These compositional differ-
ences, which influence Ca2+ transport across the interphase,
are discussed in more detail in the following section.

In terms of electrochemical stability, both Ca(TFSI)2 and Ca
(MSI)2 electrolytes exhibit stable behavior over the tested
cycling range (Fig. S10). The Ca(MSI)2-based electrolyte shows
a cathodic stability limit (reduction onset) at approximately
−2.88 V, whereas the Ca(TFSI)2-based system becomes reduc-
tively unstable at a slightly higher potential of around −2.40 V
vs. Ca/Ca2+. On the anodic side, Ca(MSI)2 remains stable up to
∼4.31 V, while Ca(TFSI)2 exhibits a broader oxidative stability

window, extending to ∼4.96 V vs. Ca/Ca2+. In both systems, dis-
tinct cathodic peaks are observed between −3 V and −1 V vs.
Ca/Ca2+, likely corresponding to calcium metal plating, electro-
lyte decomposition, or side reactions occurring at the elec-
trode–electrolyte interface.

To understand how electrolyte chemistry influences
calcium plating/stripping, we conducted high-resolution XPS
on Ca metal electrodes after 10 cycles in symmetric Ca/Ca cells
using Ca(TFSI)2 and Ca(MSI)2 in DMAc at 0.2 mA cm−2 (1 h
per half-cycle) (Fig. 4A). The F 1s spectra show clear differ-
ences: Ca(TFSI)2 exhibits peaks at 687.9 eV and 684.4 eV,
assigned to C–F and Ca–F (from CaF2), respectively – products
of TFSI− decomposition.21 These signals are absent with Ca
(MSI)2 (the F 1s signal was only 0.4% of the atomic concen-
tration and originates from trace surface contamination and
does not represent an intrinsic component of the Ca(MSI)2
system). In the O 1s region, Ca(TFSI)2 shows a peak at ∼532.2
eV by carbonyl, while Ca(MSI)2 features a stronger peak at
529.3 eV (Ca–O bonds), indicating more CaO formation. A
peak at 531.1 eV, related to CaCO3, is more intense in the MSI
case, alongside a shoulder at 532.9 eV by C–O–C/C–OH.13,21,37

The C 1s spectra indicate similar organic species in both
electrolytes, but Ca(TFSI)2 uniquely shows –CF3 peaks, con-
firming incorporation of fluorinated decomposition products.9

Ca 2p spectra reveal three doublets in Ca(TFSI)2 systems. The
main peak at 347.5 eV – CaCO3 is common.13,38,39 Ca(TFSI)2
also shows a peak at 348.9 eV, which answers CaF2, consistent
with F 1s data.39 A lower-energy peak near 346.9 eV likely
corresponds to CaO, and CaH2.

40 Elemental analysis (Fig. 4B
and S11) shows high fluorine/sulfur content for Ca(TFSI)2,

Fig. 3 (A) Cyclic stability at 0.02 mA cm−2 and (B) rate capability of Ca/Ca symmetric cells in 0.5 M Ca(MSI)2 and Ca(TFSI)2 in DMAc electrolytes.
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versus higher oxygen content for Ca(MSI)2 – highlighting fun-
damentally different interfacial chemistries. Further plating
experiments on Cu (Fig. S12 and S13) confirmed that Ca
(TFSI)2 forms a fluorine-rich, heavily decomposed SEI domi-
nated by CaF2, while Ca(MSI)2 yields a fluorine-free, carbonate-
rich, organic SEI. This chemical contrast directly affects per-
formance: the resistive CaF2 layer in Ca(TFSI)2 hampers Ca2+

transport, leading to higher polarization, while the thinner,
more uniform, CaF2-free SEI in Ca(MSI)2 facilitates improved
ion transport and cycling stability. Morphological analysis
(Fig. 4C) supports these conclusions – Ca(TFSI)2 shows a
rough, inhomogeneous surface; Ca(MSI)2 yields a smoother Ca
metal deposit, possibly the result of a more compact and
homogeneous interphase favoring uniform electrodeposition.

Finally, to assess their practical applicability, the optimized
electrolyte was tested in full Ca metal cells employing a
3,4,9,10-perylenetetracarboxylic dianhydride (PTCDA) organic
cathode (Fig. S15). The cell delivered clear reversible charge–
discharge profiles in 0.5 M Ca(MSI)2 in DMAc, demonstrating
efficient calcium plating and stripping at the metal anode and
reversible redox activity of PTCDA,41 while requiring further
optimization for enabling efficient cycling of high voltage Ca-
ion cathodes.42 Although a gradual capacity fading was
observed upon cycling, this degradation is attributed to the
partial dissolution of PTCDA in the electrolyte. These results

provide direct experimental evidence that the optimized elec-
trolyte enables reversible Ca metal operation under realistic
full-cell conditions, thereby validating its potential for inte-
gration into future calcium-based battery systems.

In summary, we introduce methanesulfonylimide (MSI−), a
fluorine-free anions that enables the design of high-perform-
ance and environmentally benign electrolytes for calcium
metal batteries. Owing to its straightforward synthetic accessi-
bility and absence of fluorinated moieties, the hydrogen-rich
analogue of TFSI− offers a sustainable alternative to commer-
cially available salts, whose degradation products often
include corrosive and insulating fluorides. The Ca(MSI)2/
DMAc system exhibits stable and reversible Ca plating/strip-
ping with lower overpotentials, and improved interfacial pro-
perties compared to its Ca(TFSI)2-based counterpart.
Spectroscopic and surface analyses reveal that the absence of
fluorine prevents CaF2 formation and instead promotes the
growth of a uniform, organic-rich SEI that facilitates more
efficient Ca2+ transport. This work highlights the importance
of tuning solvation structures and interfacial chemistry
through careful salt and solvent design. While a moderate
increase in overpotential is observed during prolonged cycling,
further enhancement of electrochemical stability and ionic
conductivity is anticipated through future interfacial engineer-
ing strategies such as the integration of artificial SEI layers or

Fig. 4 (A) XPS profiles, (B) atomic ratio, and (C) SEM images of the SEIs formed on the Ca-electrode after 10 cycles in 0.5 M Ca(MSI)2 and Ca(TFSI)2
in DMAc electrolytes.
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co-solvent optimization. Overall, this work contributes to a
broader paradigm shift in SEI design for emerging recharge-
able calcium metal batteries, offering valuable guidance for
the development of safe, sustainable, and fluorine-free
electrolytes.
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