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Abstract

The graphitization degree of carbon support critically governs the durability of proton exchange
membrane fuel cell (PEMFC). In this work, high-surface-area carbon black (EC300]) was applied as
the substrate to systematically evaluate the effects of Mn, Co, and their bimetallic combination on
low-temperature catalytic graphitization, structural stability, and corrosion resistance under high-
potential oxidative conditions. The results demonstrate that Mn-Co bimetallic catalysis yields the
highest graphitization efficiency, affording a carbon support (MnCo-EC300]J-G) with a remarkably
low Raman ID/IG ratio of 0.9085, substantially outperforming the single-metal counterparts. Accel-
erated aging tests via high-potential cyclic voltammetry (10,000 cycles) in a three-electrode setup
show that the oxidation peak current density of MnCo-EC300J-G near 0.6 V increases by merely
35.4%, in contrast to 47.7%, 50.3%, and 66.1% for Co-EC300]-G, Mn-EC300J-G, and pristine EC300]J,
respectively. When these supports were loaded with Pt nanoparticles and assembled into mem-
brane electrode assemblies for extended durability evaluation, the Pt/MnCo-EC300]J-G electrode ex-
hibited only a 21.2% increase in oxidation peak current density after 10,000 high-potential cycles,
significantly lower than Pt/EC300] (32.1%). Collectively, the Mn-Co bimetallic catalytic graphitiza-
tion strategy markedly boosts the oxidative corrosion resistance of carbon supports, offering a
promising route toward durable catalytic layer materials for PEMFC applications.
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1. 51§

T W PR FE s (Proton Exchange Membrane Fuel Cell, PEMFC)K H LA G m L0808 & . Th%
WL BN PRAN SR 0 n] KRR AR 2 A R B2 0 . 1Y PEMFC IR OGBEMEMEEAG R, IR A 12 2 il
2] PEMFC KU MLAL 1 “RIETF” M2 —. PEMFC BRI BH AR #R 75 B 3K, Pt SR AL,
T BAAR 19534 Ji [ B2 (Oxygen reduction reaction, ORR )i Z& izt K T FH # 1) & 5 AL [ . (Hydrogen oxidation
reaction, HOR)EE 2, fHAFHREL it A 80% LA 11 Pt & H T MK, HIAMM S AL, SRR DL — E 14
AR 0] AR AR 7 S R SR, R e 1 R it ) VR BRI AT o DR b G e 42 v [ A
AR EVE, Rl R Mt il s AL AN S IR IR N BTN AME RN 1 4 i 2 R R i 1 Bz —[1].

AT RS EME S AR A G, — AR AR A S A ENE, S — ek miaert. N
TR AR, 18 T PR A AT S AT, A T M A ) B AR A A R A R B A
BRAS R 22 Bl ik F e BU SR AR B4, B RS B IR B K BIORL 20 B, RAARIBORL RS, SR i A
2, MRS HERIRETE . A0, mtRmmk e+, BEFENEN, minE 1 E
B o) R i v LT TR o BRI il 2 A R DA AR R s O FAAR Tl 5| E KR 4] SR K
K, AR SN RSP AR [2]-[4]; @ BARE v S EUAPURBR R , 13X 3780 58 2 oA
B3P AR R NGRS R B [5] [6]: ® BB TG ERMFLEWIE, SBURT. BFR/KSAE R
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%, SUEAAT I RIVERESRR[7]-(9]. BRIk, AT S m R A i Bl m AL B T RE /0, A2 3R R L b RIS ]
R RREIBAT IR AR Z — o IEERS T RREAR BT T, EEW LRSI 3 AT © ik
MR, JEAERRE AR 5| N B REMI BB 2%, S BURORL (1 2 B E A — 4, A4k B R A,
SR AR IR TEAIRRE TE[10]-[13]; @ BREUARIA 4G, @i wiia i, RIE TR SEAFHS,
R 3 S A AL R P UL Pt RE 0, B TR B3 (22000°C), 75 2PN BAA T FLAS M AN LR T
P, FEEAGTR TR, XE LA R BER R [14]-[16]: @ M ALIRERIE, S fLETHI7E A A 3
WEL oG8 1 90 R UL 141 5 LA K 8 SR SR AR UK R 54K, 8 25 SR i A 7R AR PR AR AP [17]-[19]

H RIS T B A B P e AR AL i DO BB AR R T S Ay & U e, AR e & B RERT U
N CO/CO?, {EBERd R HHBR B AR SR I 1 AN (R AL J2= 5 K 22 EAUAR[20] [21] 0 O T 384 9B B AR T RS ek
RE, WBREMAR AT SR, R EBREAR KA PR R AT T R —, AR, RIEP LS
A SR A AL B 77 V5 7R 2 2000°C LR iR ft e i, BB A AR BR B AR SR T 4 0 2 AR E 1
ALZ SR e Se SR AT oA, XM A AN RE LR B 22 FLIR AR T FLIR S5 - (AL SR AL BE RS A 2
AT B R T TR I T A 7P 45 A2, BRI S8 RIR BE(1200°C BATF), RN e fe AR RE O B Bk
LIRS R [22].

