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ABSTRACT: The development of innovative techniques for the functionalization of carbon
nanotubes that preserve their exceptional quality, while robustly enriching their properties, is a
central issue for their integration in applications. In this work, we describe the formation of a
covalent network of porphyrins around MWNT surfaces. The approach is based on the adsorption
of cobalt(II) meso-tetraethynylporphyrins on the nanotube sidewalls followed by the dimerization
of the triple bonds via Hay-coupling; during the reaction, the nanotube acts as a template for the
formation of the polymeric layer. The material shows an increased stability resulting from the
cooperative effect of the multiple π-stacking interactions between the porphyrins and the nanotube
and by the covalent links between the porphyrins. The nanotube hybrids were fully characterized
and tested as the supported catalyst for the oxygen reduction reaction (ORR) in a series of
electrochemical measurements under acidic conditions. Compared to similar systems in which monomeric porphyrins are simply
physisorbed, MWNT−CoP hybrids showed a higher ORR activity associated with a number of exchanged electrons close to four,
corresponding to the complete reduction of oxygen into water.

■ INTRODUCTION

The fabrication of functional hybrid materials that preserves
and combines the properties of their building blocks is a central
issue of nanosciences. Among the different classes of nanoma-
terials, carbon nanotubes are one of the most promising for
solar energy conversion,1−3 catalysis4,5 and composite applica-
tions.6,7 Within the context of sustainable development and
renewable energy, we and others envisioned the use of
functionalized or doped carbon nanotubes in electrocatalytic
systems.5,8−15 In such systems, the catalytic sites, which can be
made of metallic nanoparticles, organometallic complexes, or
any chemical functional group, need to be supported on
conducting materials. Carbon nanotubes, thanks to their
electrical conductivity and their high surface area (typically
>200 m2/g), appear as the ideal material for that purpose. In
order to ensure an intimate mixing between the conducting
support and the active sites, chemical methods based on
covalent or noncovalent approaches are extremely promising. It
is well established that the covalent grafting16,17 of molecules
onto the nanotube sidewalls gives rise to robust assemblies
since the nanotubes and the addends are linked through
covalent bonds; however, the transformation of carbon atoms
hybridized sp2 into sp3 in the nanotube framework induces a
sizable loss of their electronic properties. On the contrary, the
noncovalent approach18−20 permits better preservation of the
electronic properties of the nanotubes but the weak interactions
(π-stacking, hydrophobic, etc.) result in a lack of stability of the
assemblies. Therefore, the development of techniques that
offers a good control of the grafting while preserving the
original properties of the building blocks is highly desirable.

In this work we developed an alternative method to combine
carbon nanotubes with catalytic species for the oxygen
reduction reaction (ORR). The reduction of oxygen into
water is the reaction that takes place at the cathode of a fuel
cell. The reaction is generally performed in the presence of
platinum nanoparticle catalysts. The cost and scarcity of
platinum encourage the development of new catalysts based
on non-noble metals.5,21 For example, in nature, the reduction
of oxygen is performed by iron porphyrins in the active center
of cytochrome coenzymes oxidase. Thus, bioinspired catalysts
based on phthalocyanines and porphyrins derivatives mimick-
ing the structure of the coenzyme have been extensively studied
for oxygen reduction reaction (ORR).22,23 In particular, iron
phthalocyanines show high activity vs ORR with a four-electron
reduction process;23−25 unfortunately these macrocycles suffer
from demetalation in the reaction media.26,27 Very early,
Jansinski demonstrated that cobalt phthalocyanines could
efficiently reduce oxygen.28 As a matter of fact, cobalt
phthalocyanine and porphyrin catalysts are more stable than
iron macrocycles but favor a two-electrons process29,30 with
production of hydrogen peroxide that degrades the carbon
material support and decreases the fuel cell performances in the
long run. During the past decade, several studies focused on the
improvement of the reaction using cobalt macrocycles and it
was found that cofacial cobalt bis-porphyrins (called the
Pacman system) were able to reduce oxygen directly into
water via a four-electron process.31,32 However, because of the
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complexity of their synthesis, the Pacman bis-porphyrin
catalysts were only investigated in fundamental electrochemical
experiments. Recently, Olaya et al. showed that the electrostatic
face-to-face assembly of positively and negatively charged
Co(II)−porphyrins performed the reduction of oxygen directly
into water;33 this work suggested that the design of well-defined
structures is not mandatory to perform an efficient 4 e−

