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Abstract

The effect of silica-promotion on the reduction of iron oxides in hydrogen was
investigated using in situ X-ray diffraction and aberration-corrected transmission
electron microscopy to understand the mechanism of reduction and the identity of
the iron(ll) silicate phase that has historically been designated as the cause of the
iron-silica interaction in such materials. In the absence of a silica promoter the
reduction of hematite to a-Fe proceeds via magnetite. Silica promoted amorphous
iron oxide is reduced to a-Fe via stable magnetite and wustite phases. During
reduction of silica-promoted iron oxide, Fe° diffuses out of the amorphous silica-
promoted iron oxide matrix upon reduction from Fe?* and coexists with an

amorphous Fe-O-Si matrix. Certain portions of wustite remain difficult to reduce to



a-Fe owing to the formation of a protective silica-containing layer covering the
remaining iron oxide regions. Given sufficient energy, this amorphous Fe-O-Si

material forms ordered, crystalline fayalite.
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1. Introduction

Precipitated iron oxides, often prepared in the presence of various chemical and
structural promoters, are common catalyst precursors used for the low-temperature
Fischer-Tropsch (FT) process [1, 2]. Silica (SiO2) is commonly employed as a
structural promoter to stabilise the formation of small crystallites [3] and provides
improved mechanical integrity, necessary for the catalyst to survive in the turbulent
conditions of an FT slurry reactor [4]. However, the interaction between iron and
silica inhibits the reduction of the iron oxide precursors to catalytically active phases
and may result in a corresponding decrease in FT activity [5] [6] [7] [8] [9] [10] [11]
[3]. This has long been linked to the formation of iron silicate phases during

reduction.

Lund & Dumesic [7] first reported this iron-silica interaction in silica-supported
magnetite (FesOa4) samples which oxidised at high temperature to maghemite (y-
Fe203), with Mossbauer spectroscopy data suggesting Si** cations substituting for
Fe3* in the magnetite lattice, thus hindering transformation to hematite. Further

reports proposed that this silicon-substituted magnetite exists as a 0.5 nm shell
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around an unsubstituted magnetite core [12]. This is supported by other studies
which suggest the formation of thin iron(ll) silicate rafts between iron oxides and the
silica [13] or as encapsulating shells [8]. This Si-substitution has the effect of
reducing catalytic activity, which is attributed to the iron cations in this region
becoming more electron deficient and coordinatively more saturated with oxygen

anions [14].

Dlamini et al. [10] demonstrated that the stage during synthesis which the SiO2 is
added influences its incorporation within the catalyst. When silica was added during
or immediately after precipitation, the resulting iron oxide crystallites are small
(approximately 3 nm) and exhibited the strongest iron-silica interactions during
reduction. Zhang et al. reported on the synthesis, reduction and FT activity of two
co-precipitated silica-promoted iron catalysts [11]. The presence of silica resulted in
the formation of fayalite crystallites (Fe2SiO4) during FT synthesis, which hindered
the formation of FT-active phases. Both Dlamini et al. and Zhang et al. observed
iron species in the Mossbauer spectra which were ascribed to Fe?* associated with

iron(ll) silicates [10] [11].

An in situ X-ray microscopy study by Smit et al. [15] probed the composition of a
silica-promoted iron FT catalyst in its oxide, reduced and FT-active states. Complex
phase changes were observed, but the presence of an iron(ll) silicate phase was
reported in the reduced and FT-active sample using X-ray absorption spectroscopy.
No iron(ll) silicate phase was observed prior to reduction. Most recently, Suo et al.

[3] characterised a series of binary iron-silica catalysts prepared by a co-



precipitation method. They observed the formation of Fe-O-Si structures in the iron

oxides which further transform into fayalite (Fe2SiOa4) during FT synthesis.

