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Abstract

Micromechanical modeling and euhanical properties of polyuretlean(PU) hybrid
nanocomposite foamswith multi-walled carbon nanotubes (MWCNTSs) and graphene
nanoplatelets (GNPs)ere investigatg by mean of tensilstrength hardnessmpact strengtland
modified Halpin Tsai equationThree types ofyrapheng with varied flake sizesand specific
surface ares(SSA),wereutilized to studythe effectof graphendypes onthesynergistic effect of
MWCNT/GNP hybrid nanofillers The results indicate a remarkable synergetic effect between
MWCNTs andGNP-1.5 (1:1) with a flake size of 1.5 pm ane higher SSA(750 nt/g), which
tensile strength of PU wamprovedby 43%as compareto 19% forPUMWCNTs and 17% for
PU/GNP-1.5at 0.25 wt%nanofiler loadings. The synerg was successfully predictegingunit

cell modeling,in whichthe calculatediataagrees with the experimental results.
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1.1 Introduction

PolyurethanéPU) foams which are economic due to their low densdygfrequently used in a
widespreadange of applicationsuch as insulation goaksutonotive and electronic industries.
However their applications are limiteldecause atheir poor mechanicgbropertiesTherefore, it
seems attractive to modiBUs using namparticleso modifytheir mechanical properti¢s-6]. In

addition,components of PUs (polyol and isocyanate) are in a liquid form, wdllotv for the
simple integration of solid nanofillers.

Onedimensional(1D) multi-walled carbon nanotubedMWCNTSs) aml two-dimensional(2D)

graphene nanoplatelets (GNPs) owing to their superior propegitidse used as hybménofillers
to form well-dispersed threelimensional (3D) netwoss which can overcome thdispersion
problem of single nandillers [7-12]. In order to solve the problem, acidnctionalzation of

nanofillerscan improve the dispersiohut the reaction conditions of acid oxidatioaie severe

andmay damage the grapigitstructure[13]. Hybrid nanocomposites possess better mechanical

propertiesin comparison withconventional nanocomposst¢hatlead to the formation of an
effectivenetwork for strairiransfering [2, 14-16]. MWCNTsandgraphenédaveahigh ability to
selfassemi#due to” i° i nt s whach douldenhibit aggregateresulting inenhanng the
contactarea between nanofillers and polymaaitrixes[17, 18]

Recently,carbon nanotub&gaphendwybrid nanofilles were used ipolymer nanocomposités

improve the mechanicaropertied8, 16, 19, 20]Weikanget al.[20] uniformly dispersedCNT-

graphenehybridsinto epoxy. Their results demonstrated that the tensile strength of the hybrid

nanocompositebtaired an enhancement of 36@ombiningcarbon nanotubesndgraphendor
improvingtheperformance oépoxynanocompositesasalsostudied byShinYi Yanget al.[15].

The tensile strength and modulus of CNT+GNP/epoxy were inadnsb4.5% and 22.6%t 1



wt% loading respectiely, which is obviously higher thanthe resuls of graphenedpoxy
nanocompositeslhe synergistic effeadf the combinationslid notcompletely understandt is
vital to determine theffectof nanofillers size on the propertied thehybrid nanocomposés In
addition the ratio of the nanofillsis asignificantparameteregardinghe reinforcing capabilities
of thenan@omposite$l5, 21] Chatterjee et aJ8] reported thathe particle size of grapheséas
a noticeable influence on the mechanical and thepnoglerties of the nanocompositébey also
exhibited that synergistic effects can be obtainsthg hybrid nanofillers especially fothe
CNT/grapheng9:1) and CNT/grapheng5:1), which are more effective than singlandillers.
Gaoet al.[22] added two types of GNPs, xGi#750 (with an average diameter ofuin and a
surface area of 750%g) andxGnRP-M15 (a larger diametr of 15um but a lower surface area of
150 nt/g) in PLA andindicatedthe highestreinforcement 024% for 5 wt%xGnPR-M15. However,
in that studyinvestigatios were focused osingle graphene nanofillerather than onhe effect
of particle size omybrid rmnaomposits, whichhavenot discussed in any detail.

