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Abstract
Strontium segregation (coupled to phase decomposition and impurity poison-
ing) and electrode delamination are two of the most important degradation
mechanisms currently limiting the long-term stability of solid oxide fuel cell
and electrolysis cell (SOFC and SOEC) air electrodes. The present study aims
to demonstrate that air electrodes made of entropy-stabilized multi-component
oxides can mitigate these degradation mechanisms while providing excellent
cell performance. A SOEC utilizing La0.2Pr0.2Nd0.2Sm0.2Sr0.2CoO3-δ (LPNSSC)
as an air electrode delivers −1.56 A/cm2 at 1.2 V at 800◦C. This performance
exceeds that of a commercial cell with La0.6Sr0.4CoO3-δ (LSC) air electrode,
which reaches −1.43 A/cm2. In a long-term electrolysis test, the LPNSSC cell
shows stable performance during 700 h, while the LSC cell degrades continu-
ously. Post-mortem analyses by scanning electron microscopy-energy dispersive
X-ray spectroscopy indicate complete delamination of the LSC electrode, while
LPNSSC shows excellent adhesion. The amount of secondary phases formed
(esp. SrSO4) is also much lower in LPNSSC compared to LSC. In conclusion,
the high-entropy perovskite LPNSSC is a promising option for air electrodes of
solid oxide cells. While LPNSSC can compete with ‒ or even outperform ‒ LSC
air electrodes in terms of electrochemical performance, it could be particularly
advantageous in terms of long-term stability in SOEC mode.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Nowadays, hydrogen is acknowledged as a fundamental
component of a sustainable green industry [1–3] andpoten-
tial fields of application include many energy-intensive
industrial divisions [4–6]. In addition to efficient storage
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and transport, one of the biggest hurdles is the sus-
tainable production of green hydrogen. In this context,
high-temperature water electrolysis with solid oxide cells
(SOCs) is a promising technology for large-scale appli-
cations [7, 8]. Moreover, solid oxide fuel cells (SOFCs),
solid oxide electrolysis cells (SOECs), or reversible SOCs
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(RSOCs) can also be applied as power balancing or inde-
pendent power supply systems [9]. Such industrial-scale
plants can play an important role in buffering fluctuat-
ing and seasonal wind and solar energy [10]. Especially
in combination with applications that also require or sup-
ply thermal energy, SOCs can develop their full potential
[11]. Although application areas are growing, there are
still some challenges for SOCs to achieve broad market
penetration. These issues concern in particular the costs
of materials and systems, which go hand in hand with
the efficiency and lifetime of SOC solutions. The air elec-
trode is a key component of SOCs [12], which requires
materials with excellent electrochemical performance and
good long-term stability [13–16]. Especially in the electrol-
ysis mode, delamination of the air electrode is a critical
degradation mechanism caused by high internal oxygen
pressure in the electrolyte close to the air electrode inter-
face [17]. In addition, Sr segregation is one of the main
reasons for air electrode degradation in state-of-the-art
(SOTA) perovskites like La0.6Sr0.4Co0.2Fe0.8O3-δ (LSCF)
[18–21] and La0.6Sr0.4CoO3-δ (LSC) [22–26]. High-entropy
(multi-component) oxides are a relatively new strategy to
stabilize ceramic compounds through their increased con-
figurational entropy [27]. This approach is also suitable to
improve the thermodynamic stability of perovskites (gen-
eral formula ABO3) by mixing n ≥ 5 cations on the A-
and/or B-sites of the crystal lattice [27–30]. Compared to
low-entropy perovskites (LEP) such as LSCF, Sr segrega-
tion is suppressed in medium- (MEP) and high-entropy
perovskites (HEP) [31, 32]. Good electrochemical perfor-
mances and low polarization resistances are reported for
SOCs with HEP and MEP air electrodes [31–34]. How-
ever, there is a need for further experimental verification
and deeper insights into the structure-property relation-
ships in order to prove enhanced long-term stability of
electrochemical SOCs with HEP electrodes. In the present
study, the HEP La0.2Pr0.2Nd0.2Sm0.2Sr0.2CoO3-δ (LPNSSC)
is characterized as a SOC air electrode in terms of elec-
trochemical performance, long-term stability, microstruc-
ture, and cation distribution. The composition LPNSSC
was selected in analogy to the well-investigated low-
entropy perovskites from the series (La,Sr)CoO3-δ, which
show high electronic and significant ionic conductivities
and fast oxygen exchange kinetics [35, 36], but limited
long-term stability [37, 38]. For the A-site, Pr, Nd, and Sm
were chosen in addition to La and Sr since these rare earth
elements have similar ionic radii as La and Sr [39]. In
order to maximize the configurational entropy (Equation
S1), the five cations were used in equimolar amounts of 0.2
each. In particular, this work aims at demonstrating that
the power densities and long-term stabilities of cells with
HEP electrodes can exceed those of cells with SOTA per-
ovskites, especially in SOECmode, and that Sr segregation