Although iron-silica interactions during reduction have been widely studied, the
characterisation methods employed to date are inherently bulk techniques, with an
insufficient spatial resolution to accurately identify the location and mechanism of
iron silicate phase formation in the reduction products. In the present work, we
compare the morphology, elemental distribution/composition and phase
composition of two co-precipitated iron oxide catalyst precursors after different
temperatures of reduction in hydrogen. One of the iron oxide catalyst precursors

was silica promoted and the other an unpromoted iron oxide catalyst precursor.

This study aims to determine the influence of the silica on the structural morphology
of the promoted iron oxide catalyst precursor during reduction in hydrogen and to
identify the location and type of possible iron silicate phases that may form,
providing insight into the mechanism. Characterization was done using in situ
powder X-ray diffraction (XRD) and transmission electron microscopy (TEM) which
included electron energy loss spectroscopy (EELS) spectrum imaging and selected
area electron diffraction (SAED) analysis. The findings are further supported by ex

situ TEM analyses of the materials after reduction.

2. Experimental

2.1 Synthesis




The iron oxide samples were prepared using a continuous, co-precipitation
technique [10, 11]. Briefly, precipitation was achieved by the dropwise addition of
separate solutions of Fe(NO3)3-9H20 and Na:SiO3-5H20 at 80°C to approximately
75 mL of deionized water. The temperature of the water was maintained at 80°C
and the pH was kept constant at 8.0 through the drop-wise addition of an NH4OH
solution when necessary. After precipitation, the precipitate was immediately
washed and filtered. The filter cakes were dried for 24 hrs at 90°C, ground to a fine
powder and calcined in air at 400°C for 4 hrs. A promoted specimen (100/10
Fe/SiOz) with 100 Fe: 10 SiO2 by weight was compared with a similar unpromoted
sample (similar synthesis but with no addition of silica). The specific loading for the
silica promoted catalyst precursor was chosen since it allowed the findings to be
industrially relevant and allow for detectability of Si during spectroscopic TEM
analyses. Chemical promoters for precipitated FT catalysts (Cu and K) were
consciously omitted from the synthesis to allow the Fe-O-Si interaction to be studied
in isolation. It is assumed that the chemical promoters do not significantly influence

the Fe-O-Si interaction.

The unpromoted (silica-free) iron oxide consists of irregular-shaped hematite (a-
Fe203) crystallites, approximately 50 nm in diameter. The promoted iron oxide
consists of small crystallites (2 — 3 nm) of silicon-containing amorphous iron oxide

(am-Fe-Si-0O). Characterisation data are presented in data-in-brief.

2.2 Characterisation Technigues

2.2.1 In Situ Powder X-Ray Diffraction



In situ powder, X-ray diffractograms were obtained using an Anton Paar XRK600
reaction chamber connected to a Malvern PANalytical diffractometer equipped with
an Excellerator detector and a cobalt radiation source (A = 0.178897 nm). Samples
were packed into a stainless-steel sample holder. Hydrogen gas with a flow-through
configuration was introduced at 1.86 bara pressure at a flow rate of 50 mL.min™. A
2-hour scan was performed initially at 40°C, with a 20 min scan after every 20°C
step increase, beginning at 80°C and ending at 360°C. The heating rate between
scans was 10°C.min™1. Four consecutive scans of 2 hours each were performed at
a final temperature of 380°C. All scans were performed from 20start = 5° t0 20end =
105°, with a step size = 0.017° 28. Crystalline phases present in the diffractograms
were identified using Bruker AXS DIFFRAC.EVA software, while average crystallite
sizes were determined using Rietveld refinement, the fundamental parameter, full

pattern refinement approach and Topas4.1© software.