A key question is whichtypes of grapheneare best suited tshow a synergistic effectwith
MWCNTSs to reinforcing polymericnanocompositesTo investigate this, we comparedree
commercially availablearietiesof graphenavith differentflake sizes (24, 5 and 1.5 um), aspect
ratios and specific surface a®§150 and 750 Ay) to studysynergistic effect ofGNP with
MWCNTSs on tensile, hardness and impact properties of PU hybrid nanocompbtgadsave
observed a high synergistic effect and substantial improvemsem@GNP-1.5 with a lower flake
size and a higher specific surface area at a low concentration of 0.2¥avibtusnanofiller ratios
weretestedto find the optimal loading formechanicalproperties andhe highestsynergy.The
tensile strengtlof thesingle and hybrid namomposites was also compamsiih the predictions

of the wellestablished HalpiTsai model whichwas modified by adding aexponential shape



factor, and the results fittethe experimental data successfu[B3, 24] In addition, a unit cell
comprisinggrapheneandMWCNTs was considered, whidhesynergistic effectvas successfully
predicted.

2. Materials and experimental setup

2.1 Materials

Fabrication of PUs was done by mixing the polyol and isocyanate in a weight ratio of &sl.25,
recommended by the manufactuaecordng to Table 1Grapheneand MWCNTSs were purchased
from Nanografi Co.LtdMWCNTSs were grown by chemical vapor deposition withaverage
diameter oB - 10nm, the length of-3 um, aspecificsurface area of 290%g and purityof more
than 2%. GNP-24 rders to graphene nanoplatelets with a diameter of 24afinicknesof 6 nm
and a specific surface are&150 nt/g, according tathe manufacturer datasheet. Gl$Fhasa
smaller diameter of 5m, a lowerthickness of 3 nm and a specific surface aka50 nv/g.
According to themanufacturerGNP-1.5 hasa smallerdiameterof 1.5 pum,athicknessof 3 nm

but a higher specific surface area of 750gn

Table 1. Properties of polyol and isocyanate components

Physical properties Unit Polyol Isocyanate Standards
Density (25°C) g/cm3 1.11 1.23 DIN 51 757
Viscosity (25°C) MPa.s 600 £ 200 210 ASTM D487898
OH content Mg KOH/g 300 - ASTM D 427499
NCO content H.O - %30.8-%32 ASTM 515501
Storage life Month 3 6 -

2.2 Nanocomposites preparation

Prior to thesynthesis of PU foam4,5 g of MWCNTSs vereaddedto 500 mL of 35%hydrogen
peroxide(H202) at room temperatuig@nd mixedor 90 min. Subsequently, the solution was filtered
and washed twice with distilled watergbminateany HO2 and then dried in arven at 80°C for

12 h.Two sets of nanocomposites were fabricatét; (1) different conterstof singleMWCNTs



and graphene (2) different conters and rati®@ of carbon nanotubégraphene hybrid
nanocompositeat 0.25 to 0.75 wt% nanofiller contentNanofllers were addedo the polyol and
werestirred at P0-2000rpm for 5 min.Then themixture was ultrasonically dispersed tomin
using an ultrasonibathand stirred again ab®O0 rpm for 5 minFinally, the isocyanate was added
to the nanofillefpolyol mixture and stirreéor 20 s as shown ifrig. 1. The detailf thefabricaed
nanocompositewith MWCNTS, graphengand theitombinationsre given in Table.Z'he ratio

of carbon nanotubégraphenas vital for hybrid nanocomposigeandthus specimenswith three

different ratios were fabricatddr eachgraphendype.
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Fig. 1. The £heme othenanocomposites fabrication steps.

Table 2.Levels offabricatednanocomposites

Nandfill ers Concentrations (wt %)
MWCNT 0.25 050 0.75
GNP-24 025 050 0.7
GNP-5 025 050 0.75
GNP-1.5 025 050 0.75

MWCNT +GNP-24
(1:3), (1:1), (3:1)
MWCNT +GNP-5
(1:3), (1:1), (3:1)
MWCNT +GNP-1.5
(1:3), (1:1), (3:1)

