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Figure S1. Voltage profile at 0.1C showing a cell without the application of a carbon additive. 
The lack of electrical contact heavily limits the cell to extremely low charge and discharge 
capacities. Cycle data is not available due to the poor performance.  
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Figure S2. Comparison of voltage profiles of the 1,10,20,30,40 and 50 cycle data for w/o S&P1, w/ S&P1 
, w/o S&P2, and w/ S&P2. The curves come from the cycle data in Figure 3. 
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Figure S3. Comparison of voltage profiles of the first cycle data for (a) 0.2C, b) 2C, c) 3C, and d) 5C showing charge and 
discharge cycles. The curves come from the rate data in Fig. 4(a). 
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Figure S4. Comparison of voltage profiles of the 1,10,20,30,40 and 50 cycle data for w/o S&P1, w/ S&P2 
(SC 40 wt%), w/ S&P2(SC 50 wt%), and w/ S&P2(SC 60 wt%). The curves come from the cycle data in 
Figure 5. 