2.2.2 Transmission Electron Microscopy — In Situ Reduced

Aberration corrected TEM, STEM and EELS imaging was performed on an FEI Titan
80—200 ChemiSTEM equipped with a probe-side aberration corrector, an X-FEG
electron source and a GIF Quantum EEL spectrometer. The experiments were
performed using an acceleration voltage of 200 kV. In situ reduction was performed
using a Protochips Atmopshere™ TEM Environmental Gas Cell holder. A small
amount of sample was ultrasonicated in ethanol to disperse the iron oxide

crystallites. A drop of this solution was placed on the silicon nitride window of the
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gas cell, which was subsequently assembled on the tip of the sample holder and
checked for leaks before transferring to the TEM. Samples were reduced in high
purity hydrogen gas (99.999 %) between 700 and 950 mbar absolute, while
temperatures ranged from room temperature to 750°C. Regions of interest on the
sample were consecutively studied at various temperatures to study changes in the
iron oxides which occurred as a result of reduction in hydrogen. Each reduction step
was done for 1 hr i.e. the cell was loaded with hydrogen at the target temperature
and sealed for 1 hour. Thereafter it was evacuated to quench the reaction and all
imaging and spectroscopic analysis performed. After imaging was complete,
hydrogen was reintroduced at a new, higher temperature. Imaging and analysis of
the samples were done in scanning transmission electron microscopy (STEM)
mode using an angstrom sized probe. Probe current conditions (200 — 300 pA) were
selected to optimize signal generation but, at the same time, minimize the risk of
beam damage to the specimen. The convergence semi-angle of the probe was 21
mrad and the EELS acceptance semi-angle was 62 mrad. The EELS spectrum
imaging was done using a 0.25 eV or 0.5 eV energy channel width for an energy
range containing 2048 channels. The full-width at half maximum (FWHM) of the
zero-loss peak was measured as approximately 1.3 eV. Selected area electron
diffraction (SAED) analysis and hollow cone diffractive imaging were done in TEM

mode using parallel illumination.

2.2.3 Transmission Electron Microscopy — Ex Situ Reduced



Ex situ TEM was performed using a double-aberration corrected JEOL JEM-ARM
200F operated at 200 kV and equipped with an Oxford Xmax80 EDS detector and
Gatan GIF 965ERS with dual EELS capability. Reduced samples were prepared by
placing a small amount of oxide powder on a glass slide on a metal susceptor, which
was itself placed in a quartz reactor tube. The samples were reduced at 400°C
(heating rate 10decC/min from room temperature) for 20 hours in ultrahigh purity
hydrogen gas at a flow rate of 500 mL.min™t. The reduced samples were
immediately placed into ethanol and ultrasonicated to ensure they were well
dispersed. A drop of dispersed solution was placed on an amorphous carbon film
supported by a copper grid and immediately mounted on the sample holder and
inserted into the microscope. The transfer to the TEM was performed as quickly as
possible to minimise oxidation of the sample from exposure to atmospheric oxygen
and moisture. Imaging and analysis of the samples were done in STEM mode using
a sub-angstrom sized probe with a probe current between 68 pA and 281 pA. Probe
current conditions were selected to optimize the beam current but, at the same time,
minimize the risk of beam damage to the specimen. The convergence semi-angle
of the probe used was fixed at 23 mrad with acceptance semi-angles of the GIF and
dark-field detector being 84 mrad and 34 to 137 mrad respectively. The bright-field
(BF) detector acceptance semi-angle was set at 0 to 12 mrad by using an
illumination limiting aperture. The EELS spectrum imaging was done using a 0.25
eV or 0.5 eV energy channel width for an energy range containing 2048 channels.
The FWHM of the zero-loss peak was measured as 1.5 eV. The SAED analysis was

performed in TEM mode using parallel illumination.

3. Results and Discussion



3.1 XRD

Data obtained from an in-situ powder X-ray diffraction study (XRD) of the catalysts
reduced in hydrogen are shown in Figure 1. Figure 1 (a) and (b) show X-ray
diffractograms obtained after different temperatures of reduction for the unpromoted
and promoted material, respectively. Figure 1 (c) and (d) is a diagrammatic
representation of the evolution of phase composition for the unpromoted and
promoted material with increasing temperatures of reduction, respectively. Figure 1
(e) and (f) shows the evolution of phase-specific average crystallite size for the
unpromoted and promoted material with increasing temperatures of reduction,

respectively.