025 050 0.75

0.25 - -

0.25 - -




2.3 Characterization and instruments

A turning machine was used for ¢ag slices otured nanocompositegth a thickness of 10 mm.
Theslices were cut im CNC machine according to ASTM 6Qfor Charpyimpacttests andSO
1926 for tensile testsf rigid cellular plasticsTensilepropertiesnvere performedon at least five
samplesof eachnanocompositeising Shimadzu, UTS machimguipped with a 1 kN load cell
undera strainrate of 5 mmmin at room temperatur&@he mpactstrength of unnotched samples
wasobtaired with a DevotransCharpy impact machin&F hardness testes used to investigate
Shore0 hardness tests and at lesigtpoints of a sample were examingetpendicular to blowing
direction Raman spectroscopy was perforn@dthe structure analysis of graphene nanoplatelets
using a RenishawinVia Raman spectrometavith a 532 nm laserX-ray diffraction (XRD)
analysis was performed on &IGAKU Diffractometer using Cu (Ka) radiation
Thermogravimetric analysis wa®neundera nitrogen atmosphere on a Q600, TA Instruments
with a heatingrate of5°C mir . Fourier transfom infrared spectroscopy of thpeximers was
studiedin thewavenumberrange from 4000 to 650 ¢rmat a resolution of 4 chhusing a Thermo
Scientific iIS10 FTIR at room temperatubBaspersion states of hybrid nanofillergreinvestigated

using Hitachi HghTech HT7700 transmission electron microscopy (TEM).

3. Results and discussion

3.1 Characterization

XRD spectra of grapgme nanoplatelets are shown ig.R2(a). A typical (002)peak at 4 = 26° is
clear for all graphenewhile GNR24 and GNF5 havea miwch sharper peakhan GNPL.5,
demonstratinghat GNR24 and GNF5 are more crystalline than GNE5. The structural defects
of grapheneplay a critical role in the properties nfndillers and theirnan@ompositeg25].
Raman spectre a useful toofor the characterizatiowf crystal structure, disorder and defects in

graphenebased materialsThe gaphenenanoplateletsexhibit D-band and @ands which



indicatesdefectsand the spcarbon netorks of thesample, respectivelj22]. Compared with
GNP-24 and GNF5, Raman analysis (Fig(l) shows a higlintensity ¢ D-bandat 132 cm!
for GNP-1.5, suggesting more defects on the graphene sHaathiermorethe intensity ratio of
D-band to Gband (o/lc = 0.49 of GNP-1.5is muchhigherthanthose ofGNP-24 and GNF5
(Io/lc=0.08) representingnoredefectsandporous grapheng26].

Fourier transform infrared spectra of neat PU and nanocomposites are illustrated a). Figeze
are no visible changs in the FFIR spectra oPU because MWCNTSs angraphenadisplay no
obvious absorption in thenfrared range[2]. Fig 2 (d) shows TGA results of PU and their
nanocompositewith 0.25 wt% nanofiller loadingdt is apparent thagraphenedecelerate the
themal degradation anBU/GNR1.5 indicateghe highestthermal stability in comparison with

other nanofilles due tothebetter dispersion ithe PU matrix.
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Fig. 2. (a) XRD patterns antb) Raman sgctra of graphene nanoplatelets,
(c) FTIR specimand(d) TGA curves oheatPU and nanocomposite foams.



3.2  Morphological characterization

The final properties of PU foasareseveely dependent on its morphologyensity,cell size and
walls thicknessIn addition,the homogeneous dispersionnaindillersin the polymer matrix ia
key factorto fabricatereinforcedpolymer nanocomposite3hus, it is very important tdirst
characterize thenicrostructureof fabricated nanocomposite€rosssections ofsamples were
fractured perpendicat to the foming direction andractured surface werecoatedwith gold. Fig.
3illustrates SEM images of neaiolyurethaneandPU nanocompositewith 0.25 wt% nanofiller
content which provide evidence of foarcellular microstructurs with the average cell size
values It has been shown that the incorporation of the nanofillexseasedcell sizesof
polyurethaneproving that even small amounts of néillers altert he f oa mdé s. Th@mor phol
decrease in cell size can also be attributed to the higher viseogitpucleation effectof
nandillers, which havea profoundinfluence onthe mechanicapropertiesof foams[27, 28] As
displayedin Fig. 3 the neatpolyurethanehas a uniformclosedcell structurewhile the cell
structure is damagethrough MWCNTs andgrapheneaddition The hybrid nanocomposite

containingMWCNT+GNP-1.5 showslowest cell size, which declares better dispens[29].