reduction. Then, in order to mimic easily and efficiently the
cofacial bis-porphyrin system, we developed a new approach
based on the cooperative effect of a multilayered cobalt
porphyrin polymer. Herein, a covalent network of porphyrins
was synthesized around the nanotube sidewalls: (i) to provide
strong interactions between the carbon support and the
macrocycles and (ii) to promote the formation of supra-
molecular architectures, through the interactions between the
macrocycles in the different layers. We believe that oxygen can
be complexed and reduced similarly to what is observed in
cofacial porphyrin systems.
Our method is based on the templated polymerization of a

meso-tetraethynylporphyrin around multi-walled carbon nano-
tubes (MWNTs) via Hay-coupling.34 This approach leads to
carbon nanotube/porphyrin hybrids exhibiting high stability.
Indeed, the resulting porphyrin polymer forms a homogeneous
film on the nanotube surfaces, and the hybrids can be purified,
manipulated, and dispersed in various solvents without loss of
their functionality. The polymer around the nanotubes is made
of several layers of porphyrins which can form cofacial
complexes, thus increasing significantly the number of electrons
(up to 3.93) during the reduction compared to physisorbed
monomeric systems.

■ RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
The synthesis of MWNT-CoP 1 and cobalt porphyrin (CoP)
derivative 2 are described in Scheme 1. Note that the
representation given in the Scheme is an idealized view of the
reality; microscopic characterization (vide inf ra) shows that the
porphyrins form an amorphous polymer coating around the
nanotube sidewalls. The trimethylsilane-protected Co(II)
tetraethynylporphyrin 3 was synthesized from meso-tetra-
(trimethylsilylethynyl)porphyrin 4 following literature proce-
dures,35,36 and then the alkyne functional groups were
deprotected in the presence of tetrabutylammonium fluoride
to give 2. MWNTs were dispersed in N-methylpyrrolidone
(NMP), then CoP 2 in NMP was added and gently sonicated,
and then left to sit for 30 min. Copper(I) chloride and
N,N,N′,N′-tetramethylethylenediamine (TMEDA) were added,
and the reaction was stirred at room temperature for 24 h
under an atmosphere of oxygen. After reaction, the nanotube
derivatives were purified by filtration and extensive washing
with NMP, tetrahydrofuran (THF), water, and ammonium
hydroxide solution to remove the reagents and the copper
catalyst. The polymer around the nanotubes exhibits a good
stability; indeed after purification, the nanotube−porphyrin
hybrid can be redispersed in common organic solvents such as
NMP, N,N-dimethylformamide (DMF), and to a lower extent
THF without loss of the grafting material.
The combination of carbon nanotubes with linear ethynyl-

based porphyrin oligo/polymers has already been reported in
the literature.37−39 In the work described so far, the porphyrin
derivatives were prepared separately and mixed with nanotubes
afterward. Our approach is radically different, first because
tetraethynyl porphyrins were used, and second because the
polymerization is performed in situ on the nanotubes that serve

as templates for the reaction. The nanotubes used in this work
were received from Nanocyl (MWNTs - NC3100), they exhibit
an average diameter of ∼9.5 nm. These diameters are
compatible with the formation of bent structures around the
nanotubes by coupling between two triple bonds. Indeed, the
butadiyne linker is extremely flexible, and rings of porphyrins
containing down to six or eight monomers (diameters of ∼2.5
and 3.4 nm, respectively) were reported.40,41

The MWNT-CoP derivatives were characterized by a
combination of absorption, Raman, X-ray photoelectron
spectroscopy (XPS) and scanning and transmission electron
microscopy (SEM, TEM). Figure 1a shows the absorption
spectra of the porphyrin monomer 3 and MWNT-CoP 1 after
polymerization. The spectrum of CoP exhibits three bands: the
Soret at 465 and two Q-bands at 601 and 646 nm in NMP. The
signal of the porphyrin in the nanotube hybrid is considerably
broadened (band at 480 nm with a shoulder at ∼675 nm) and
red-shifted, clearly indicating the formation of conjugated
porphyrin oligomers/polymers.42