ASCLIEGE R R B T BC300) VEARIAAIIRREMA, 8L A BB A AT AR AR R A R 5N
Mn/Co &JE BT, FEANBURIREL TR BA AT M A S EE, BF TS 4 A i 4L
XA SBACRESE . PR AR A HL e e A SR AL Tk BE 0 2 B A

2. SCIGERSY
2.1. LRI SIS

ANIKGEAEL (CoCly6H20, Zrfrall, 4ifE >99%): VUK A MnClL-4H0, F3r4l, 465 >99%),
NKEFEHR(HLPCle6H,0, 70414l Pt>37.5%), i tLaRTHIB% 2 EC300) (LLR A 800 m¥/g), JE/KZL
BE( T4l AR, 99.7%); S ABE(OHTEE AR, 98%), EZEFILHAFIA R AT ; 20% Nafion i, £
EALFRATE]; H4h Ar (99.999%), 4k N2 (99.999%), 4l 02 (99.995%), S%HIEE R & 5% Hy/Ar 1
R

H A JOEL A #] JEM-2100F i& 5 i T A8 (TEM);  H 37 S-4800 34 Hi 2 155 (SEM); Bruker D8
ADVANCE DA VINCI £ I8 X $H2RATHML; 5 E VARIAN ) H B A& 25 5 A 5 1 & 36 REA (ICP);
i e 8 B3R AR R AL AR 0 T A (BET&BIH) ;b i R AAX AT IR A 7] CHI760E Hi Ak 2% TAFub #1355 [F PINE
AF R B, 2EE Scribner Associates Inc A4 L IHBIINR & 850€.

2.2. ARSI FREIE

FREX 0.0396 g f#] MnCly-4H,0 A1 0.1904 g ] CoCly6H,0 JEARAE 20 mL 25 17K F1(JA 1 kb Mn:Co =
2:8), ¥ 1.0 g 1 EC300J £ FLER # A 7 BU/E SAL B A S AL B KISV, PR 12 h, SRR H TR 24
h A EEM IR RS . R AERSASAT, RTHREEA 10°C/min FHEZE 1100 CEEALEE 3 h,
B2 =R, A 0.1 M RIRIR iR 210k 12 h, S3EE)E, THEZS TEM T 80°CH
T 120, BHERR AR, 183 MnCo HAEAL A SR KL, #7128 MnCo-EC300J-G. K H [FIFE
H1 45 745 Co AL BT EL Co-EC300J-G A1 Mn fEAL A7 BALFR R Co-EC300I-G.
2.3. $ARRMEHTIRHIE

FREL 0.79 g 111 HoPtCle HoO FAMATE 50 mL 192 BT /K H O B s 1 IRV TR . FREL 0.7 g I AT 55
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6% MnCo-EC300J-G M B FIREHRH, =AM FREEEFE 2 H 24 h, A5 TR T8 24 h 153130
(RN ASKE B o 5 VA VR T8 (RO AR RE SR AE 5 vol% Ho/Ar YR &S5 F T 400°CALEE 3 h, FHEHEZ A 2°C/min,
WiakEEER. ARETAKERESHMBRR AN R A ayie ik, TR TEAT 80CH T4
12h, BHEE RSB, 15 21 P75 00 SR AR SRR A7), b Pt & 808 30%, FRiEN 30%Pt/MnCo-EC3007-
G. FHRIFEIFERIH] T & 55T EC300J MAHRRMEALFIVE XS IEFE, FRVEA 30%PYEC300J.

2.4. TIEsRRAVHIE

TR ER AR AR T 45 . FRE 2.5 mg MM A SRAURRAE S BT 5 mL V5 B+, A 12.5 mL 4
B, FAFEE30 min, FEFHEETMEIIA 10 pL (1) 20 wt.% Nafion 57K, 4K 10 min, BRI 5T (15
WARRL, . KRR AR (EAR A Smm, HAN 0.19625 cm?) R I HEATIH S, B EE
10 pL MIBREAAIEI SI T B iR I, =AM T HA TR 2 h, WRREREAREEN 10
ug/cm?,

AL AR [ % FREX 6.6 mg IMEALFIRES T 5 mL 1S BERS A, e 40 ul (12 B 1K i
AEFARE S AT IRVR AR B, SRJ5 NN 2 mL BIJG/K B, 875 7351 30 min, FFHBBAGIIA 10 uL 17 20 wt.%
Nafion &K, 4FE5E R 10 min, TR MHEATIZRE . FRBAEERL 10 L BIHEAAFIRB 510 Ti%
IR (BN 5 mm, HFN 0.19625 cm?), IR FEAR TG, BRRER Pt HEN 20
pg/cm?,

2.5 BLALFMAEIR

K FH AR 5 A sl R e 2 [ i AR o3 AT B Ak B A R AP, CHIT60E 25, wo [ Fifg JRARAU AR
NEIGIR AT, Wavevortex 5, 3EE PINE A#.