Consequently it is expected that the mechanical projesr of nanocomposite with carbon
nanotubefgraphenehybrids could behigher than otherf2]. SEM micrographs provide visual
evidence othe foam microstructureonsistingof three phasesf the wlymer, nanofillersand
bubbles. Fig3 alsopresents a series of microstructures focused on theastiauin which carbon
nanofillersare located. A number aigglomerations are visible in these aredsle a better
dispersion in hybrid nanocompogtwith GNR1.5 and MWCNTE (Fig 3 (f)) is obviousthat 1D
carbon nanotubeare well connected t@D planargraphene floowia “-" stack interactiorj30]

and forneda 3D structurewhichinhibits aggregationsThis 3D structurewill enhancehe contact



surfacearea betweerthe polymer matrixand MW CNT<dgraphenestructureghatis favorable to

their mechanical properties.
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Fig. 3. SEM imags of nanocomposite foams (0.25 wtfa) Polyurethane,
(b) PUIMWCNT, (c) PU/GNPR24,(d) PU/GNR5, (e) PU/GNP-1.5,
(f) PUMWCNT+GNP-1.5 (1:1).

3.3 TensileProperties

Uniaxial tensile testing was usemléxaminethe mechanical properties of neat polyurethane and
its nanocomposites reinforced with carbon nanotubes and graphene nanopleigletta)
displayscomparative results dfWCNTs andhree types ofjfraphenen ultimate tensile strength

in various nanofiller loadings. The results show that carbon nanofillers are capable of improving

the strength of Plih alow weight fraction.The tensile strength of neat polyurethane is ab@% 0.



MPa, whereasthe addition of 0.25 wt% MWCNT, 0.25 wt% GNP-24 and 0.5 wt% GNR.5
enhancedhe strengttio about0.468, 0.476 and 0.486 MPa with%a921%and24% improvement,
respectivelyThe trend of strength improvement for MWCNTS is similar to GMRnd GNP5,
in which higher strength can be seen in the nanocomposites with 0.25 wt% nandftiers.
reinforcement efficiency of GNR4 is obviously superior to that @NP-5, which approves that
a larger aspect ratio is beneficial faterfacialstress trasfer from the matrix tgraphend31].
Results of a similar study by Valles et §82] showed that largegrapheneprovides better
interfacial stress transfer with the polymeratrix, due to amore extensive contact areahich
improves the mechanical propertie$he nanocomposite containing 0.5 wt% GMNB has the
highest tensile strength, which is attributed to the drigit/lc ratio andspecifc surface area of
GNP-1.5 (750 m2/g) over those of GN2 and GNP5 (150 ni/g). The high specific surface area
endows a better dispersion and effective enhancement of mechanical propertrefigher
loadings[33]. The ensilestrength of PUIMWCNTSs is higher than PU/GISFhanocomposites,
while PU/GNR24 shows better imprevnent. As a result, the superiority ajrapheneover
MWCNTs depends on their properties saslaspect ratio, specific surface ar@astudy by Yan
et al.[1] indicatel more effective reinforcement gfraphenghan MWCNTSs. In the contrary,
Zakaria et al[34] concluded that carbon nanotulpessess betterreinforcementeffect As can
be seen in Figd(ad), MWCNTs GNP-24 and GNP-5 reinforced PUsshow a lowerstrength in
higher loadings (0.5 and 0.75 wt%}pcausehe dispersio becomes more challengivghen
nanofillers concentratioa increasedwvhich limits theimprovemenbf mechanical propertie§3].
Due tothe betterreinforcemat effectof GNP-24 in comparison ith GNP-5, GNP-24 was used
for fabricating hybrid nanocomposites with MWCNT in different ratiogtestigatesynergistic

effects of both nanofillersThe ensile stength of pure PU and PU/MWCNT+GN# hybrid



nanocompasges with fixednanofillercontens (0.25, 0.5 and 0.7&t%) are demonstrated in Fig.
4(b). As expected, aynergistic effect was observed the strengthvhere thenana@ompositevith
MWCNT+GNP-24 (1:3) showed the highest increase28p6 (0.483 MPa)elaive to an increase
of 12% and15% for the singleMWCNTs and GNP-24 based nanocomposites0.5 wt% loading
respectivelyln nanocomposites with 0.75 wt% nanofiller loadirggmilar trend wa®bserved
whereasthe hybrid nanocompositeontaining MWCNT+GNP-24 (1:3) showedthe highest
strength in this contenT.he higher tensile strength of hybrid nanocomposites clearly presents
synergistic effectAs presented by Yang et §5] carbon nanotubesould connect tographene
to forma 3D hybrid structure, whiclprevens aggregatias of graphene nanoplatele&D hybrid
structureresultsin betterinteraction betweehybrid MWCNT+GNP-24 and the polymer matrix
which a larger surface area atigk increased contact area between hybrid nanofillerstiaad
matrix could help to transfehe load in the tensile tef85, 36]