We begin by discussing the interpretation of this data for the unpromoted sample.
In the absence of silica ( Figure 1 (a), unpromoted), the reduction of the hematite
(a-Fe203) crystallites proceeds via the well-studied two-step pathway [16] [17] [18].
Firstly, the hematite is reduced to magnetite (FesOa), with the onset of the reduction
occurring at 240°C. The relative phase abundance of magnetite achieves a
maximum of 95 mass % at 300°C. Along with this, the magnetite average crystallite
size increases to a maximum of 73 nm at 360 °C. At 320°C, a minor amount (less
than 5 mass %) of wistite (FeO) is formed, likely due to the reduction of magnetite.
Wistite is expected to undergo disproportionation at temperatures below 567°C
[19], forming magnetite and iron. The absence of iron in the diffractogram at this
temperature suggests that the wistite is being stabilised by some factor, most likely
a high water to hydrogen molar ratio within its local vicinity [20] [21] [22] [23] or a

result of the slow kinetics which govern the disproportionation [24]. Metallic iron (a-
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Fe) formation is initiated at 340°C, although a small amount of wiistite remains
present. The a-Fe shows a gradual increase in average crystallite size and
abundance with all the iron oxides fully reduced to a-Fe at 380 °C with an average

crystallite size of approximately 70 nm.

The SiO2 promoted sample has a very different diffractogram from the promoted
sample. Before heating the promoted sample occurs as amorphous silicon doped
iron oxide (am-Fe-Si-0O), with a diffractogram characteristic of two-line ferrihydrite
[25] [26] [27], a highly-disordered iron(lll) oxide, as evidenced by the two broad
reflections at approximately 42 and 75° 268 (corresponding to d-spacings of 2.5 and
1.5 A respectively) seen in Figure 1 (b). Upon heating in the hydrogen atmosphere,
there is no change in the reflection at 2.5 A until 240°C, where the reflection grows
slightly sharper. This is further exemplified at 260°C, while at 280°C, the magnetite
{311} reflection is evident at this 26 position (d-spacing). The reflection at 1.5 A
gradually shifts on heating to lower values of 26, indicating a larger d-spacing value.
At 280°C it presents as a crystalline {440} reflection of magnetite. These changes
in the short range order from 40°C to 280°C indicate a slow reduction of Fe3* cations
in the silicon doped am-Fe-Si-O. Fe3* cations in the poorly ordered iron-oxygen
clusters of am-Fe-Si-O reduce to Fe?* and the constituent atoms rearrange into a
poorly ordered form of magnetite which slowly increases in crystallinity, up to 280°C,
where the thermal energy is enough to arrange into a more crystalline structure. In
previous work the reduction of unpromoted synthetic 2-line ferrihydrite was found to
exhibit crystalline reflections of magnetite at the lower temperature of 250°C,

suggesting that here the presence of silica is inhibiting magnetite formation [28].
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Upon increasing the temperature of reduction from 280°C to 360°C, magnetite is
seen to gradually reduce to predominantly wuistite. A small proportion (phase
composition of 1 mass %) of a-Fe phase is detected at 360°C which shows the
reduction of wistite to metallic Fe. Within the same temperature region, the average
crystallite size of magnetite is seen to moderately increase to a maximum value of
30 nm at 360°C with the wustite stabilizing to an average crystallite size of between
26nm and 31nm at 360°C. Wstite is seen to reduce to a-Fe starting at 380°C with
the abundance of a-Fe increasing to 15 mass %. Continued reduction of the catalyst
at 380°C for greater than 8 hours showed a significant proportion (57 mass %) of
waustite remaining in the material with both a-Fe and wiistite average crystallite sizes

stabilising in the range of 26 nm to 28 nm.

