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Abstract: In this research, two different hydrometallurgical processes were introduced for recycling
the cathodes of lithium-ion batteries (LIBs) from spent LIBs. The cathode materials were leached
by malonic acid (MOA), as a leaching agent, and ascorbic acid (AA), as a reducing agent, in the
first process, and by L-Glutamic acid (L-Glu), as a leaching agent, and AA, as a reducing agent, in
the second process. The results of the tests showed that, with a similar solid-to-liquid (S/L) ratio
of 10 g/L and a recovery time of 2 h for both processes, when using MOA of 0.25 M and AA of
0.03 M at 88 ◦C, 100% lithium (Li), 80% cobalt (Co), 99% nickel (Ni), and 98% manganese (Mn) were
extracted, and when using L-Glu of 0.39 M and AA of 0.04 M at 90 ◦C, 100% Li, 79% Co, 91% Ni,
and 92% Mn were extracted. The kinetics of the leaching process for the two systems were well
justified by the Avrami equation, which was diffusion-controlled in the MOA + AA system, with the
apparent activation energy of 3.23, 14.72, 7.77, and 7.36 kJ/mol for Mn, Ni, Co, and Li, respectively.
The L-Glu + AA involved chemicaL-diffusion kinetic control, with the apparent activation energy
for Mn, Ni, Co, and Li of 9.95, 29.42, 20.15, and 16.08 kJ/mol, respectively. Various characterization
techniques were used to explain the observed synergistic effect in the L-Glu + AA system, which
resulted in reduced acid consumption and enhanced recovery compared to the case of MOA + AA.
This occurred because L-Glu is not able to reduce and recover metals without a reductant, while
MOA has reductant properties.

Keywords: lithium-ion battery recovery; leaching kinetics; malonic acid; L-Glutamic acid; leach-
ing optimization

1. Introduction

LIBs are extensively applied in devices such as portable electronic equipment as well
as hybrid/electric vehicles worldwide due to their excellent electrochemical performance
at high voltage, high energy density, low discharge, low memory effect, good stability cycle
and long life [1–3].

Electric vehicles may play an important role in sustainable environmental development
goals to reduce air pollution and climate change [4–6]. In the future, sales of electric
vehicles are expected to significantly grow to 18 million in 2025 and 21 million in 2030 [3,7].
According to a report by the International Energy Agency (IEA), the global electric car
stock will rise to 50 million by 2025 and 140 million by 2030 [2]. Electric cars are powered
by one or more electric motors connected to a grid and store the electricity in batteries [4].
The inevitable use of LIBs leads to the mass production of spent LIBs and demand for
various cathodic materials in them [8]. The market for LIBs is growing rapidly, providing
an efficient way to store renewable energy and reduce dependence on fossil fuels [9,10].

Spent LIBs consist of a positive electrode (cathode during discharge), organic solvent,
diaphragm, negative electrode (anode during discharge), shell and electrolyte that contain
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Co, Mn, Li, Ni, copper (Cu), aluminum (Al) and other heavy metals [11]. Due to such toxic
heavy metals, the unsuitable disposal of spent LIBs in nature may harm the environment,
pollute soil and groundwater, and ultimately threaten human health [12,13], while recycling
spent LIBs causes the reuse of valuable metals, including Co, Mn, Li and Ni, etc. [13].
Depending on the type of battery, the average LIB contains 5–20 wt% of Co and Ni,
5–15 wt% of Mn, 5–10 wt% of Cu and 5–7 wt% of Li [14]. The grade of these metals is much
higher in comparison with the natural raw ore; therefore, proper operation and recycling
of valuable metals from LIBs are useful for environmental protection and the recycling of
resources [15].

Hydro- and pyrometallurgical processes are the two main methods for recycling spent
LIBs. Pyrometallurgy is often faster while having disadvantages such as high energy
consumption, low purity of recycled materials and large investment [16]. Pyrometallurgy
processes involve high temperatures (i.e., often >1000 ◦C) [9]. Although the pyrometallurgi-
cal process is simple, it requires large investments in equipment [11]. The products usually
consist of Ni, Co, Cu, iron (Fe) alloys and Mn, Al and Li slags [17]. Li remains in the slag
and is difficult to recycle due to its high reactivity [18]. Compared with the pyrometallurgy
process, the hydrometallurgical process has higher recovery efficiency and product purity,
as well as lower cost and energy consumption. The main steps in the hydrometallurgi-
cal processes for recycling spent LIBs include size reduction, dismantling, leaching and
physical separation [19,20]. Leaching is an essential step in which leaching agents, pH and
oxidation/reduction potential modifiers play important roles in the efficiency, selectivity
and energy consumption [21,22].

Compared with mineral acids (e.g., HCl [23], H2SO4 [24] and H3PO4 [25]), leaching
with organic acids (such as ascorbic acid [26], acetic acid [27], citric acid [8] and oxalic
acid [28]) is widely conducted in the recovery of valuable metals because it does not
produce too much acidic wastewater and does not cause the corrosion of equipment [29].
Mineral acid leaching leads to toxic emissions such as SO3, Cl2 and NOx, resulting in
significant secondary contamination [30]. Although a similar leaching efficiency is obtained
for both organic and mineral acids, organic acids are preferred due to less environmental
pollution during leaching. However, a high concentration of organic acids is often required
for the complete dissolution of the LIB cathode when only one organic acid is the leaching
agent [31]. In several studies, it was confirmed that when different organic acids are
used simultaneously in the leaching process, the acid consumption can be considerably
reduced [32]. Table 1 shows a set of mixed acid leaching systems.

Table 1. Summary of some mild organic acids mixed in leaching for the recycling of spent LIBs [32].