In thispaperthree types of graphene nanoplatelets were used to investigatectsof graphene
size, specific surface area ahdirdefectsonthemechanical properties bf/brid nanocomposites.
Fig. 4(c) representsa comparative result ajfrapheneypeson the ultimate tensile strength of
hybrid nanocomposites at a constant level of 0.25 wit%s clear that thestrength of
MWCNT+GNP-1.5 hybrid nancomposite is dramaticly improved compared to the
nana@omposites with other nandillers. The tensile strength of nanmomposite with
MWCNT+GNP-1.5is increasedip to abou#t3% (0.561MPa)relativeto that of PUThe fact that
this is achieved at a nanofiller content of 0.28os remarkableWhereasthere are moderate
improvementsin the PUMWCNTs (~19%) and PUGNP-1.5 (~17%) nanocomposites

Consequentlygraphenenanoplatlets with a higherSSAand more defects havegeeaterability



to selfassemld with MWCNTSs, which GNP-1.5 with MWCNTSs exhibita noticeablesynergistic

effect in reinforcingPU.
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Fig. 4. The ultimatetensile strength dPU with (a) various nanfillers, (b) and(c) hybrid nanocomposite.25 wt%)

Lin Chen et al[37] considered a unttell with graphen&CNTSs structure to calculatbe effective
thermal conductivity of the compositeshybrid CNTsgraphenestructure of the nanocomposte
is displayed in Fig. %a), which is similar tothat of literature[37, 38] TEM image of hybrid
MWCNTs/IGNP-1.5 (Fig. 5 (b) approvethe homogeneous distribution of MWCNTSs on the GNP
1.5 surfaceo biridge the adjacerdraphenewhich formeda 3 interconnecting networkn our
work, the unit cell isabstrated to predictthe synergistic effecof graphenf&CNTshybrids, which

is the periodic structure of the nanocompagasitéach unit cell comprises twalf graphenawith
some MWCNTSs between them and it has the same length and width of L and heigl&obii H.

the GNPs and MWNTSs are considereds cylinders andre uniformly dipersel in the polymer



matrix, in which the volume fraction ofyraphenein the wit cell equals to that in the
nanocomposites, as follow:

o
®h 580 @

Where, \ candVe arethevolume fraction ofjraphenen nanocompositeand volume osingle
graphenerespectivelyAssuming thegraphenare located at thcenter of the cuboid as illustrated
in Fig. 5, the following equating can be writf&7]:

,$c§"0$(o @
Where [» and & are the diameter and thicknesgyodiphengrespectivelyandHa correspods to
the distance between two hghapheneBy simultaneously solving Eqg(1) and (2), L.H andHc
can be foundSinceMWCNTSs are distributed betwegnaphendo form 3D hybrid structure, only
carbon nanotubes withelength LOHg canattachto grapheein the unit cellUsed MWCNTs
have anaverage length of 2000 nixccording to this model, nanocomposites with®2000 nm
couldshowthe synergistic effecin the tensile strengtimprovemenbf the nanocomposites with
hybrid nanofillerswhichoutcome of Table3 and Fig. 4 provprecisionof thismodel As a result,
the synergistic effect could be obtainég increasingthe ratio andcontentof graphenen the
nanocomposite$n which the distance between tp@pheneHs, decreasgaccording to Eqsi))
and (2).Thus, larger fractiors of MWCNTs can connearapheneto form the 3D structure.
Moreover to achieve the synergis effect innanocomposites wittarger flakegraphenegeither

CNTs with a lager length should be used thie Hc shoulddecreas by enhaning the ratio and

content ofgraphene
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Fig. 5.a) Schematic diagram @he nanocomposite ana unit cell with a GNRMW
b) TEM images of GNHA.5 and MWCNTsybrids.