and delamination of the air electrode are lower for HEPs
compared to SOTA electrode materials.

2 EXPERIMENTAL SECTION

2.1 Synthesis of LPNSSC

LPNSSC powder is synthesized by the citric acid–
ethylenediaminetetraacetate (CA-EDTA) sol-gel method.
Stoichiometric amounts of metal nitrates, that is,
La(NO3)3⋅6H2O, Pr(NO3)3⋅6H2O, Nd(NO3)3⋅6H2O,
Sm(NO3)3⋅6H2O, Sr(NO3)2 and Co(NO3)2⋅6H2O (all
chemicals purchased from Aldrich, purity ≥99.0%), are
dissolved in deionized water, stirred, heated and mixed
with 1 mol anhydrous citric acid per mol of cations. A pH
of 8 is adjusted by the addition of an aqueous ammonia
solution. The temperature of the solution is then raised
on a hot plate to evaporate water and form a gel. After the
water is completely evaporated, spontaneous combustion
occurs, and the temperature is maintained until the
gel is completely converted to raw ash. The powder is
homogenized with an agate mortar and then calcined for
4 h at 1000◦C in the air with heating and cooling rates of 5
K/min1.

2.2 Preparation of cells

The calcined LPNSSC powder ismilled for 48 h on a rolling
bench using 3 mm diameter zirconia balls in ethanol until
a particle size distributionwithd50 of approximately 0.5 µm
is reached. A terpineol-based ink vehicle containing 6wt.%
ethyl cellulose is used to produce a screen-printing paste
containing 66 wt.% LPNSSC. The paste is screen-printed
onto commercially available 2 cm diameter round anode-
supported cell (ASC) substrates (fuelcellmaterials) and 5×5
cm2 square ASC substrates (Elcogen AS). The active area
of the cells is 1.1 cm2 (button cells) and 16 cm2 (square
cells). The cells with the printed electrodes are sintered for
2 h at 1070◦C with heating rates of 5 K/min and cooling
rates of 2 K/min. A commercial 5×5 cm2 ASC consisting
of an LSC air electrode, GDC diffusion barrier, YSZ elec-
trolyte, and Ni-YSZ fuel electrode (Elcogen AS) was used
as a benchmark for comparison with the 5×5 cm2 LPNSSC
cell.

2.3 Microstructural characterization

The microstructure of the cells is investigated by field
emission scanning electron microscopy (FESEM) using a
ZEISS 450 GeminiSEM in backscattered electron (BSE)
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and secondary electron (SE) mode with 5 kV and 3 nA.
For the preparation of specimen cross sections, the cells
are sectioned with a diamond wire saw and then cut with
a Hitachi IM400Plus ion slicer. A thin layer of gold is
sputtered onto the samples to ensure good electrical con-
ductivity. The distribution of chemical elements is mapped
by energy dispersive X-ray spectroscopy (EDX) using an
Ultim Extreme detector from Oxford Instruments at an
energy range of 10 keV.