Scheme 1. Synthesis and Representation of MWNT−CoP.a

aReagents and conditions: a) Co(OAc)2, 4 H2O, DMF, 120 °C, 1h,
86%; b) TBAF, THF, 0 °C, 95%; c) CuCl, TMEDA, NMP, rt. Bottom
part: schematic representation of the nanotubes coated with the
porphyrin polymer.
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The Raman spectra of MWNTs, MWNT-CoP 1, CoP
polymer (reference polymer synthesized in the absence of
nanotubes), and porphyrin 3 are shown in Figure 1b. The
comparison between the spectra confirms the formation of a
covalent network of porphyrins around the nanotube sidewalls.
In the 250 and 1750 cm−1 region, the spectrum of MWNT-
CoP 1 is dominated by the signals of the porphyrin, while the
presence of MWNT is confirmed by the 2D and D+D′ bands at
∼2730 and 2950 cm−1, respectively. The spectra of the
porphyrin-containing derivatives also exhibit interesting
features between 2100 and 2200 cm−1; this region is known
to be the one where the triple bond stretching mode is
observed. The band at 2154 cm−1 (red spectrum) was
attributed to the vibration of the protected acetylene moieties
in CoP 3. After deprotection and polymerization this band
disappears and gives two bands at ∼2110 and 2190 cm−1 that

was attributed to the ethynyl and 1,3-butadiynyl moieties,
respectively. Note that in 1 the band at 2110 cm−1 is almost
nonexistent, it only forms a shoulder on the left of the 2190
cm−1 stretching band. This observation suggests that the alkyne
groups of CoP 3 strongly participate in the formation of the
porphyrin film around the surface of MWNT and that there are
almost no ethynyl pendant groups remaining.
Quantitative analyses of the nanotube−porphyrin hybrids

were performed by means of XPS. The spectrum of MWNT−
CoP 1 (Figure 1c) shows the presence of carbon, oxygen,
nitrogen, and cobalt in the hybrid. The deconvolution of the
C1s energy level signals, for 1, was performed with four
Gaussian−Lorentzian curves which were attributed to the
various carbon atoms (Csp and Csp2, Csp3, CO, and CO2H)
present in the nanotubes and the porphyrins. The deconvolu-
tion of the N1s energy level signals, for 1, was performed with
two peaks at 398.3 and 399.7 eV, respectively. The first peak
was attributed to the nitrogen of the porphyrin, while the
second peak was attributed to the residual NMP which filled
the nanotubes during the reaction.43,44 The complete listing of
the binding energies is reported in Table S1 of Supporting
Information [SI]). We estimated the average number of
porphyrins on the nanotubes (with the ratio of the peak
areas C1s/Co2p3/2 - see Table S1 of SI) to 1 cobalt atom for 130
carbon atoms, corresponding to 1 porphyrin for 102 carbon
atoms of the nanotube (CoP contains 28 C atoms). This result
shows that a large number of porphyrins were immobilized on
the nanotubes, and we can assume that the porphyrins form a
multilayer around the outer wall. For example using simple
geometric considerations (see SI for the detail of the
estimation), a 1 nm section of a MWNT of 9.5 nm diameter
and containing 8 walls which corresponds roughly to 280
carbon atoms.
In order to compare the properties of MWNT−CoP 1 to

those of reference materials, we prepared a MWNT/CoP
hybrid in which monomeric meso-tetra(trimethylsilylethynyl)-
porphyrinato cobalt(II) derivative was simply mixed with
nanotubes as described previously (Figure S2 of SI).25 The
absorption, Raman, and the XPS spectra of the hybrid are given
in Figure S3 of SI. The absorption spectrum of the hybrid is
dominated by the signal of the porphyrin, and the contribution
of the nanotubes is identified by the weak and continuous
absorption in the near-infrared region (800−1600 nm). Raman
spectrum of MWNT/CoP is very similar to that of MWNT−
CoP 1; it shows the presence of porphyrins (in the low
wavenumber region) and of nanotubes with the 2D and D+D′
bands between 2700 and 3000 cm−1. The main difference
comes from the bands associated with the stretching mode of
the triple bond; the latter appears at 2151 cm−1 (CC−
SiMe3). Finally, the XPS spectrum shows the presence of
silicon (from TMS), carbon, nitrogen, oxygen, and cobalt. By
comparing the signal of carbon and cobalt (vide supra), we
estimated that the physisorbed MWNT/CoP hybrid contained
1 cobalt atom for 135 carbon atoms (which corresponds to 1
porphyrin 3 for 95 carbon atoms of the nanotubes).
Microscopic analyses of MWNT-CoP 1 were performed by