Leaching Reagents Conditions Sample Leaching Efficiency
(%)

0.4 M tartaric acid + 0.02 M
ascorbic acid 5 h; 80 ◦C LiCoO2 Li: 99.5%; Co: 95%

0.5 M glycine + 0.02 M
ascorbic acid 6 h; 80 ◦C LiCoO2 Co: 95%

0.1 M nitrilotriacetic acid +
0.02 M ascorbic acid 6 h; 80 ◦C LiCoO2 Li: 96%; Co: 75%

0.1 M adipic acid + 0.02 M
ascorbic acid 6 h; 80 ◦C LiCoO2 Li: 92%; Co: 85%

0.2 M phosphate acid + 0.4 M
citric acid 0.5 h; 90 ◦C LiNi0.5Co0.2Mn0.3O2

Li: 100%; Ni: 93.4%;
Co: 91.6%; Mn: 92%

In the leaching process, reducing agents such as hydrogen peroxide (H2O2) [9,11,13],
sodium bisulfite (NaHSO3) [33], sodium sulfite (Na2SO3) [5], glucose [34] and AA [12,24]
are added to increase the leaching recovery. All of these chemicals increase the Co disso-
lution by reducing Co+3 to Co+2. However, the production of some chemical reductants
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causes certain pollution to the environment [35]. Therefore, finding a leaching system with
mild operating conditions, low impact on the environment, and low acid consumption, as
well as ensuring high leaching efficiency, is essential.

Determination of the leaching kinetics in hydrometallurgical studies is required to
determine the regulatory steps in the process [36]. Thus far, different models have been
proposed to describe the solubility–extraction reactions through the S/L ratio interactions.
Two of the most widely used are the shrinking particle model (SPM) and the shrinking
core model (SCM) [37,38]. The Avrami equation is another combined kinetic equation that
includes the diffusion control and chemical reaction used in heterogeneous solid–liquid
systems [36,39,40].

The present research focuses on the leaching process and the recovery of valuable
metals from spent LIBs, so that the aim of this study is to investigate the leaching kinetics
for the recovery of Mn, Co, Ni and Li from the cathodes of spent LIBs. In this study, for the
first time, the combination of an organic acid (MOA or L-Glu) as a leaching agent and AA
as a reducing agent are used for leaching. The advantages of this study include the use of
MOA and L-Glu, which are biodegradable, water-soluble and environmentally friendly
acids [41,42]. Moreover, these two dicarboxylic acids have high acidic strength compared to
other organic acids due to their two functional carboxyl groups (-COOH). The synergistic
effect of acids mixed in the leaching process may have affected the acid consumption,
causing less acid to be used, resulting in a lower cost of leaching. Additionally, AA was
used as an effective reducing agent due to its efficient Ni and Co reduction into their highest
state, which resulted in enhancing the leaching process in an acidic solution.

2. Materials and Experiments
2.1. Materials

Approximately, 77 spent LIBs from laptops were collected from different local elec-
tronics stores. After undergoing a 2 h calcination, approximately 0.1 g of the spent battery’s
cathode powder was completely dissolved in 20 mL of aqua regia (HNO3: HCl = 1:3, v/v)
and the content of various metals in the solution was determined via atomic absorption
spectroscopy. The battery’s cathode active materials contained 5.86% Li, 32.21% Co, 12.73%
Ni and 10.57% Mn. Elemental analysis of the spent LIB cathode via XRF for pre- and post-
200 mesh sieving and after 2 h of calcination is provided in Table 2. Due to the existence of
L.O.I. in the XRF analysis, the values obtained are slightly different from the results from
AAS. The purpose of the XRF analysis is to offer readers a general overview of the elements
in the cathode sample.

Table 2. Elemental analysis of an LIB cathode (before and after 200 mesh sieving and after 2 h
of calcination).

The Chemical Elements in
Cathode Material of the LIB Retained Particles Passed Particles 2 h Furnace

Al (wt%) 23.73 0.59 0.58

K (wt%) 0.07 - 0.07

Ni (wt%) 8.35 14.30 15.01

Si (wt%) 0.14 0.09 0.11

Ca (wt%) 0.09 - -

P (wt%) 0.10 0.20 0.19

Mn (wt%) 5.97 8.10 10.51

S (wt%) 0.02 0.07 0.06

Co (wt%) 15.80 34.66 36.27

Mg (wt%) - - 0.11

L.O.I. 8.18 9.35 1.90
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The leaching agents included MOA (C3H4O4) and L-Glu (C5H9NO4), and AA (C6H8O6)
was used as the reducing agent. All the reagents were of analytical grade and were obtained
from Merck, except for nitric acid (HNO3, 65%) and hydrochloric acid (HCl, 37%), which
were purchased from Mogilalia Company (Iran). All the solutions were prepared using
distilled water.

2.2. Analytical Methods
2.2.1. Instrumental Methods

The cathode material was dissolved in aqua regia for 24 h prior to the metal concentra-
tion analysis via atomic absorption spectrometry (ASS, Varian AA220FS, Australia). The
crystalline structure of the cathode powder, the residue after leaching, and the carbon
existence after calcination were investigated using an X-ray diffractometer (XRD, Philips-
3040/60 PW) with Cu-Kα radiation operated at 40 kV, and 40 mA and the data ranged from
5◦ ≤ 2 θ ≤ 100◦. A sequential X-ray fluorescence spectrometer (XRF, ARL PERFORM’X)
was used for the chemical composition analysis of the cathode powder before and after
sieving and after calcination. However, XRF is limited to the atomic numbers of elements,
and low atomic numbers and energies such as Li, carbon, and oxygen are not detected via
XRF. Scanning electron microscopy (SEM, HITACHI S-4160) and energy dispersive X-ray
spectroscopy (SAMx, DXP-XIOP, France) were used to analyze the surface morphology
and determine the elemental distribution map on the surface of the active materials before
and after leaching. The FT-IR spectrum was recorded by the spectrometer (Thermo Nicolet
Nexus 870 ESP FT-IR, USA) using a KBr pellet. The UV-Vis spectrum from the leach-
ing was recorded using a UV-Visible spectrophotometer (Thermo Biomate 5 UV-Visible
Spectrophotometer, Florida, USA) to investigate the synergistic effect of the acids.