It was also noted that in the silica-promoted sample, broad reflections at 2.5 and 1.5
A ascribed to the am-Fe-Si-O phases are still present, even after reduction at 380°C
for 8 hours indicating the persistence of some amorphous iron oxide even after such

a lengthy reduction.
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Figure 1: In situ XRD patterns of (a) unpromoted, (b) promoted iron oxide samples.
The relative abundance and crystallite size of the crystalline phases for (a) is shown
in (c) and (e) respectively. The relative abundance and crystallite size of the

crystalline phases for (b) is shown in (d) and (f) respectively.

3.2 In situ TEM
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The in situ TEM reduction of the unpromoted and promoted samples was performed
to fundamentally understand the mechanism of reduction, at the spatial resolution

offered by TEM.

Unpromoted: 100/0 Fe/SiO2 was reduced in approximately 1 bara hydrogen
atmosphere from room temperature to a temperature of 700°C. In Figure 2 the
morphological evolution of a region of interest is shown after reduction temperatures
up to 700°C using a series of annular dark field (ADF) STEM images acquired after
the indicated reduction temperatures. The top part of Figure 3 shows selected area
electron diffraction (SAED) patterns obtained from the region of interest after
reduction at temperatures up to 700°C. The bottom part of Figure 3 shows electron
diffraction spectra (normalised at maximum peak intensity) generated by rotationally
averaging the SAED patterns shown in Figure 3 (top) about the centre point using

a digital micrograph [29] plugin PASAD tools [30].
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Figure 2: A series of in situ ADF STEM images showing the morphology of a region

of interest after reduction at the indicated temperatures for 1hr

The first evidence of phase transformation owing to reduction was noted at 350°C
(Figure 3) where the first occurrence of magnetite related electron diffraction peaks
was observed. The observation is different from the in situ XRD data which suggests
that the reduction of hematite to magnetite should have been largely complete at
this temperature. The observed difference is attributed to the time at reduction
temperature, potential underestimation of the temperature due to the presence of
hydrogen in the TEM gas cell, differences in detection using a bulk technique (XRD)
compared to a microscopic technique (TEM), as well as different configurations of
the in situ reactors. The in situ XRD reactor has a flow through configuration with a
gas flow rate of 50 mL/min while the in situ TEM cell is a closed, sealed system.
Only slight morphological changes are observed in the area after reduction at 350°C
as compared to reduction after 310°C (Figure 2). Further reduction at 400°C and

500°C show a gradual and complete transition from hematite to magnetite in the
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area (Figure 3) with significant changes in the morphology observed after reduction
at 500°C (Figure 2). The mesoscale morphology of the area, however, remains
largely the same, suggesting that reduction of hematite to magnetite is linked to
combined sintering and reduction of hematite crystallites which are in proximity.
With the further reduction of the region of interest at 700°C, only a-Fe phases are
identified from the electron diffraction data (Figure 3) with additional sintering of
crystallites observed. Nanoscale crystallites were also observed between larger
crystallite phases and were identified as metallic iron nanopatrticles using elemental
mapping of a representative region using EELS spectrum imaging (shown in data-
in-brief). The formation of small iron nanoparticles from comparatively large
magnetite crystallites suggests a migration of iron atoms from the magnetite lattice

upon reduction to the zero-valent state. This is discussed in more detail below.
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Figure 3: Upper panel: SAED patterns obtained from the region of interest shown in
Figure 2 after reduction at the indicated temperatures. Lower panel: electron
diffraction spectra generated by rotational averaging of the SAED patterns shown

above.

SiO2 promoted: The reduction of 100/10 Fe/SiO2 in hydrogen was similarly studied
using in-situ TEM.

