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Abstract

We have synthesized the bulk form of the superpagm@tic nanocomposites of Fe
nanoparticles and activated carbon. Here highlyop®rfeature of activated carbon and
magnetic properties of Fe nanoparticles were coetbirtogether to form the
nanocomposites by mechanical mixing of differemportion of both of them. These
nanocomposites are characterized by various clesization techniques like X-ray
diffraction (XRD), transmission electron microscof@EM), magnetization measurement
and Mdssbauer spectroscopy. The observed XRD patterve shown most intense peaks
at D = 44.8, which correspond to the (110) plane of the pwrdrFbody centered cubic
phase. Average patrticles sizes obtained by TEM ingagre in the range of 20 nm, which
are below the required limit for Fe nanoparticlesbe in superparamagnetic phase. The
superparamagnetic nature of the nanocompositesh&rgevith trace amount of the
ferromagnetic phase was confirmed by magnetizatimasurements and Moéssbauer
spectroscopy. Particles size calculated by the &wang function fitting of the
magnetization vs magnetic field curves are in dqatiely good agreement with the size

obtained from TEM imaging.



INTRODUCTION

Nanosized magnetic materials and their composig®s linique electrical, chemical, structural,
and magnetic properties, with potential applicagionn various fields [1-4]. The
superparamagnetic nature of nanoparticles at r@nperature has got suitable application in
magnetic separation applications [5]. The develagnoé superparamagnetic composites with
large surface area and high porosity would be ghifcant interest and would extend the
applications of magnetic separation techniguesambdicine, catalysis and waste treatment [6].
The route to design of new materials consists@éaer mix of materials with unique properties.
Activated carbon and iron are two such materidls,former a catalyst and the latter a magnetic
solid. Carbon-iron based nanocomposite systemsfageowing interest due to their improved
magnetic properties with potential in sensor agpions, catalysis and metallurgy. On the basis
of its considerable demand, a prospective reduatiocosts of these materials is envisaged if

bulk quantities can be produced [7-8].

In this work we have synthesized the different mamoposites of Fe nanoparticles, prepared as
bare particles, and activated carbon. This uniqui& preparation methodology whereby the
nanomaterial is directly fused to carbon employspecial properties of the nanomaterial
surface, addresses the utility of these matenmteal applications. The highly porous feature of
activated carbon and magnetic properties of Fe peaticles were combined together to form the
nanocomposites by mechanical mixing of differenbpartion of both of them. The
nanocomposites are characterized by XRD, TEM, nmagi®mn measurement and Mdssbauer

spectroscopy.



Experimental

Fe nanoparticles have been synthesized by emplayingvel, physical, top-down approach of
electro explosion of wires (EEW) [9, 10]. Differemanocomposites of activated carbon and Fe
nanoparticles were obtained by mechanical mixinqafvated carbon and Fe nanopatrticles,
with different weight ratios by grinding together a mortar and pestle. In this way three
nanocomposites were obtained by grinding: (1) 33%eonanoparticles and 66% of activated
carbon, by weight, denoted as (1:2), (3) 28% oh&eoparticles and 72% of activated carbon,
denoted as (1:2.5), and (4) 25% of Fe nanopartiates 75% of activated carbon, denoted as
(1:3). Each sample was monitored by employing Xd#fyaction (XRD), transmission electron
microscope (TEM), magnetization measurememtsl >’Fe Mossbauer spectroscopy. XRD
patterns were recorded on a PANalytical X'pert Rif@actometer using Cu Kradiation 4 =
1.5418A&). For TEM investigations a small drop of the ddditsuspension was put on a carbon
coated copper grid. After drying the grid, TEM dreterization was carried out employing a
JEOL 2100F machine. The magnetic properties werasored using a Quantum Design
physical property measurement system (PPMS). TheshHiler spectrum was recorded with a
conventional constant acceleration spectrometetransmission geometry using “4Co/Rh

source. The experimental setup was calibrated wsstgndard—Fe foil at room temperature.

Result and Discussions

XRD analysis of nanocomposites shows a peak at4.8, which is due to Fe nanoparticles, to

be most intense while the others are hardly visibl¢ghe XRD spectrum reported in Fig.1, peaks
position of Fe nanoparticles matches with thosenflmilk Fe in bcc phase and correspond to
(hkl) planes (110). There are very weak XRD peaka65.(, 82.4, i.e., they are suppressed.

Due to the nonequilibrium nature of the synthesxess the planes of the Fe nanoparticles gets



reoriented [11].The peak a6244.8 in XRD spectra of each nanocomposite shows theepre

of iron in each composites.

TEM images from different nanocomposites are preseim Fig. 2. TEM images give poor
contrast as the weight percentage of activatedocam the nanocomposites increases. Particle
size histograms are shown in inset to the imagesnRhe particle size histograms, calculated
values of the particle sizes are 13.8nm, 19.83 amd, 20.18nm for (1:2) composite, (1:2.5)
composite, and (1:3) composite, respectively. Hehegarticle size increases with increment of
activated carbon weight percentage. It seems like ibhterconnected pores of the activated
carbon provides the van der Waal interactions betwtbe nanoparticles, to form the clusters.
TEM images show that in all nanocomposites mostthef particles have size20 nm.
Superparamagnetism is often observed for iron remicfes below about 20 nm size. Selected
area electron diffraction patterns shown in ing#tsfirm the crystal planes obtained by XRD

spectra.