2.2.2. Chemical Methods

The leaching efficiency of the metal contents of the cathode materials was calculated
using the following equation:

R(%) =

(
1 − Gw × Ww

G f×W f

)
×100 (1)

where R is the leaching efficiency (%), Gw is the element grade of the residual leached
powder (%), Ww is the weight (g) of the residual leached powder, Gf is the element grade in
the cathode (%) and Wf is the cathode weight (g).

2.3. Leaching Methods

Prior to leaching, it is necessary to remove any carbon and organic compounds to
reduce the acid consumption. First, the spent LIBs were dipped in a saturated NaCl solution
(5 wt%) for 24 h to discharge them and prevent any potential spontaneous combustion or
short circuit explosion [21,43]. After drying, the metal shell of the battery was removed and
the anode and cathode were manually separated [44]. Each LIB cell, the cathode material,
the anode material, the separator and the metal shell weighed 43 g, 19 g, 11 g, 2 g and 7 g,
respectively. The cathode material was cut into small parts (about 1 cm × 1 cm) and dried
at 60 ◦C for 24 h in the oven. The cathode shredding was further processed through 2 h
of ball milling. To avoid impurities in the cathode materials, a ceramic-walled ball mill
was used. The resulting powder was subsequently sieved (both dry and wet) to obtain a
product of 100% below 75 µm, which was divided into 2 parts using a riffle splitter. Finally,
the black cathode powder was heated at 700 ◦C for 2 h in the furnace to remove any carbon
and polyvinylidene fluoride (PVDF).

All the experiments were conducted using a PYREX Flask Erlenmeyer 500 mL (ISO
Lab, Eschau, Germany) containing 100 mL of experiment solution. To avoid any change
in the temperature of the experiment environment, the Erlenmeyer was placed inside
a water bath and the temperature was controlled by a glass thermometer in the error



Minerals 2023, 13, 1104 5 of 21

variation of ±5 ◦C. In order to reduce the evaporation, a glass condenser was placed on the
Erlenmeyer. A magnetic stirrer was used to mix and stir the solution. All the experiments
were conducted in 2 h, and the S/L ratio of all the tests was 10 g/L. As the final step in each
experiment, the solution was filtered using filter paper (150 mm, Whatman International
Ltd. Maidstone, Hangzhou, China) and washed with distilled water.

2.4. Process Optimization

For an optimized leaching process, the 2-level fractional factorial design method was
used to remove the statistically insignificant parameters. Then, using Central Composite
Design, the experiments were optimized using the Demo version of Design Expert 12 (State-
Ease Inc., Minneapolis, MN, USA). The parameters and their levels that were identified as
potentially influential in terms of the leaching efficiency, such as the reaction time (2–8 h),
temperature (30–90 ◦C), S/L ratio (1–10 g/L), acid type (MOA, L-Glu), acid concentration
(0.1–0.5 M) and reducing agent concentration (0.01–0.05 M), were determined based on a
literature review [45–47].

Following the completion of the test works, half-normal plot and Pareto charts were
used to identify the effective parameters, where the leaching time and S/L ratio were found
to be insignificant parameters. Therefore, during the optimization experiments, an S/L
ratio of 10 g/L and a leaching time of 2 h were considered.

In the following step, due to its high accuracy, the response surface methodology (RSM)
was applied to optimize the effective parameters (acid type and concentration, reducing
agent concentration and temperature) in the recovery of Co, Mn, Li and Ni. While the
applied software is known for its high accuracy, it is important to acknowledge that certain
errors, such as those associated with metal quantification with AAS, undesired evaporation
during the leaching process, volumetric measurements, and dilution coefficients, would
have affected the test results in practice and should not be disregarded. To avoid additional
explanations, the results of the variance analysis are mentioned in [48].

3. Results and Discussion
3.1. Leaching Conditions
3.1.1. Effect of Organic Acid on the Leaching Process

Figure 1a shows the effect of the acid type (L-Glu and MOA) on the recovery of Ni,
Co, Li and Mn via leaching with an acid concentration of 0.39 M, an AA concentration of
0.04 M and at the temperature of 90 ◦C. By changing the organic acid from L-Glu to MOA,
the recovery increased from 89.51% to 100% for Li, from 77.91% to 92.28% for Co, from
85.71% to 100% for Ni and 92.30% to 99.91% for Mn. MOA was more effective than L-Glu
and found to be a better leaching agent because of its higher water solubility.