Figure 4 shows a series of ADF STEM images representing the morphological
evolution of a region of interest containing a silicon-substituted ferrihydrite after
reduction at temperatures up to 750°C. Figure 5 (top) shows SAED patterns
obtained from this region of interest after reduction at the indicated temperatures.
Figure 5 (bottom) shows electron diffraction spectra generated by rotational

averaging of the SAED patterns in Figure 5.
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Figure 4: In situ ADF STEM images showing the morphology of a region of interest

of the promoted sample after reduction at the indicated temperatures.

The as-prepared material (Figure 4) comprises of silicon-containing amorphous iron
oxide. The diffraction rings seen in the electron diffraction patterns (Figure 5) for the
as-prepared material show a combination of rings related to the silicon doped am-
Fe-Si-O as well as the amorphous SiNx windows used to contain the gas for the in
situ analysis. The first evidence of structural changes of the ferrihydrite was
observed after reduction at 400°C with the presence of faint diffraction spots
observed in the SAED pattern obtained from the region of interest (Figure 5). The
first evidence of morphological changes (Figure 4) of the area was only observed
after reduction at 450°C with evidence of sintering of am-Fe-Si-O regions observed.
The crystalline phase formed during this transition was identified as magnetite by
electron diffraction (Figure 5). The first evidence for the formation of wustite in the
area was only observed after reduction at 600°C, co-existing with magnetite.

Wastite was differentiated from the (004) line of magnetite by a slight shift from 4.7
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1/nm for magnetite (004) to 4.6 1/nm for wistite (002). This was further evidenced
by the disappearance of the intense (022) and (113) peaks for magnetite but
remaining presence of the 4.6 1/nm (002) peak for wistite after reduction at 700°C.
Further morphological changes of the region of interest occurred after reduction at
500°C and 600°C with a noticeable change in the mesoscale morphology from that
of the original am-Fe-Si-O morphology. With the reduction at 700°C and 750°C, the
emergence of diffraction peaks consistent with a-Fe, fayalite and wistite formation
was observed (Figure 5). Fayalite is the iron(ll) silicate material that has long been
attributed as the source of the iron-silica interaction which inhibits reduction to the
catalytically active phase. The formation of magnetite, wistite and a-Fe agrees with
the in-situ XRD experiments. However, the formation of crystalline fayalite was likely
not observed in the XRD data due to the maximum temperature of the in situ XRD

being 380 °C.
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Figure 5: Upper panel: SAED patterns obtained from the region of interest shown in
Figure 4 after reduction at the indicated temperatures. Lower panel: electron
diffraction spectra generated by rotational averaging of the SAED patterns shown

above.
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The presence of nanometre-scale crystallites (nanoparticles) between larger
sintered crystal phases was also observed in this case and evidence is provided in

the data-in-brief.

The elemental distribution of Fe, O and Si, in the promoted sample as well as the
Fe:O ratio, was determined using EELS spectrum imaging. EELS element
guantification (with plural scattering removed) was done using a model-based
guantification routine (excluding ELNES) as implemented in digital micrograph [29].
Figure 6 (left panel) shows the distribution of Fe, O and Si in the sample within the
region shown in Figure 4 after reduction at 450 °C. Si exists in both the specimen
and in the SiNx windows used to encapsulate the microreactor. To attempt to
separate the two signals the Si to N ratio across the area was mapped by dividing
the Si compositional maps with the N compositional maps. The Sito N ratio of the
windows is expected to stay constant across the region (within error), thus, areas
showing higher Si/N ratios can be attributed to Si present in the catalyst sample.
Evidence of regions containing concentrated Si in the region of interest are shown
in the Si/N map in Figure 6 (left). Also shown in Figure 6 (left) is a map of the
compositional ratio of Fe to O in the area which identifies areas of Fe enrichment
due to reduction. Figure 6 (right) is a representative diffraction pattern and false
coloured hollow cone dark field diffractive TEM image of the area obtained after
reduction at 450°C showing areas in the region of interest where the first magnetite
(since only magnetite was identified from diffraction data) formation occurred. The
hollow cone image was generated with a beam tilt of approximately 2.4 mrad using
an objective aperture spanning an electron scattering angular range of 0.871 mrad