2.4 Electrochemical characterization

Button cells with a diameter of 2 cm are investigated using
a Probostat system (NorECs Norwegian Electro Ceram-
ics AS) and a frequency response analyzer (Novocontrol
Alpha-A) with potentiostat/galvanostat interface (Novo-
control POT/GAL 15 V/10 A). Electrochemical impedance
spectroscopy (EIS) is performed in a four-wire configura-
tion in the frequency range of 10 mHz – 1 MHz. The cells
are placed in an alumina sample holder inside a tubular
furnace. Gold sealant ensures gas tightness between the air
side and the fuel side. Ni-mesh/Ni-paste and Pt-mesh/Pt-
paste are used for current collection on the fuel electrode
and air electrode, respectively.
Square 5×5 cm2 cells are electrochemically character-

ized with an Evaluator C50-HT (Horiba FuelCon GmbH)
system. The cells are placed between an alumina plate and
a polished ceramic cell housing to ensure gas tightness. Ni-
and Pt-meshes (without metallic contact pastes) are used
as current collectors on the fuel and air electrode sides,
respectively. A mechanical load of 1 kg is used to improve
the gas tightness and reduce contact resistance.
For both button cells and square cells, the current

density-voltage characteristics are recorded at current
ramps of up to 3 mA/(cm2 s) until the voltage reaches at
least 1.2 V (SOEC) or drops to 0.7 V (SOFC). For button
cells, the cell performance under continuous load is eval-
uated at a gas flow of 40 ml/min at the fuel electrode and
100 ml/min at the air electrode. For SOEC operation, the
fuel stream is humidified with a Humistat setup (NorECs
Norwegian Electro Ceramics AS). For the 5×5 cm2 planar
cells, the fuel and air flow rates are 1 l/min unless other-
wise specified. Heating and cooling rates are 2 K/min for
button cells and 1 K/min for 5×5 cm2 ASCs.

3 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

3.1 Electrochemical characterization

The performance of LPNSSC | GDC | YSZ | Ni-YSZ but-
ton cells is evaluated in SOFC mode in the temperature

F IGURE 1 Current-voltage curves (solid lines) and power
densities (dashed lines) of a button cell with
La0.2Pr0.2Nd0.2Sm0.2Sr0.2CoO3-δ (LPNSSC) air electrode in solid
oxide fuel cell (SOFC) mode at different temperatures. Gas flows
were 100 ml/min with 20% O2 (rest Ar) at the air electrode and
40 ml/min H2 with 3% H2O at the fuel electrode.

range from 650◦C to 800◦C. Figure 1 shows the cell voltage
and power density versus the current density. The power
densities at 0.7 V are 0.59, 0.42, 0.26, and 0.13 W/cm2 at
800, 750, 700, and 650◦C, respectively. According to the
Nernst equation, the theoretical equilibrium potential for
a 97% H2 / 3% H2O fuel mixture vs. 20% O2 at 800◦C is
1.10 V. However, the measured open circuit voltage (OCV)
at 800◦C shows only 1.04 V and also remains below the
theoretical value at 650◦C. This indicates a minor gas leak
due to imperfect sealing, but it is not expected to have a
significant impact on the characterization.
Impedance spectra of the button cell are recorded at

OCV as shown in Figure 2. The overall polarization resis-
tance Rp and the serial resistance Rs are determined by
fitting the curves to an equivalent circuit in the configura-
tion (L0+Rs) + R1||CPE1 + R2||CPE2 + R3||CPE3. Here L0
is the inductance of the setup, Rs corresponds to the ohmic
part of the impedance, and the resistances R1, R2, and R3
add up to Rp. Constant phase elements (CPEs) are used
to model the capacitive components of the polarization
processes. The CPE values are then converted to equiv-
alent capacitances (Ci) using the procedure described by
Fleig [40]. The inductance of the setup L0 and the serial
resistance Rs are subtracted from the data sets shown in
Figure 2 for better comparability. Values of Rs and Rp are
listed in Table 1 as a function of temperature. A compre-
hensive overview of the inductive, resistive, and capacitive
contributions obtained from impedance analysis is given
in Table S1.
The long-term performance and degradation behavior