The reaction of MOA dissociation is as follows: [42]

H2CH2C2O4 = H+ + HCH2C2O−
4 pK1 = 2.85 (2)

HCH2C2O−
4 = H+ + CH2C2O−2

4 pK2 = 5.69 (3)

Moreover, the reaction of L-Glu dissociation, which is an amino acid, is as follows: [49]

−O2C−
HO2C−R − NH+

3 + H2O 
 −O2C−
−O2C−−R − NH+

3 + H3O+ pK1 = 2.19 (4)

−O2C−
−O2C−R − NH+

3 + H2O 
 −O2C−
−O2C−R − NH2 + H3O+ pK2 = 9.67 (5)

These equations show that L-Glu and MOA have a two-step dissociation reaction, from
which two H+ moles are produced. According to studies, MOA is more likely to be efficient
than L-Glu. Considering the molecular structure of both acids (MOA (CH2(COOH)2
and L-Glu (HOOC−CH(NH2)−(CH2)2−COOH)), both are composed of two carboxylic
groups [48]. However, the acidic strength of L-Glu decreases with the existence of an
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amine group as well as an increased length of the carbon chain in the structure of L-Glu.
Furthermore, the intramolecular hydrogen bonds between the acid group and the amine
contribute to the reduction in the acidic properties [42,49,50].
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Figure 1. Effect of the leaching parameters on Li, Co, Ni and Mn: (a) effect of the acid type on the
recovery of Mn, Li, Co and Ni under optimum conditions, (b) effect of the organic acid concentration
(L-Glu) on the recovery of Li, Co, Ni and Mn under optimum conditions, (c) effect of the temperature
on the recovery of Li, Co, Ni and Mn under optimum conditions, and (d) effect of the AA concentration
on the recovery of Mn, Li, Co and Ni under optimum conditions.

3.1.2. Effect of the Organic Acid Concentration on the Leaching Process

Figure 1b shows the effect of the organic acid concentration on the recovery of Li, Co,
Ni and Mn using L-Glu at 90 ◦C, an AA concentration of 0.04 M and an S/L ratio of 10 g/L
for 2 h. The increase in the acid concentration from 0.1 M to 0.5 M gradually increased the
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Li recovery from 79.39% to 97.05%, Co recovery from 56.58% to 75.30%, Ni recovery from
69.02% to 88.71% and Mn recovery from 62.53% to 91.26%.

Mn, Li and Ni leaching are dependent on the acidic strength and H+ concentration, so
with an increased acid concentration, the recovery increased. However, in the case of Co,
despite the high effect of the H+ concentration on its mobility, chelate formation and the
conversion of Co3+ to Co2+ and complexation are crucial [48].

Above a certain concentration, with an increasing acid concentration, the effect of
increasing the leaching efficiency decreases because the excess acid present in the leaching
prevents the synthesis of acid anions and causes a disturbance in the acid–metal ligand and
the leaching reaction. This conclusion is consistent with the work of Song et al. [1].

3.1.3. Effect of the Temperature on the Leaching Process

Figure 1c shows the effect of the temperature on the recovery of Mn, Li, Ni and Co
using AA of 0.04 M, L-Glu of 0.39 M and an S/L ratio of 10 g/L for 2 h. Increasing the
temperature from 30 ◦C to 90 ◦C increased the recovery of Mn, Ni, Li and Co from 66.38%
to 92.22%, from 67.59% to 91.48%, from 76.52% to 98.47%, and from 49.08% to 77.91%,
respectively. It is evident that the temperature is one of the parameters influencing the
leaching, and at higher temperatures, the dissolution of acids and the recovery of Mn, Co,
Li and Ni increases [51]. Zhang et al. found that increasing the temperature improves the
average kinetic energy of the reaction and causes strong molecular collisions [52]. The
increased leaching efficiency with an increasing temperature indicated that the reaction
was endothermic.

3.1.4. Effect of the AA Concentration (as a Reducing Agent) on the Leaching Process

Figure 1d shows the effect of the AA concentration on the recovery of Mn, Ni, Li and
Co using L-Glu at an acid concentration of 0.39 M, 90 ◦C, an S/L ratio of 10 g/L and 2 h.

The increase in the AA concentration increased the recovery of Mn, Ni, Li and Co from
73.60% to 92.67%, from 75.88% to 89.93%, from 72.83% to 100% and from 42.01% to 81.55%,
respectively.

This efficiency increase may be attributed to the reaction of AA during the process.
Because of the low Li–O bond energy, with an increasing reducing agent, the Li leaching
efficiency is higher than that for Mn, Ni and Co. AA is a strong reducing agent due
to its great ability to absorb molecular oxygen. Previous studies by Chen et al. and
GolMohammadzadeh et al. [37,47] support these findings. The chemical bond between Co
and oxygen is very strong; therefore, acidic leaching of lithium cobalt oxide (LiCoO2) is
difficult. Adding AA for the recovery of Co is more effective than for Ni and Mn, because
the reducing agent converts insoluble Co3+ into soluble Co2+ in the leaching environment,
facilitating the recovery [48].

Based on the various investigated factors affecting leaching, the optimum leaching
conditions in vitro for the L-Glu + AA system, an organic acid concentration of 0.39 M, an
AA concentration of 0.04 M, a temperature of 90 ◦C, S/L ratio of 10 g/L were determined,
and for the MOA + AA system, an organic acid concentration of 0.25 M, an AA concen-
tration of 0.03 M, a reaction temperature of 88 ◦C, an S/L ratio of 10 g/L and a leaching
time of 2 h were determined. complete reports to investigate the optimal conditions in the
MOA + AA system are reported in [48].

3.2. Characterizations
3.2.1. SEM Analysis and EDS Mapping

Figure 2 presents SEM images of the cathodic powder residues before and after
leaching in the mixed acid systems (MOA + AA and L-Glu + AA) under optimal leaching
conditions. As it was mentioned before, the cathode powder was subjected to a 2 h
calcination at 700 ◦C prior to leaching. Compared to the morphology of the before leaching
particles (Figure 2a), which seems crystalline, bulky and coarse, after leaching, a visible
decrease in the particles’ size and structure has occurred. In the MOA + AA and L-Glu + AA
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leaching systems under optimum conditions, particles with a porous and irregular structure
were found after leaching, indicating the proper performance of the leaching in the recovery
of the cathode materials.
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Figure 2. SEM images: (a) an LIB cathode placed in the furnace at 700 ◦C for 2 h, (b) the cathode
material residue from leaching by MOA + AA, and (c) the cathode material residue from leaching by
L-Glu + AA.