(indicated by the red circle in Figure 7 (right panel). This enabled a hollow cone dark
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field image to be created using diffracted electrons originating from phases
(magnetite determined from electron diffraction) with interplanar spacings between
0.174 nm (5.75 nm?) to 0.119 nm (8.4 nm™1). The limits of this diffraction condition
are indicated in Figure 6 (top-right) by the white circles. Areas of higher intensity in

the hollow cone image indicate zones of magnetite formation.

From the hollow cone dark field image and Fe/O map, a qualitative correlation
between sites of Fe enrichment and magnetite formation is observed. However,
some regions of enriched Fe do not correlate with the presence of crystalline
magnetite. In the absence of other phases identified at this temperature from
electron diffraction, it is reasonable to attribute this discrepancy to the formation of
poorly crystalline magnetite regions as proposed from observations of the XRD

data.
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Figure 6 (Left) Elemental distribution maps of Fe, O and Si of the region of interest
generated from EELS spectrum imaging data. Included is a ration map of Si to N
concentration in the area as well as Fe:O ratio. (Right) Representative diffraction
pattern showing the region in diffraction space from which the hollow cone diffractive
image was generated. Below is the generated hollow cone diffractive image

showing the sites of magnetite formation.

3.3 Ex situ TEM

Unpromoted: An ex situ TEM study of 100/0 Fe/SiO2 after reduction at 400°C in
hydrogen for 20 hours revealed the presence of large, crystalline particles similar to
those observed after in situ reduction (Figure 4). A TEM micrograph representative
of the general findings is shown in Figure 7 (a). The corresponding SAED pattern
(Figure 7 (b)) contains several diffraction spots which identify the iron phase present

as a-Fe. This is consistent with the in situ XRD results, which indicated complete
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reduction to a-Fe by 380°C. Evidence of a surface re-oxidation of the a-Fe
crystallite to magnetite was also observed during analysis and discussed in the

data-in-brief.

(a)

{ 013
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Figure 7: TEM analysis of unpromoted catalyst reduced ex-situ at 400°C for 20
hours in hydrogen. (a) BF TEM demonstrating the presence of large crystallites. (b)
SAED pattern identifies a-Fe as the phase present. (c) Electron diffraction spectrum
generated from (b) by rotational averaging identifying the crystallographic planes

associated with the diffraction peaks.

SiO2 promoted: TEM micrographs of the silica promoted Fe/SiO: after reduction at
400°C in hydrogen for 20 hours reveal a different particle morphology to the
unpromoted catalyst. Figure 8 (a) shows an ADF STEM image of such a region.
From the image, it is deduced that a mixture of crystalline phases is still present with

some image characteristics consistent with an amorphous material present. A
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SAED pattern obtained from the red dotted circle shown in (a) is shown in Figure
8 (b) along with an electron diffraction spectrum shown in (c) generated by rotational
averaging of the diffraction pattern in (b). The data indicates that the crystalline
material is comprised of a mixture of magnetite, wistite and a-Fe. The presence of
a small amount of magnetite is likely a result of re-oxidation of a-Fe due to exposure
to air during sample loading. Figure 8 (d) shows element distribution and
composition maps for Fe, O and Si in the region generated from an EELS spectrum
image obtained from the region. The formation of Fe enriched zones, consistent
with a-Fe formation, is seen amongst iron oxide regions accompanied by
segregation of Si to iron oxide regions. The concentration of the Si in the iron oxide
regions vary between 1 and 13 at.%. A higher magnification EELS spectrum
imaging analysis of an enriched Si area showed the presence of distributed silica
networks between iron oxide crystallites. Elemental distribution maps of Fe, O and
Si are shown along with a false colour overlay (RGB) of the signals obtained from a
representative area in Figure 9. The finding is consistent with previous observations
made from Mdssbauer spectroscopy data inferring the presence of iron(ll) silicates