of LPNSSC are investigated in SOEC mode using 5×5
cm2 planar cells. Initial electrochemical characterization
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F IGURE 2 Impedance spectra (100 mV below OCV) of the
button cell with La0.2Pr0.2Nd0.2Sm0.2Sr0.2CoO3-δ (LPNSSC) air
electrode at different temperatures. Gas flows were 100 ml/min with
20% O2 (rest Ar) at the air electrode and 40 ml/min H2 with 3% H2O
at the fuel electrode. Lines are fits with the equivalent circuit
described in the text. For better comparability the inductance of the
setup and the serial resistance were subtracted from the data sets.

TABLE 1 Serial resistances (Rs) and total polarization
resistances (Rp) of the button cell with
La0.2Pr0.2Nd0.2Sm0.2Sr0.2CoO3-δ (LPNSSC) air electrode as obtained
from impedance spectra shown in Figure 2.

T /◦C 800 750 700 650
Rs / Ω cm2 0.051 0.066 0.090 0.143
Rp / Ω cm2 0.438 0.626 1.04 1.98

is performed with 90%, 70%, and 50% H2O (rest H2).
Current densities reach −1.24, −0.92, and −0.74 A/cm2,
respectively, at 1.2 V and 800◦C as shown in Figure 3. In
addition to the 5×5 cm2 LPNSSC cell, the electrochemical
performance of a 2 cm button cell is investigated in order
to evaluate the influence of the different cell sizes and test
setups. For the button cell, the SOEC current density at
1.2 V with 70% H2O is −1.6 A/cm2 (Figure S1), which is
significantly higher than the −0.92 A/cm2 reached by the
5×5 cm2 cell (Figure 3). As the layer structure of both cells
is very similar, this difference suggests differences in test
setups and gas supplies as underlying causes. For exam-
ple, reducing the H2O/H2 inlet flow from standard 1 l/min
to a lower flow of 0.25 l/min has a significant impact on
the electrochemical performance of the 5×5 cm2 LPNSSC
and LSC cells (Figure S4). Taking into account the influ-
encing factors evident in Figure S1, Figure 3, and Figure
S4, it is important to note that cell performances should
be compared only with identical cell geometries and under
identical test conditions, as done in Figure 4.

F IGURE 3 Current density-voltage curves of a 5×5 cm2 cell
with La0.2Pr0.2Nd0.2Sm0.2Sr0.2CoO3-δ (LPNSSC) air electrode at
different levels of fuel humidification at 800◦C; gas flows are 1 l/min
air at the air electrode and 1 l/min H2/H2O at the fuel electrode.

F IGURE 4 Voltage curves of 5×5 cm2 ASCs with
La0.2Pr0.2Nd0.2Sm0.2Sr0.2CoO3-δ (LPNSSC) (blue) and
La0.6Sr0.4CoO3-δ (LSC) (red) air electrodes during long-term
polarization in solid oxide electrolysis cell (SOEC) mode with ‒0.938
A/cm2 at 800◦C. Arrows mark points in time when uncontrolled
shutdowns during the LPNSSC test occurred. Test parameters are
80% H2O (rest H2) at the fuel electrode and compressed air at the air
electrode, both with 1 l/min gas flow.

Regarding long-term steam electrolysis tests, we com-
pare a commercial anode-supported cell (ASC) with an
LSC air electrode (Elcogen AS) with the ASC utilizing
the HEP LPNSSC air electrode. Test conditions are the
same for both cells and chosen in analogy to published
research [41]. Constant current densities of ‒0.938 A/cm2

are applied at 800◦C during the entire test, while the
change of cell voltage is observed, as shown in Figure 4.
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F IGURE 5 ASR of 5×5 cm2 anode-supported cells (ASCs) with
La0.2Pr0.2Nd0.2Sm0.2Sr0.2CoO3-δ (LPNSSC) and La0.6Sr0.4CoO3-δ

(LSC) air electrodes during long-term solid oxide electrolysis cell
(SOEC) studies. Test parameters were 80% humidity (rest H2) at the
fuel electrode and air at the air electrode with 1 l/min gas flow each.
A continuous polarization at −0.938 A/cm2 was applied.