All the nanocomposites, generated by the comppséearation conditions described so far, can
be attracted by a permanent ferrite magnet. Ondnathal of the magnetic field, the particles
revert to their original arrangement. In order emfirm the magnetic state of the composites we
performed different magnetic measurements, dataslaogn in Fig. 3 which consist of their
hysteresis data (M-H curves), taken at 300K (F@js. d, f), ZFC and FC magnetization
measurements (Figs. 3 a, c, e). For the ZFC expetinthe samples were cooled from room
temperature to 2K, in the absence of a magnetid. fién doing so, the particle moments are
blocked progressively along their anisotropy diet. After reaching T = 2K the magnetization
is recorded during warm up in the presence of aereal field of 2000e. While the field cooled

data has been acquired by cooling the samples iaxtarnal field of 2000e. The observed



temperature-dependent magnetization curves areeglot Fig. 3. The temperature at which the
ZFC curve exhibits a cusp is defined as the blaxitemperature (). From our data, a broad
peak at~ 230 K corresponds to the blocking tempegabf the nanocomposite system. The
saturation magnetization @y} remanence magnetization M and coercivity values, obtained
from the M-H curves, are given in Tablghe Ms value for the composites decreaasdilution with
carbon is incresead and themercivity values increases with increased dilutidhe increase of
coercivity in the composite may arise due to complgeractions, which can create strong pinning
centres for the core moments during demagnetiz@tidh So the M-H curves show the presence of

small ferromagnetism together with superparamagmedit room temperature.

Magnetic nanoparticle sizes can be calculated mgube Langevin equation, describing

assemblies of particles with freely rotating monsdaB]:

M/N= Coth@)-1/a = L(a) - S———

L(«a) is called Langevin function.

where, a= uH/KgT

M/ Ms = magnetization (M) normalized to the saturaticagmetization (M)
kg = Boltzmann’s constant , p= magnetic momenhefgarticle

Magnetic moment (1) and the diameter of a par{it)eare related as:

pn= Wgn/G """""" T o (2)

By using the above equations, we have calculatedsibe of the nanoparticles by Langevin
function fitting of the M-H curves for (1:2), (12, and (1:3) nanocomposites, taken at 300K.
Fig. 4 shows the fitted experimental data and Tahi®s the fitting results together with the

experimental data. From Fig. 4 and Table, thenfigiagree well with the experimental data. For



different composites, the particle sizes obtaingdLangevin function fitting, namely, 15.02,
18.80 and 18.32nm, are close to the ones estinegtgdoying TEM and reported in Fig.Zhe
particle sizes calculated by magnetization datg @e however smaller than the particle sizes
observed from TEM measurementty). The difference between,Dand Dgy is most likely
due to contributions of a magnetically “dead” layeported to be present on the surface of the
particles [14]. In this case, B measures the magnetic particle; hence the deaa les no

magnetic component.

The room temperature Mossbauer spectrum of the5jlcemposite is presented next, shown in
Fig. 5 and is fitted by a doublet and a sextet. [detushows the superparamagnetic part dye to
Fe phase [15] and sextet, with value of isomelt sitif000 mm/sec, quadrupole splitting =0.008
mm/sec and hyperfine field=33.0T, which are typicales for the presence of ferromagnetic

Fe phase. The existence of tlraeFe phase is also clear from the XRD data of thapasite,
with a peak at @= 44.8 which is the sole noticeable peak. This showsttr&hanocomposite at
room temperature are superparamagnetic in natuteg bmall ferromagnetic component is still
present, which is also seen in magnetic measuramieyntthe presence of a small hysteresis in

the M-H curves [16].

Conclusions

We have been able to synthesize the bulk quantifiedifferent nanocomposites of activated

carbon and iron nanoparticles. XRD spectra confithes presence of bcc phased Fe in each
composite and TEM images show Fe naopatrticles i@ of ~20 nm, disperessed in carbon
matrix. The composites are attracted by permarerntd magnet; magnetization measurements

and Mossbauer spectra show the presence of tracenamof ferromagnetism together with



superparamagnetism. These nanocomposites couldsed for the various technological

applications like magnetic separation.
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Figure legends:

FIGURE 1. XRD lines from: (a) (1:2), (b) (1:2.5), and (c) (1:3) nanocomposites.

FIGURE 2. Transmission electron micrographs: (a) (1 :2), (b) (1:2.5), and (1:3)
nanocomposite. Upper insets show electron diffracti on patterns, lower insets

show histogram of particle size distribution.

Figure 3. ZFC and FC magnetization measurement curv es for: (a) (1:2)
nanocomposite, (c¢) (1:2.5) nanocomposite and (e) (1 :3) nanocomposite
respectively, while (b), (d) and (f) are their M-H curves, respectively, taken at

300K.

Figure 4. Hysteresis curves fitted by Langevin func tion: (a) (1:2), (b) (1:2.5), and

(c) (1:3) nanocomposites.

FIGURE 5. *’Fe Mossbauer spectra of (1:2.5) composite: circles  (experimental

data), lines (fitted curve).

Table legend:

Table. M-H curve measurements data taken at 300K an d Langevin function fitting
parameters
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Table:

Sample Ms Mg Hc Langevin Function Fitting
(emu/g) (emu/g) (Oe) dijn  Ms (emu/g)
Compositeg(1:2) 18.57 1.10 208.49 15.02 19.77
Compositg(1:2.5)  11.42 0.81 220.41 18.80 12.01
Composite (1:3) 11.71 0.97 257.64 18.32 »A4