Based on the information obtained from the activation energy, the kinetic diffusion
control determines the reaction rate. The ash layers after leaching confirmed the diffusion
control of the leaching kinetics in the reaction with mixed acids. The ash layer after leaching
is shown by the arrow in Figure 2.

Figure 3 shows the elemental map of the metals in the cathode powder, before and
after leaching in the two systems (MOA + AA and L-Glu + AA) under optimum conditions.
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Figure 3a shows the pre-leaching cathode powder, in which the Co, Mn, Ni and Al elements
are marked with scattered, extendedly, and irregular morphology. As is clear, a high
amount of the Co, Mn and Ni elements is available in the primary cathode powder. A small
amount of Al appeared in the cathode in the form of impurities from the cathode sheet
after crushing and sieving.
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In Figure 3b,c, showing the MOA + AA and L-Glu + AA leaching system, the EDS
map clearly shows a gradual decrease in the content of the metals (Mn, Co and Ni). Some
Co remains in the post-leached sample due to the formation of Co3O4 and CoO as residual
sedimentation.

3.2.2. XRD Patterns

Figure 4 shows the pattern of the leaching residues before and after calcination at
700 ◦C for 2 h and after leaching in the mixed acid system (L-Glu + AA and MOA + AA)
under optimum conditions. In Figure 4a, the XRD analysis of the sample before calcination
shows a carbon peak that is not detectable in Figure 4b, indicating that the residual graphite
would be burned during the calcination process. This is proof that the removal process for
the impurities is efficient. Figure 4b indicates that the cathode material was mostly LiCoO2
and LiNi0.5Mn1.5O4. Figures 4c,d display the XRD analysis of the residual materials from
leaching by the mixed system (MOA + AA and L-Glu + AA), where most peaks represented
an insoluble species of Co3O4 and moreover confirmed the fact that LiCoO2 reacted with
the mixed acids (MOA + AA and L-Glu + AA) during leaching, and LiCoO2 was leached
and new species were produced.
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3.2.3. UV-Vis Spectrum

The UV–Vis spectrum was applied to investigate the synergistic effect of the two
leaching systems, i.e., MOA and AA as well as L-Glu and AA, before and after mixing.
Figure 5a displays the MOA + AA system, in which AA has two peaks of 196 and 230 nm
before the reaction. After the leaching reaction of AA with the battery cathode, a widening
of the AA peak and the removal of a peak were observed. These changes may be attributed
to the altered intra-ligand transfers caused by the interaction with the metals. The AA peak
shifted toward less energy and more wavelengths, and the structure of the ligand peak
changed. In Figure 5b, which displays the L-Glu + AA system, the same thing happened to
AA before and after the metal leaching. In Figure 5b, the L-Glu does not show significant
absorption before leaching; however, after leaching, peaks of 387 and 531 nm indicate the
formation of complexes with the metals. In these areas, ligand field transfers occurred.
L-Glu formed a stronger interaction than AA, and the complex formed at 387 nm indicated
the transfer of electrons from ligand to metal (and vice versa). When AA and L-Glu were
used as a mixed system for leaching, the synergistic effect caused the load transfer intensity
to increase due to the higher amount of material and the reducing power of AA [52].
Consequently, a stronger interaction with the metal was observed. In Figure 5a, at 500 nm
of MOA, after leaching, there are ligand field transfers, complex formation, and strong
interaction. MOA exhibited stronger coordination than L-Glu and acted as a reducing agent
in the system. The complex formed by MOA is more stable than L-Glu, so the synergistic
state has little effect on the recovery of the MOA+ AA system.
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Figure 5. UV–Vis mixed acids: (a) MOA + AA before and after leaching, and (b) L-Glu + AA before
and after leaching.

On the other hand, in the L-Glu + AA system, L-Glu alone was not sufficient in the
reduction of Co (III) to Co (II) and required the participation of AA as a reducing agent [53].
This indicates that the synergistic state significantly affects the L-Glu + AA system.

In Figure 5b, up to 355 nm, the system has no specific absorption due to the high
concentration; however, the effect of synergy is clearly observed.

3.2.4. FT-IR Spectrum

Figure 6 displays the FT-IR spectrum for an LIB cathode before and after leaching in the
two different acid systems (MOA + AA and L-Glu + AA). LiCoO2’s main spectrum includes
absorption bonds of 597.37, 1026.79, 1430.79 and 3429.41. The Co–O bond absorption peak is
597.37 cm−1. Changes in the intensity and width of the post-leaching Co–O peak indicated
that Co dissolution occurred during leaching [13]. In Figure 6b,c, which correspond to the
leaching solution in the two mixed acid systems, the peaks of 3067.13 and 3070.62 indicate
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the oxidation of the functional group –OH to the carboxyl or aldehyde group [45]. The
infrared spectrum changed drastically from 1000 cm−1 to 1590 cm−1, likely due to the
oxidation of the hydroxyl group, leading to the formation of carboxyl or aldehyde groups.
Therefore, it is concluded that this is the main area of reduction of the compounds. Peaks
of 1557.25 and 1583.11 cm−1 are observed in the two mixed acid systems, which represent
the tensile vibration of the carboxyl group, indicating that the reaction of coordination
occurred during the leaching process with the AA ion. During the leaching process, the
Li and soluble salts that reacted with the acid Me (Me = Mn, Co and Ni) were reduced
to a highly soluble bivalent ion. AA is made up of alcohol, olefin and ester functional
groups, and its two neighboring enol hydroxyl groups can readily dissociate to release
H+. This dissociation involves the formation of conjugated systems, where the lone pair
electrons of C– –C, –OH and C– –O tend to participate. [32]. From the above observations,
it is concluded that the mentioned mixed acid systems were able to form a coordination
bond with the metals and change the structure of the LIB cathode.
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Figure 6. Infrared spectrum images: (a) the LIB cathode powder before leaching, (b) the L-Glu + AA
solution system after leaching, and (c) the MOA + AA solution system after leaching.