Area-specific resistances (ASRs) are calculated from the
average slopes of the current-voltage curves, which
are acquired in regular intervals during the long-term
measurements (see examples in Figures S2 and S3 for
LPNSSC and LSC, respectively). Figure 5 shows the time
dependence of the ASR values of the cells with LSC and
LPNSSC electrodes. The SOTA cell with an LSC air elec-
trode shows a continuous increase in the cell voltage
during SOEC operation for 500 h. The average ASR degra-
dation rate is 108 mΩ cm2 per 1000 h (estimated by linear
interpolation between the measured ASR values at 0 and
450 h), which is similar to degradation rates reported by
other groups [42, 43]. In the course of the long-term SOEC
test of the cell with LPNSSC air electrode, four thermal
cycleswere performeddue to unintended shutdowns of the
test setup (Figure 4). During these shutdowns, heating was
turned off and the cell was cooled down to room tempera-
ture with undefined cooling rates. Afterwards, the cell was
re-heated to 800◦Cwith heating rate of 1 K/min (arrows in
Figure 4, cooling/heating ramps not shown). Several step-
wise changes of the cell voltage occur (in particular after
thermal cycles and recordings of current-voltage curves),
which are a consequence of the thermal cycles rather than
due to continuous performance degradation. In the first
400 h of testing, where all four thermal cycles occurred,
the average increase of the ASR is 70 mΩ cm2 per 1000 h
(estimated by linear interpolation between the measured
ASR values at 0 and 400 h) (Figure 5). After stability issues
with the test setup were resolved and continuous SOEC
operation prevails, no more abrupt changes in cell volt-

age are observed and the voltage of the LPNSSC cell shows
virtually no increase in the time interval of 400–700 h
(Figure 4). This indicates excellent performance stability of
the LPNSSCcell compared to theLSC cell at similar voltage
levels.

3.2 Microstructural characterization of
fresh and degraded cells

A FESEM-BSE image of the cross-section of a fresh 5×5
cm2 ASC with LPNSSC air electrode is shown in Figure 6.
It should be noted that the fuel electrode of the freshly
prepared cell is not reduced and is therefore composed of
NiO-YSZ (not Ni-YSZ). The air electrode shows a homo-
geneous thickness of 14 µm (± 0.3 µm) and uniform
microstructure across the entire analyzed region (Figures
S5 and S7). Thresholding-based image analysis of the air
electrode yields a porosity of 24%. Image analysis was per-
formedusing the software ImageJ [44]. Figure 6 depicts the
interfaces between the air electrode, the diffusion barrier
(GDC), the electrolyte (YSZ), and the functional layer of
the fuel electrode (NiO-YSZ). The layers in contact adhere
well to each other. The electrolyte is dense and no cracks or
open porosity are observed, whereas theGDCbarrier is rel-
atively porous (porosity estimated to be 9%). Figure 6 also
shows EDX elemental maps of the same region. The Sr-
and Zr-maps indicate the formation of small SrZrO3 grains
at the interface between GDC barrier and YSZ electrolyte,
which presumably occurs during the sintering process. As
reported in the literature, the porosity of the GDC barrier
facilitates the formation of SrZrO3 via cation interdiffu-
sion [45]. SEM-EDX analyses of a fresh 5×5 cm2 ASC with
LSC air electrode are shown in Figure 7 (see also further
images in Figures S6 and S8). The thickness of the LSC
air electrode is 16 µm (± 0.5 µm) with a porosity of 36%.
Again, the electrolyte layer is dense, whereas the GDC bar-
rier is relatively porous (porosity estimated to be 13%) and
EDX images show formation of SrZrO3 at the GDC/YSZ
interface of the LSC cell.
It should be noted that the apparent Co-signals in

the fuel electrode (Figure 6d), apparent La/Sr-signals
in regions other than the air electrode and the elec-
trode/electrolyte interface (Figures 6b,c, and 7b,c), as well
as apparent Y-signals in the air electrode (Figures 6f and 7f)
are artifacts due to overlapping or small-intensity peaks
in the EDX spectra. These artifacts are more pronounced
for the LPNSSC cell due to the larger variety and lower
contents of rare earth elements as compared to the LSC
cell.
Post-mortem microstructural analyses of 5×5 cm2