SEM and TEM (Figure 2); the images confirmed the high
amount of porphyrin on the nanotubes. The electron
micrographs show that the general aspect of the pristine and
functionalized nanotubes is similar in terms of diameter and
length. However, compared to pristine MWNTs, MWNT−
CoP 1 are covered by a relatively thin layer of polymer. This
polymeric material is made of multilayers of cobalt porphyrins;

Figure 1. (a) absorption spectra of CoP 3 (red) and MWNT-CoP 1
(orange) in NMP; the Soret and Q bands of the porphryin are
broadened and red-shifted after polymerization. (b) Raman spectra of
MWNT (blue), MWNT-CoP 1 (orange), Co-porphyrin polymer
without nanotubes (brown), and CoP 3 (red). The inset shows the
evolution of the stretching of the CC bonds. (c) XPS spectrum of
MWNT-CoP 1 and deconvoluted XPS core level spectra of carbon
C1s, N1s, and Co2p of 1. The signals noted “*” are due to fluorine
atoms (F1s and FKLL) from the polytetrafluoroethylene (PTFE)
supporting membrane.
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they are exclusively located around the nanotube sidewalls and
form an amorphous coating on the nanotube surfaces. In
comparison, SEM and TEM images of the physisorbed
MWNT/CoP hybrid are presented in Figure S4 of SI. SEM
images of MWNT/CoP did not show the presence of an
organic layer around the nanotubes; the porphyrin formed a
kind of puddle on the silicon surface around the nanotubes.
TEM images permitted distinguishing the presence of a layer of
porphyrin around the nanotubes. This layer is thin and
discontinuous and is due to the stacking of Co(II)tetra-
(trimethylsilylethynyl)-porphyrin monomers on the nanotube
sidewalls.
The porphyrin monomer interacts with the nanotube

sidewalls by π-stacking. These interactions are relatively strong
in the case of porphyrins without phenyl rings in the meso
position; this can explain the very thin layer around the
nanotubes observed by TEM (see SI). The porphyrins not
interacting directly with the nanotubes stack weakly with each
other and at least not sufficiently to give rise to a stable shell
around the nanotubes. It is completely different for MWNT−
CoP 1: in 1, the porphyrins are linked together via butadiyne
linkers. It is likely that the first layer interacts with the nanotube
by π-stacking interactions and that cross-linking between
porphyrins in the different layers gives rise to formation of
the porphyrin shell around the nanotubes.
The catalytic activity of the MWNT−CoP 1 toward ORR

was tested in a series of rotating disk electrode (RDE) and
rotating ring disk electrode (RRDE) measurements under
acidic conditions. The results were compared to the ones
obtained for bare MWNTs and MWNT/CoP hybrids. As
demonstrated by XPS analyses, the amount of cobalt centers is
almost equivalent in MWNT−CoP 1 and in MWNT/CoP
hybrids allowing comparison of the catalytic properties of the
two nanotube derivatives. The different samples were

formulated in an ink containing Nafion, ethanol, and water
and were drop-casted at different loadings on glassy carbon
disks. In contrast to the MWNT sample (Figure 3a, blue curve)

that does not show efficient catalytic oxygen reduction
properties, the polarization curves of MWNT−CoP 1 in O2-
saturated 0.5 M H2SO4 solution show a reduction current
starting at 0.55 V vs Ag/AgCl (Figure 3a, red curve) for
different rotating rates that confirms the ORR activity of the
hybrid. Similarly, the physisorbed MWNT/CoP reference
sample (Figure 3a, black curve) presents catalytic activity
toward ORR as previously reported,25 but the onset potential is
slightly lower (negatively shifted by 50 mV), and the current
density at low potential is 20% lower than those of the
MWNT−CoP 1 for the same catalyst loading (155 μg·cm−2