3.3. Leaching Kinetics

The leaching of valuable metals is a process in which solid metal oxides enter the
liquid phase. The reaction from the outer surface of the particles to the inner surface of
the particles continues with the shrinking of the core until the reaction ends, and it is
a combination of mass transfer, chemical reaction, and diffusion control [32]. The main
factors affecting leaching efficiency are as follows:

(1) Fluid Film Diffusion Control;
(2) Ash Layer Diffusion Control;
(3) Chemical Reaction Control of the Surface [25].
The study of leaching kinetics has an important role in identifying the rate controller

stages in metal dissolution, among which the shrinking core model, the Avrami equation,
the cubic rate law and the logarithmic rate law are commonly used to describe the leaching
kinetics [21].

The minimum energy needed to break the bonds available during a chemical reaction
is the activation energy. If the kinetic energy of the molecules is greater than this minimum
energy during collision, breaking and bond formation occur (provided that the molecules
collide with the appropriate orientation). The quantitative basis of the relationship between
the activation energy and reaction rate is determined by the Arrhenius equation.
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Kinetic studies for the purpose of metal leaching analysis were conducted in the mixed
acid solution at different temperatures (30–90 ◦C) and leaching times (15–120 min) by
keeping other factors constant: organic acid concentration (L-Glu of 0.39 M and MOA of
0.25 M), AA concentration of 0.03 M, S/L ratio of 10 g/L and time of 2 h. The leaching of
metals from LiCoO2 and LiNi0.5Mn1.5O4 is a heterogeneous solid–liquid reaction and it
occurs on the surface of unreactive particles.

During the leaching process, LiCoO2 and LiNi0.5Mn1.5O4 were continuously dissolved
without solid phase formation. The Avrami equation was applied to describe the solid
phase transfer and kinetics of the leaching reaction. The common kinetic models are
as follows:

Model 1. Chemical Reaction Control of the Surface [18]:

1 − (1 − X)
1
3 = k1t (6)

Model 2. Diffusion Control [27]:

1 − 2
3

X − (1 − X)
2
3 = k2t (7)

Model 3. Logarithmic Rate Law [14]:

−ln(1 − X) = k3t (8)

Model 4. Avrami Equation [25,54]:

ln(−ln(1 − X)) = ln k4t + ln t (9)

Model 5. Modified Shrinking Core [30]:

1 − (1 − X)−
1
3 − 1

3
ln(1 − X) = k5t (10)

where X is the leaching efficiency of each metal; k1, k2, k3, k4 and k5 are the reaction rate
constant from the control model (min−1), t is the leaching reaction time in minutes and n is
an exponential parameter.

The leaching data were fitted linearly with five models (6–10). According to the R2

fit parameter in Table 3, Equation (9) (Avrami equation model) had a better fit correlation
with the leaching data compared with the other four models. The most likely scenario was
that, compared with the Avrami equation, the other four models did not well consider the
change in the mass fraction of the metals in the solid phase during leaching.

The fit curves of ln(−ln(1 − X)) versus ln t show a high linear correlation for Mn, Ni, Li
and Co at different temperatures, with R2 values above 0.9 (Figures 7 and 8). The leaching
process can be described by the Avrami equation with the reaction parameters, indicating
that the kinetic behavior is mainly controlled by the reverse crystallization process. The N
values in the mixed acid system of MOA + AA were between 0.09–0.2, and in the mixed
acid system of L-Glu + AA, they were between 0.09–0.36, which confirmed that diffusion
was the leaching controller in the reaction. According to Table 4, the reaction rate constant
of Mn, Ni, Li and Co increased with an increasing temperature. The results showed that
rising temperatures were beneficial for leaching metals from the mixed acid systems (MOA
+ AA and L-Glu + AA). In the mixed leaching system of MOA + AA, when the reaction
temperature was similar, the Li reaction rate constant was higher in comparison with the
other metals, indicating that Li leaching was faster in this system.
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Table 3. Fitting parameters (R2) of the leaching of metals in mixed acids using different models.

MOA + AA

T
(◦C) Li Co Ni Mn

M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M1 M2 M3 M4 M5

30 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.95 0.87 0.75 0.78 0.75 0.90 0.76 0.89 0.91 0.90 0.98 0.94 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.95 0.92

50 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.90 0.95 0.88 0.86 0.88 0.94 0.88 0.74 0.75 0.76 0.91 0.82 0.72 0.73 0.74 0.90 0.78

70 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.95 0.89 0.91 0.92 0.92 0.94 0.92 0.93 0.93 0.94 0.99 0.96 0.92 0.92 0.93 0.94 0.93

88 0.93 0.97 0.97 0.94 0.97 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.96 0.99 0.85 0.85 0.89 0.97 0.93 0.91 0.91 0.93 0.96 0.96

L-Glu + AA

T
(◦C) Li Co Ni Mn

M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M1 M2 M3 M4 M5

30 0.88 0.87 0.87 0.90 0.85 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.92 0.91 0.89 0.90 0.89 0.94 0.86 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.95 0.84