[10] [11].
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Figure 8: (a) ADF STEM image of a region in a silica promoted 100/10 Fe/SiO; after
ex situ reduction at 400°C in hydrogen for 20 hours. (b) Filtered SAED pattern
obtained from the red dotted circle in (a). (c) Electron diffraction spectrum generated
by rotational averaging of (b). (d) Elemental distribution and compositional maps of
Fe, O and Si obtained from the region. Added is an RGB false colour overlay of

distribution maps.
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Figure 9: Elemental distribution maps of iron, oxygen and silicon in a Si-rich zone of
a silica promoted 100/10 Fe/SiO2 after ex situ reduction at 400°C in hydrogen for

20 hours. Included is a false colour overlay (RGB) of the signals.

3.4 Insights into Reduction Mechanism

From the findings presented above, the reduction mechanism of the silica-
promoted, co-precipitated iron(lll) oxides to a-Fe and iron(ll) silicate may be
elucidated. It shows the first direct observations of the structure of such nanoscale
materials during the reduction process and confirm the bulk observations made

using Mossbauer spectroscopy [10] [8] [11].

Initially, the silica promoted iron oxide exists as a poorly crystalline, silicon-
containing iron oxide: an amorphous Fe-O-Si bonded network. On reduction of the
Fe3* cations to Fe?*, segregation of Fe and Si are initiated with oxygen lost from the
Fe-O-Si network as water. The segregation is driven by Si** cations preferentially
substituting within Fe3* sites. The initial formation of crystalline iron oxide phases
(predominantly magnetite) occurs within areas of enriched Fe. Sintering of these
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zones occurs at elevated temperatures with a portion of magnetite transforming into
wiistite with additional reduction. Simultaneously, further reduction of Fe3* zones to
Fe?* is accompanied by increasing segregation and concentration of Si towards
Fe3* zones. The eventual reduction of Fe3* cations to Fe?* cations to Fe® is thus
progressively inhibited at this stage for promoted samples since enhanced
segregation and concentration of Si in unreduced areas lead to the formation of
distributed nanoscale silica networks among nanocrystalline iron oxide phases
(Figure 9). This leaves a silica-rich Fe-O-Si network that is attributed to the iron(ll)
silicate species that has been observed in previous work [10] [11]. Reduction of
magnetite and wustite to a-Fe occurs at higher temperatures of reduction with the
diffusion of isolated zero-valent iron atoms observed. The zero-valent iron atoms
agglomerate with time and lead to the formation of distributed metallic Fe
nanoparticles. However, a certain portion of wistite remains difficult to reduce since
the formation of a protective silica-containing layer covering remaining iron oxide
regions occurs (Figure 9). With sufficient energy (temperature) and time, the
remaining amorphous Fe-O-Si regions do form crystalline fayalite, as was observed

in the in situ TEM analysis after reduction in hydrogen at high temperatures.

4. Conclusions

The reduction of unpromoted and silica-promoted iron oxides (100/10 Fe/SiOz) was
studied using in situ XRD and in situ and ex situ aberration-corrected TEM. In the
absence of silica, hematite (unpromoted) reduces to a-Fe in two stages via
magnetite. The 10 wt% silica promotion of the catalyst (100/10 Fe/SiO2) leads to a

reduction of the silicon-containing amorphous iron oxide to proceed via a 3-step
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pathway to a-Fe, with both magnetite and wistite as stable intermediate
phases.The reduction mechanism is discussed, as well as the origin of the iron
silicate phase which has been observed historically by bulk analysis techniques.
The fundamental insights given here will prove useful in future studies investigating
the design of improved Fe-LTFT catalyst materials which could include additional

promoters such as potassium and copper.
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