corresponding to 17 nmol of porphyrins). From these data, the
mass transfer-corrected Tafel plots (Figure S5 of SI) show that
the CoP assembly obtained with the templated polymerization
process has an activity about 3.6 times higher than with the
simple mixture of porphyrins and nanotubes. This difference
was further assessed by RRDE analysis (Figure 3b) in order to
determine the average reaction electron number (n) for
MWNT−CoP 1 and physisorbed MWNT/CoP. The current
detected at the ring for physisorbed MWNT/CoP is higher
than the one for MWNT−CoP 1, indicating a higher hydrogen
peroxide production for the MWNT/CoP. The n values
estimated from the RRDE measurements at −0.05 V vs Ag/
AgCl with a catalyst loading of 155 μg·cm−2 are 3.35 and 3.82

Figure 2. SEM (a) and TEM (b,c) micrographs of pristine MWNTs;
SEM (d) and TEM (e,f) micrographs of MWNT−CoP 1. The images
show clearly the presence of a polymeric layer around the
functionalized MWNTs.

Figure 3. (a) Polarization curves at different rotation rates (400, 800,
1200, 1600, and 2000 rpm) recorded for ORR in O2-saturated 0.5 M
H2SO4 solution (scan rate =5 mV·s−1, 25 °C) on GC with
predeposited MWNT−CoP 1 (red), physisorbed MWNT/CoP
(black), and MWNTs (blue) lines. The loading is 155 μg·cm−2. (b)
RRDE measurements for MWNT−CoP 1 (red) and physisorbed
MWNT/CoP (black) (155 μg.cm−2) in O2-saturated 0.5 M H2SO4 (5
mV·s−1, 400 rpm). The ring electrode was polarized at 1.2 V vs Ag/
AgCl.
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for physisorbed MWNT/CoP and MWNT−CoP 1, respec-
tively.
In order to test the stability of the electrocatalytic activity, a

chronoamperometry at 0.2 V vs Ag/AgCl in O2-saturated
H2SO4 solution was carried out for 24 h. As shown in Figure S6
of SI, the stability of the MWNT−CoP 1 is higher than that of
the MWNT/CoP, with current decreasing respectively by 5%
and 20% after 24 h. This result could be explained by the fact
that MWNT−CoP 1 has a higher number of exchanged
electrons (close to 4), so that less H2O2, that degrades the
carbon material support, is produced.
Finally, the impact of the electrocatalyst loading on the n

value was investigated by RRDE experiments.45 At any catalyst
loading, the number of electrons (Table 1) is always higher

than 2, and higher for MWNT−CoP 1 than for physisorbed
MWNT/CoP. Thus, both catalysts operate under combined
4e− and 2e− ORR processes, with a more predominant 4e−

pathway for MWNT−CoP 1. The better results obtained in the
case of MWNT−CoP 1 can be attributed to the presence of
multilayers of porphyrin around the nanotubes which provides
a configuration similar to the Pacman bis-porphyrin systems
described by Nocera.31

■ CONCLUSION
We described the formation of a covalent network of cobalt−
porphyrins on MWNT surfaces. This approach based on Hay
coupling provides a robust method for noncovalent carbon
nanotube functionalization. After reaction, the nanotubes are
embedded in the porphyrin polymer and the multiple π−π
interactions lead to stable assemblies that can be purified by
filtration and redispersed without loss of the grafted materials.
XPS and TEM analyses show that the nanotubes are covered by
a multilayer of CoP; the porphyrins form an amorphous but
robust film around the nanotubes.
The MWNT−CoP hybrid was tested for ORR in a series of

electrochemical measurements under acidic conditions. The
RRDE measurements showed improved catalytic performances
of the material, with an average value of transferred electrons
that was close to 4. We are now extending the method to other
metalated porphyrins and phthalocyanines, and we are working
on the control of the number of layers around the nanotubes to
evaluate their influence on the reduction process.