50 0.87 0.88 0.89 0.97 0.92 0.74 0.77 0.75 0.91 0.79 0.88 0.90 0.91 0.94 0.92 0.87 0.87 0.87 0.92 0.88

70 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.93 0.95 0.91 0.92 0.92 0.99 0.94 0.55 0.57 0.81 0.96 0.83 0.78 0.78 0.79 0.94 0.80

90 0.89 0.86 0.95 0.98 0.96 0.87 0.88 0.89 0.98 0.92 0.87 0.86 0.88 0.94 0.89 0.91 0.92 0.92 0.96 0.94
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Figure 7. The results of the Avrami equation fitting of the mixed acid system (MOA + AA) at different
leaching temperatures for (a) Li, (b) Co, (c) Ni and (d) Mn.
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Figure 8. Avrami equation fitting of the mixed acid system (L-Glu + AA) at different leaching
temperatures for (a) Li, (b) Co, (c) Ni and (d) Mn.

In addition, the Arrhenius formula is used to calculate the apparent activation energy:

k = Ae− Ea/RT (11)

where k is the reaction rate constant (min−1), A is the pre-exponential factor, Ea is the
apparent activation energy (kJ/mol), R is the global gas constant (8.314 J/K/mol) and T is
the absolute temperature (K). The logarithmic form of Equation (11) is as follows:

ln k = ln A − Ea

R
.
1
T

(12)

The ln k vs. 1/T diagram using the reaction rate constant (Table 4) for the mixed acid
system (MOA + AA) in Figure 7 and for the mixed system (L-Glu + AA) in Figure 8 is
displayed, which has a high fitness degree (>0.9).
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Table 4. Parameters of the Avrami equation for Mn, Ni, Li and Co at different leaching temperatures
in the two mixed acid systems.

MOA + AA

T (◦C) Li Co Ni Mn

n lnk n lnk n lnk n lnk

30 0.098 −0.047 0.109 −0.898 0.202 −0.660 0.116 −0.417

50 0.094 0.208 0.097 −0.625 0.201 −0.323 0.174 −0.324

70 0.110 0.362 0.129 −0.452 0.155 0.169 0.194 −0.223

88 0.169 0.455 0.195 −0.480 0.189 0.208 0.281 −0.225

L-Glu + AA

T (◦C) Li Co Ni Mn

n lnk n lnk n lnk n lnk

30 0.252 −0.906 0.335 −1.820 0.368 −1.578 0.096 −0.612

50 0.169 −0.251 0.193 −1.125 0.157 −0.269 0.111 −0.411

70 0.258 −0.129 0.273 −1.026 0.135 0.0327 0.130 −0.109

90 0.269 0.171 0.196 −0.422 0.097 0.374 0.170 0.009

The apparent activation energy (kJ/mol) in the mixed system (MOA + AA) for Mn,
Ni, Li and Co was 3.23, 14.72, 7.36 and 7.77, respectively, indicating that the leaching
process involved diffusion control (Figure 9). In the mixed acid system (L-Glu + AA), the
apparent activation energy (kJ/mol) for Mn, Ni, Co and Li was 9.95, 29.42, 20.15 and 16.01,
respectively (Figure 9), which means that the dissolution of the battery cathode in the acid
system of the mixture simultaneously followed the chemical reaction and the diffusion
control mechanisms; however, the effect of the diffusion control mechanism was greater
than the chemical control because the activation energy for these reactions was closer to the
diffusion control.

Minerals 2023, 13, x FOR PEER REVIEW 17 of 22 
 

 

Table 4. Parameters of the Avrami equation for Mn, Ni, Li and Co at different leaching temperatures 
in the two mixed acid systems. 

MOA + AA 
T(°C) Li  Co  Ni  Mn  

 n lnk n lnk n lnk n lnk 
30 0.098 −0.047 0.109 −0.898 0.202 −0.660 0.116 −0.417 
50 0.094 0.208 0.097 −0.625 0.201 −0.323 0.174 −0.324 
70 0.110 0.362 0.129 −0.452 0.155 0.169 0.194 −0.223 
88 0.169 0.455 0.195 −0.480 0.189 0.208 0.281 −0.225 

L-Glu + AA 
T(°C) Li  Co  Ni  Mn  

 n lnk n lnk n lnk n lnk 

30 0.252 −0.906 0.335 −1.820 0.368 −1.578 0.096 −0.612 
50 0.169 −0.251 0.193 −1.125 0.157 −0.269 0.111 −0.411 
70 0.258 −0.129 0.273 −1.026 0.135 0.0327 0.130 −0.109 
90 0.269 0.171 0.196 −0.422 0.097 0.374 0.170 0.009 

The apparent activation energy (kJ/mol) in the mixed system (MOA + AA) for Mn, 
Ni, Li and Co was 3.23, 14.72, 7.36 and 7.77, respectively, indicating that the leaching pro-
cess involved diffusion control (Figure 9). In the mixed acid system (L-Glu + AA), the ap-
parent activation energy (kJ/mol) for Mn, Ni, Co and Li was 9.95, 29.42, 20.15 and 16.01, 
respectively (Figure 9), which means that the dissolution of the battery cathode in the acid 
system of the mixture simultaneously followed the chemical reaction and the diffusion 
control mechanisms; however, the effect of the diffusion control mechanism was greater 
than the chemical control because the activation energy for these reactions was closer to 
the diffusion control. 

 
Figure 9. Arrhenius design for leaching Li, Co, Ni and Mn from spent LIBs: (a) system MOA + AA, 
and (b) system L-Glu + AA. 