LPNSSC and LSC cells are performed after the SOEC long-
term tests using FESEM and EDX. Figure 8a shows the
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F IGURE 6 Cross-section image of a fresh 5×5 cm2 anode-supported cell (ASC) with La0.2Pr0.2Nd0.2Sm0.2Sr0.2CoO3-δ (LPNSSC) air
electrode recorded by (a) FESEM-BSE; (b–g) elemental maps for La, Sr, Co, Zr, Y, and Ni acquired by energy dispersive X-ray spectroscopy
(EDX) in the same region.

post-mortem cross section image of the degraded LSC cell.
The thickness of the LSC electrode is 12 µm (± 0.5 µm) and
the porosity 33%. The average particle sizes of the grains
within the LSC electrode are between 0.25 and 0.5 µm. At
the LSC/GDC interface, severe delamination of the elec-
trode is observed (Figure 8), which is a common failure
mode in SOECs [15, 17, 46] and explains the degradation of
the LSC cell during the long-term test (Figure 4). In addi-
tion, the EDX elemental map for Sr shown in Figure 8c
indicates that Sr is enriched (compared to the bulk of the
LSC electrode) in the near-surface region – as well as at
the LSC/GDCandGDC/YSZ interfaces. The porosity of the
GDC barrier estimated via thresholding is about 12%.
The post-mortem cross-section image of the degraded

LPNSSC cell is shown in Figure 9a. The thickness of
the LPNSSC electrode is 16 ± 0.3 µm and the poros-
ity is estimated to be 22%. Comparing Figure 6a (fresh
LPNSSC cell) and Figure 9a (post-mortem LPNSSC cell),
the microstructure of the air electrode after long-term test-

ing is comparable to that of the as-prepared electrode in
terms of thickness and porosity. The porosity of the GDC
barrier of the LPNSSC cell is relatively high with 23% and
thus SrZrO3 (refer to Sr- and Zr-maps in Figure 9) is found
at the YSZ/GDC interface, formed by cation interdiffusion
between the air electrode and electrolyte through the bar-
rier layer. Since SrZrO3 formation usually occurs during
sintering of the air electrode at elevated temperatures [45],
these effects are ascribedmainly to pre-test processing and
not to long-term degradation during cell testing at 800◦C.
Figure 10a,b illustrates post-mortem surface FESEM

images of the LSC electrode. In addition to the LSC
grains, angular particles are observed, which appear in a
darker contrast in the BSE image. Similar particles are also
found in the post-mortem analysis of the LPNSSC surface
(Figure 10c,d). According to the EDX elemental maps of
the LPNSSC and LSC surfaces in Figures S9 and S10, these
particles are composed of Sr, S and O, indicating the for-
mation of SrSO4, which is coupled to phase decomposition
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PRETSCHUH et al. 7

F IGURE 7 Cross-section image of a fresh 5×5 cm2 anode-supported cell (ASC) with La0.6Sr0.4CoO3-δ (LSC) air electrode recorded by (a)
FESEM-BSE; (b–g) elemental maps for La, Sr, Co, Zr, Y, and Ni acquired by energy dispersive X-ray spectroscopy (EDX) in the same region.

F IGURE 8 Post-mortem cross-section image of a 5×5 cm2 anode-supported cell (ASC) with La0.6Sr0.4CoO3-δ (LSC) air electrode obtained
by (a) FESEM-BSE after long-term polarization in solid oxide electrolysis cell (SOEC) mode; (b–g) elemental maps for La, Sr, Co, Zr, Y, and Ni
acquired by energy dispersive X-ray spectroscopy (EDX) in the same sample region.
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8 PRETSCHUH et al.