■ EXPERIMENTAL SECTION
Techniques. UV−vis−NIR spectra were recorded in 1 cm quartz

cuvettes on a Perkin Elmer Lambda 900 UV−vis−NIR spectropho-
tometer. FT-IR spectra were recorded on a Bruker Alpha FT-IR
spectrometer. 1H NMR spectra were recorded with a Bruker AC-300
(300 MHz) instrument with solvent used as internal reference.
MALDI-TOF MS spectra were obtained from a Perseptive Biosystems
Voyager DE-STR instrument. Raman spectra were collected by a
T64000 Jobin-Yvon spectrometer (in triple or single configuration)
through an optical microscope (Olympus BX41, objective 100×),
choosing the excitation source among the lines of an Ar−Kr laser; the

spot size was about 1 μm. For X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy
(XPS) a Kratos Analytical Axis Ultra DLD, using an Al Kα source
monochromatized at 1486.6 eV was used. We used a hemispheric
analyzer working at pass energy of 50 eV for the global spectrum, and
20 eV when focusing on the sole core levels. The samples were
supported on PTFE membrane or on gold-coated glass. For SEM, the
samples were prepared by drop casting from NMP or THF solutions
on silicon substrates, and the images were performed on a SEM
Hitachi S4500 operating at 25 or 15 kV. For TEM, the samples were
prepared by drop casting from EtOH solutions on carbon-coated
copper grids (Agar Scientific) and then imaged on a FEI TECMAI G2
Spirit Twin or on a JEOL 2010F electron microscope operating at 120
or 80 kV.

Electrochemical Experiments. ORR Experiments. Sample Prep-
aration. MWNT-CoP 1 in solution in NMP was precipitated by
addition of ethanol and then centrifuged; the supernatant was
discarded, and the operation was repeated twice. The catalyst inks
were prepared by sonicating 10 mg of the hybrid catalyst powders in
600 μL of a mixture of ethanol and water (3 for 1 in volume) and 60
μL of a commercial Nafion solution (5 wt % in alcohol).

Electrode Preparation. Before each measurement, the glassy carbon
(GC) disk (5 mm, 0.196 cm2) used as rotating electrode was polished
with aqueous dispersions of synthetic diamonds (1 μm), then rinsed
and sonicated with water. Each active layer was deposited from the
catalyst inks by drop-casting onto the GC disk, then dried in air. The
loading was modified by casting different volumes of ink and diluting
inks in ethanol when necessary.

Electrochemical Measurements. The instrument used was a VSP
bipotentiostat (Bio-Logic SAS). The electrochemical tests were carried
out in 0.5 M H2SO4 solution in a three electrode glass cell,
thermostated at 25 °C. A “CE to Ground” connection with a saturated
KCl Ag/AgCl electrode as reference and a graphite plate as counter
electrode was used. As a working electrode, a Pine rotating ring disk
electrode (RRDE) with catalyst-loaded GC disk (0.196 cm2) and Pt
ring (0.110 cm2) was controlled by a speed control unit from
Princeton Applied Research model 636 electrode rotator. The
voltammograms were recorded at 5 mV·s−1 in stationary conditions
(with various rotating rates: 400, 800, 1200, 1600, and 2000 rpm) in
O2-saturated solutions. An average current was calculated from the
forward and backward scans. All potentials reported in this paper refer
to that of the Ag/AgCl electrode. H2O2 production was monitored in
the RRDE configuration at 400 rpm with a cyclic voltammetry at the
GC disk (5 mV·s−1) and the Pt ring electrode held at 1.2 V vs Ag/
AgCl.

The collection coefficient of the RRDE was measured using the
one-electron Fe(CN)6

3−/Fe(CN)6
4− redox couple, according to the

manufacturer’s instructions and keeping the current in mA. It was
evaluated at 0.25 when the GC disk was loaded with MWCNT−CoP 1
and 0.22 with MWCNT/CoP physisorbed.