In the diagram of the Arrhenius equation, the reactions with higher activation energy 
contain a steeper slope and the reaction rate is highly sensitive to the temperature change. 
In contrast, reactions with lower activation energy are less sensitive to the temperature 

-1

-0.8

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0 . 0 0 2 7 0 . 0 0 2 8 0 . 0 0 2 9 0 . 0 0 3 0 . 0 0 3 1 0 . 0 0 3 2 0 . 0 0 3 3 0 . 0 0 3 4

Li

Co

Ni

Mn

-2

-1.5

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

0 . 0 0 2 7 0 . 0 0 2 8 0 . 0 0 2 9 0 . 0 0 3 0 . 0 0 3 1 0 . 0 0 3 2 0 . 0 0 3 3 0 . 0 0 3 4

Li

Co

Ni

Mn

ln
 k

 (m
in

-1
)

ln
 k

 (m
in

-1
)

1/T (K-1) 1/T (K-1)
(a) (b)

0.6

0.4

0.2

0

-0.2

-0.4

-0.6

-0.8

-1

0.0027 0.0028 0.0029 0.003 0.0031 0.0032 0.0033 0.0034

1

0.5

0

-0.5

-1

-1.5

-2

0.0027 0.0028 0.0029 0.003 0.0031 0.0032 0.0033 0.0034

Li  R2 = 0.95

Co  R2 = 0.93

Ni  R2 = 0.94

Mn  R2 = 0.92

Li  R2 = 0.94

Co  R2 = 0.93

Ni  R2 = 0.90

Mn  R2 = 0.97

Li: y= -885.37x + 2.9024
Ea = 7.3 kJ/mol

Co: y= -935.49 x + 2.2205
Ea = 7.7 kJ/mol

Ni: y= -1770.9 x + 5.1835
Ea = 14.7 kJ/mol

Mn: y= -389.24 x + 0.875

Ea = 3.2 kJ/mol

Li: y= -1926.7x + 5.5185
Ea = 16.01 kJ/mol

Co: y= -2423.9 x + 6.2017
Ea = 20.1 kJ/molNi: y= -3539.5x + 10.302

Ea = 29.4 kJ/mol

Mn: y= -1197.7x + 3.322

Ea = 9.9 kJ/mol

Figure 9. Arrhenius design for leaching Li, Co, Ni and Mn from spent LIBs: (a) system MOA + AA,
and (b) system L-Glu + AA.

In the diagram of the Arrhenius equation, the reactions with higher activation energy
contain a steeper slope and the reaction rate is highly sensitive to the temperature change. In
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contrast, reactions with lower activation energy are less sensitive to the temperature change.
As shown in Figure 9b, which corresponds to the mixed acid system (L-Glu + AA), due to
the higher activation energy compared with the MOA + AA mixture system (Figure 9a), the
slope of the graphs was steeper, which confirms the fact mentioned. The activation energy
of the reaction was closely related to its rate, i.e., the higher the activation energy, the slower
the chemical reaction. This occurs due to the fact that the molecules can only complete the
reaction when they reach the top of the energy activation barrier. The higher the activation
energy, the fewer molecules with enough energy to pass through at any given moment.

The observations indicated that spent LIB’s cathode was dissolved easier in the mixed
acid system (MOA + AA) than (L-Glu + AA), which was due to the lower activation energy.
Moreover, the activation energy for Li and Mn was lower than for Co and Ni, indicating
that it was easier to remove Li from the LiCoO2 structure and Mn from the LiNi0.5Mn1.5O4
structure. The difference between the activation energies of the transition metals is related
to the polyvalent properties of Ni and Co.

In Refs. [1,32], through research of review articles and the structural characteristics of
materials, the authors propose the following mechanism and possible leaching products.
The leaching of MOA and L-Glu acids using LiCoO2 and LiNi0.5Mn1.5O4 cathode powder
is displayed in Figure 10.
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4. Conclusions

In this research, a fresh hydrometallurgical process was proposed for leaching cathode
materials from spent LIBs using two mixed acid systems (MOA + AA and L-Glu + AA).
Using the MOA + AA system, high leaching recovery percentages were possible for Li
(100%), Co (80%), Ni (99%), and Mn (98%) considering the optimized conditions, including
the temperature of 88 ◦C, MOA concentration of 0.25 M, AA concentration of 0.03 M,
reaction time of 2 h, and S/L ratio of 10 g/L. The leaching recovery for L-Glu + AA system
was found to be slightly lower, as Li (100%), Co (79%), Ni (91%) and Mn (92%) under
optimum conditions occurred at the temperature of 90 ◦C, L-Glu concentration of 0.39 M,
AA concentration of 0.04 M, reaction time of 2 h and S/L ratio of 10 g/L. Due to the lower
acid consumption and greater recovery, the MOA + AA system was more suitable for
metal recovery. The Avrami equation provided the best fit with the leaching kinetics of
the LIB cathode in the mixed acid system. The apparent activation energy (kJ/mol) in
the MOA + AA system for Mn, Ni, Li and Co was 3.23, 14.72, 7.36 and 7.77, respectively,
which indicated that the leaching process was a diffusion control. The apparent activation
energy (kJ/mol) in the L-Glu + AA system for Mn, Ni, Li and Co was 9.95, 29.42, 16.08
and 20.15, respectively, and indicated that they followed chemical reaction and diffusion
control mechanisms simultaneously; however, the effect of the diffusion control mechanism
was greater than the chemical reaction. According to the analytical results, the synergistic
effect in the L-Glu + AA system was more significant in comparison with the MOA + AA
system. MOA was more strongly coordinated, and it reduced the system, so it caused
higher recovery and was not affected by AA to achieve significant results; however, L-Glu
was not able to reduce the system and AA was required to recover it. This leaching method
is environmentally friendly and moreover cost-effective for recovering valuable metals
from spent LIB cathodes.
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