F IGURE 9 Post-mortem cross-section image of a 5×5 cm2 anode-supported cell (ASC) with La0.2Pr0.2Nd0.2Sm0.2Sr0.2CoO3-δ (LPNSSC)
air electrode obtained by (a) FESEM-BSE after long-term polarization in solid oxide electrolysis cell (SOEC) mode; (b–g) elemental maps for
La, Sr, Co, Zr, Y, and Ni acquired by energy dispersive X-ray spectroscopy (EDX) in the same sample region.

F IGURE 10 Post-mortem microstructure images of the surface of (a, b) the La0.6Sr0.4CoO3-δ (LSC) air electrode and (c, d) the
La0.2Pr0.2Nd0.2Sm0.2Sr0.2CoO3-δ (LPNSSC) air electrode after long-term polarization of 5×5 cm2 anode-supported cells (ASCs) in solid oxide
electrolysis cell (SOEC) mode; images (a) and (c) were acquired by FESEM-BSE, images (b) and (d) by FESEM-SE.
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of the perovskite phase, as previously reported in the lit-
erature [47–50]. A comparison of Figure 10a,c shows that
the amount of this secondary phase is significantly less on
the surface of the degraded LPNSSC electrode (∼3% SrSO4
after 700 h) than on the LSC electrode (∼8% SrSO4 after
400 h). The relative amount of SrSO4 particles was deter-
mined using thresholding-based image analysis, whereby
particles in question are distinguished from the bulk using
differences in gray values as one criterion. Care was taken
to complement the software-based selection by manu-
ally including SrSO4 particles based on their distinctive
angular shape.
In addition, the BSE images of both LSC and LPNSSC

electrodes (Figure 10a,c) feature small particles, which
appear as bright spots. EDX analysis shows that these are
Pt particles originating from the Pt paste used for current
collection at the air electrode. Post-mortem analyses of
the Ni-YSZ fuel electrodes (Figures 8 and 9) show no sig-
nificant differences between the LSC and LPNSSC cells,
confirming that the observed degradation (Figure 4) is
mainly due to changes at the air electrodes.

4 CONCLUSIONS

Solid oxide cells with high-entropy perovskite LPNSSC air
electrodes are characterized with regard to electrochem-
ical performance and microstructure. For a planar 5×5
cm2 cell, a current density of −1.24 A/cm2 is reached in
SOEC mode at 1.2 V and 800◦C with 90% humidity (rest
H2). This performance surpasses that of a commercial cell
with state-of-the-art LSC air electrodes for identical test
conditions. Long-term electrolysis during 700 h at 800◦C
reveals remarkable long-term stability of the LPNSSC
cell. Under the same conditions, the voltage of the LSC
cell increases continuously for 400 h. According to post-
test analyses, the differences in stability during long-term
testing can be attributed to the LSC and LPNSSC air elec-
trodes. While delamination of the LSC electrode occurred
at the LSC/GDC interface, good adhesion of LPNSSC was
observed even after 700 h of electrolysis. The air electrode
surfaces of both cells show the formation of secondary
phases, especially SrSO4. However, significantly less SrSO4
is formed on LPNSSC compared to LSC.
In conclusion, the high-entropy perovskite LPNSSC is a

promising option for SOC air electrodes. While LPNSSC
cells can compete with − or even surpass – SOTA cells
based on LSC with respect to electrochemical perfor-
mance, they could be especially advantageous regarding
long-term stability in SOEC mode. Two of the most criti-
cal problems of SOC air electrodes, namely delamination
and secondary phase formation due to Sr segregation and
SO2 poisoning, are alleviated compared to SOTA LSC elec-

trodes. Further development of LPNSSC air electrodes is
aimed at optimizing the microstructure (e.g., grain sizes,
porosity, tortuosity, etc.) to further enhance the electrode
performance [51–53]. In addition, the issue of SrZrO3 for-
mation at the electrolyte-barrier layer interface should be
addressed, mainly by decreasing the porosity of the GDC
diffusion barrier.
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