Table 3 Calculated H of thenanocompositesheir synergstic effecs andthe strength enhancement.
Loading Nandfiller s Calculated Hs (nm) Synergy Enhancement(%)

0.25wt% MWCNT/GNP-24 (3:) 8061 o) 20.7
MWCNT/GNP-24 (1:1) 4943 o) 20.2
MWCNT/GNP-24 (1:3 3618 o) 17.7
MWCNT/GNP-5 (3:1) 4224 o) 20.6
MWCNT/GNP-5 (1:1) 2887 o) 19
MWCNT/GNP-5 (1:3) 2266 o) 20.3
MWCNT/GNP-1.5(3:1)  1640(02000)* P 38
MWCNT/GNP-1.5 (1:1)  1150(02000)* P 43
MWCNT/GNP-1.5(1:3) 919 (O2000)* P 40

0.50wt% MWCNT/GNP-24 (31) 4939 o) 15.2
MWCNT/GNP-24 (1:1) 2863 o) 16.6
MWCNT/GNR24 (1:3  1992(02000)* P 22.8

0.75wWt% MWCNT/GNP-24 (31) 3611 o) -45
MWCNT/GNP-24 (1:1) 2030 o) 2.9
MWCNT/GNP-24 (1:3  1388(02000)* P 9

*Used MWCNTSs hee anaveragdength of 2000 nm

3.4 Impact Properties

Aside fromtensile strength, ipact propertiearecrucialin foam applicatiog which is related to
fracturetoughnesg7]. Fig. 6(a) represents the impact strength of unnotcRechanocomposite
specimens.The maximum value of impact strength is achieved at 0.5 wt% loafting
PUMWCNTs nanocompsite with an enhancemenobf 21%, compared to that of pure
polyurethane (0.79KJm?). Incorporating 0.25%weight fraction of ®IP-24 and GNF5 increased
theimpact strengttof PU about 13.%6 and 5.4%, respectively. Where#ise maximunmstrength

of GNP-1.5 reinforced nanocomposites can be seen atv@%bwith anenhancement of 13.6%,



which is attributel to the homogeneoudispersion oflGNP-1.5 due to & higher specific surface
area.Fig. 6(b) and (c) display the effects of hybrid nanofillers on the impact strength B

nanocompositesSynergisticeffects cannot beegn in the impacétrength, unlike tensile results.
As reported irour previous work[2, 7, 39, 40]this is attributed t@lominant reinforcement effect

of MWCNTson the impact strengittiue to their foldingand $iock absorbance propertipkl].
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Fig. 6. Theimpactstrength of PU witl{a) various nanbllers, (b) and(c) hybrid nanocompositéf.25 wt%)

3.5 Hardness

Fig. 7(a) illustrates the changes in Shefehardness of PUsith grapheneMWCNTs and their
differentconcentratioa The highest hardness values can be seen in the narmsiteapvith 0.25
wt% GNR24, MWCNT, GNR1.5andGNP-5 with 14%, 134%, 10.5% and 3% enhancements

respectively This improvement in the hardnessnain@composites may be due to the presesfce



a strong interaction between MWCNg@spheneand PU However,the hardness decreased in
higher loading due tthe uneven dispersion of nanoparticles. As mentioned in tensile results,
agglomerations occurred in higher contents, which have an undesirable effect on the hardness.
GNP-24 hasa superior reinforcement effect scomparison with other nanofilleteatapproves a

larger aspect ratio is advantageous for interfacial stress transfer from the manpfiters[31].

In the cas®f GNP-1.5, thehigher specific surface areendows a better dispersion and an effective

enhancemeriB3].

Nanocompositesshow lower hardness in higher loadings (0.50 and 0.75 wt%) tue
agglomerations. The hybrid nanocomposites were fabricated to overcome this challenge, which
synergistic effect among nanofillers could reduce agglomeratio®sg 7(b), it is observedhat

the value of hardness increases in hybrid nanocompositesir&blgnevith MWCNT+GNP-24

(2:3) showed themaximumreinforcementf 15.486 compared to an increase ¥% and11%

with single MWCNTs and GNP-24 based nanocomposites in 0.5 wt% loadjmgspectivelyln
nanocompsites with 0.75 wt% nanofillersa similar rend was observed whereas the hybrid
nanocomposite containing MWCNT+GNF (1:3)indicates the higheshardnessn this content.

These results exhited that MWCNTSs andrapheneshowedthe highlightedsynergistic effect in

enhancinghe hardness ofhe narocompositéoams.

Three types of graphene nanoplatelets were usedamie& the influence ofiraphenesize,
specific surface area adéfects orthemechanical propées of hybrid nanocompositdsig. 7(c)
depictscomparative resustof graphenetypes on te hardness of hybrid nanocomposites at a
constant level of 0.25 wt%. It is observed that tlerdnessof MWCNT+GNP-1.5 hybrid
nana@omposits is dramatically improvedas compared to themana@omposites withanother

grapheneThe hardness of nacomposite with hybrid MWCNT+GNP-1.5 is increasedup to