Materials. Chemicals were purchased from Aldrich and were used
as received. Solvents were purchased form Aldrich or VWR and were
used as received. For synthesis, CH2Cl2 (CaH2, N2), THF (K/
benzophenone, N2) were distilled before use. MWNT commercial
grade NC3100 (>95%) were purchased from Nanocyl and purified by
oxidative treatment at 100 °C for 4 h in 35% HNO3. meso-
tetra(trimethylsilylethynyl)porphyrin 4 was synthesized according to
the literature procedure.35

Synthesis. MWNTs. MWNTs (40 mg) were sonicated in nitric acid
(35 vol %) (150 mL) with a sonic bath (160 W max) (100% for 5 min
and then 40% for 15 min) and then heated at 100 °C for 5 h. The
suspension was then cooled and vacuum filtered through a 0.2 μm
PTFE membrane and washed with water. The nanotubes were
redispersed in NaOH 2 M (100 mL) using the sonic bath (100% for
10 min) and then filtered through a PTFE membrane and washed with
deionized water, and then HCl 1 M followed by deionized water until
the filtrate was neutral.

Porphyrin 3. A solution of Co(OAc)2, 4 H2O (100 mg, 0.400
mmol) was added to a solution of meso-tetra(trimethylsilylethynyl)-
porphyrin 4 (100 mg, 0.144 mmol) in DMF (10 mL) in a 100 mL
Schlenk flask equipped with a magnetic stir bar. The reaction mixture

Table 1. Average Electron Number n Extracted from RRDE
Measurements for Different Catalyst Loadings of MWNT/
CoP and MWNT−CoP 1

loading (μg·cm−2) physisorbed MWNT/CoP MWNT−CoP 1

52 3.24 3.75
155 3.35 3.82
387 3.60 3.93

Journal of the American Chemical Society Article

dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja500984k | J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2014, 136, 6348−63546352



was stirred for 1 h at 100 °C. After extraction, the combined organic
fractions were dried over anhydrous MgSO4 and then filtered. Then
volatiles were removed from the reaction mixture under reduced
pressure using a rotary evaporator. The crude product was purified by
column chromatography (THF) to give 3 as a green solid (93 mg,
86%). Because 3 is paramagnetic, NMR was not performed. FT-IR
(KBr) υ (cm−1) 3375, 2957, 2918, 2849, 1733, 1467, 1447, 1389,
1386, 1312, 1289, 1249, 1243, 1197, 1180, 1121, 1103, 1070, 1025,
988, 852, 796, 714. UV−vis (NMP) λmax (nm) 449, 574, 610. MALDI-
TOF MS m/z = 751.20 (M+•), Calcd for C40H44CoN4Si4: 751.18.
Porphyrin 2. Porphyrin 3 (40 mg, 0.053 mmol) was solubilized in

THF (10 mL), and then a solution of tetrabutylammonium fluoride
(TBAF) (250 μL of a 1 M solution inTHF) was added. After stirring
for 1 h at room temperature and under nitrogen, 40 mL of water was
added. The solution was concentrated under reduced pressure, filtered,
and washed with water. After drying, the expected compound was
obtained in 95% yield (24 mg). Because 2 is paramagnetic, NMR was
not performed. FT-IR (KBr) υ (cm−1) 3310, 2924, 2855, 2113, 1722,
1611, 1563, 1460, 1362, 1349, 1255, 1236, 1226, 1163, 1121, 1068,
1010, 939, 885, 793, 707, 656, 588. UV−vis (NMP) λmax (nm) 460,
588, 638. MALDI-TOF MS m/z = 463,04 (M+), Calcd for
C28H12CoN4: 463.05.
MWNT−CoP 1. Porphyrin 2 (15 mg, 0.032 mmol) was added to a

suspension of MWNTs (10 mg) in NMP (150 mL). To adsorb the
porphyrin on the nanotube surface, the solution was gently sonicated
and then left to sit for 30 min. Then a freshly prepared suspension of
TMEDA (100 μL) and copper(I) chloride (25 mg, 0.25 mmol) in
NMP (2 mL) was added before the air was bubbled into the solution.
The reaction mixture was stirred overnight at room temperature under
air. The suspension was filtered on a PTFE membrane (0.2 μm), and
the solid was washed with NMP, deionized water, a solution of NH3
(5%), and then water and NMP. In order to remove the eventual
products absorbed on the nanotubes, the buckypaper was redispersed
in NMP, then refiltered and washed with NMP, THF, and CH2Cl2.
These operations were repeated until the filtrate contained no
porphyrin (checked by UV−vis absorption).
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