TEMARZ(CVYIR: 7E No HATR 0.1 M HCIO4 ¥, HHEHAN 0.05~1.15 V vs. RHE, F###
N 20mV/s, 34T CV MR,

K H 23475 (Linear Sweep Voltammetry, LSV AL SIS IR G ME: 7E O 1AIH) 0.1 M HCIO,
FvEm, 938 10 mV/s, RDE #3i# 4 1600 rpm, HLEJEE Y 0.05 V~1.15 V vs. RHE.

IREAR AR E MDA 75 No WA 0.1 M HCIO4 ¥, AT HALA 1.0~1.5 V vs. RHE FIHIER A
MER, 4238 50 mV/s,  DiE G B 20 10,000 B, B 2500 FElAR € — IR BRE AT CV.

AL A e e PR 76 Ny MOAT 0.1 M HCIO ¥, 34T B2 4 1.0~1.5 V vs. RHE [#) ik
fif AR, F938 A 50 mV/s, DNEEIRIEEE EIECH 100,00 B, & 2500 RElbRE — IRBREIAERT CV.

2.6. FEEE R K B R s

I AR ) 2% B S FEHIMEARIRORE, OB B LA B AL JZ ) 4% o AR A 7] 43 BSOLE S T B AT K )
REWA, REMABEEREY, BRMSEAFTELEN 1 UC=1), K& 24 h BREIFES 30
min, KA BHRIERE IR A JE SRR BH AR (A0 2 R B IR AR T 7AW TH, ARG 55U U2
TEIRSE N 150°C, EJ1°8 0.6 MPa 2644 F#4 % 5 min £ EIFHMN 1) MEA, JEPEXTHAN 25 em?. [ BH AR M
W EEAEE 7578 0.3 F10.05 mg/om?. e i) £ 4 (1) 5 F AR 2H 255 Bl B HL i 2 EAE Scribner 850e Mk & 1
HEAT DG AL M BRI

Wb M 2t At AR AT AT 78 /0 TS AL 2 S R T PR RERR e, AR AT AL i Ak, ik
A MR, BHARER, AXHEE N 100% RH, 3544 50 kPa, BAMR/FHARIL =14 1.5/1.8.

AU JFIE MR B AlSE, FHMRES, FXTHEE 100% RH, )% 50kPa, BAM/BHR LA &N 9.5
12,0, WA H IR T H R, BEASRAE A E /08 E 10 min.

S
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FE AR AL 700 PRI 2% 35 [ REYR BT (DOE) IR FR1E, X6 T AL 7Kk T i AP
FIBIREE 80°C, FHAR/BAM% Ho/N, (Ha: 0.2 L/min; No: 0.05 L/min), AHGHEE 100% RH/100%RH, % /7,
SEF = A A R IR A, HEJEE 1.0~1.5V, HFHEE A 0.5 V/s, LT 5000 RIEFFIEMR .

3. ER51T1i8
3.1. FRFRED

N TSGR AR T BT AP e 7, I IRIR 26 T Mn A Co RTRRE AR I HEAT 1A 384K
AR, PO . B A BT S BB IO T SR A5 AR A . X T HI4A 4 i L 3R T ik
EC300J, HH 30~50 nm HHN () BR A BBURL SR AR T AR, 2R 10 TG I W M RR G BOIRZ5 A B, 2 ILH B P4k
FIRFIE(E 1(a)s B 1(b))s 5146 EC300) BREAAHLL, Mn 4L EC300] (Mn-EC300J-G)Rf# A,
BREGH LB B BRI RSO, BRGNS, BRI G HH I T MR 2%
AU 1(c)~ Bl 1(d)). Co AL EC300T (Co-EC300J-G)BRARM, T BRES M) 22 T oA H I B S5 2 B pae 15 ot
17 B 28 A R 0 5 HH BRI B 6 PR 2, W6 Co (RIR A Ak A SBAL K RE 2T TSR (] 1(e)s 1 1(D)).
&K B Mn A1 Co fi4L EC300J 755 MnCo-EC300J-G, TRERSE Bl e 58 i S, [ s B gk A v o B0 W 42
(47 BB AL HERIE I Z5 4 (K 1(g)~ B 1(h)), I3 Mn Al Co HAT B LA AR T

Figure 1. TEM morphologies of carbon supports: (a) (b) EC300J, (c) (d) Mn-EC300J-G, (e) (f) Co-EC300J-G, (g) (h) MnCo-
EC300J-G
1. BMEREIAR TEM 257 (a) (b) EC300J, (c) (d) Mn-EC300J-G, (e) (f) Co-EC300J-G, (g) (h) MnCo-EC300J-G
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2 A EC300J Al MnCo-EC300J-G P R % 4 () HRTEM 15 20 4 R AE B o M) 2(a) 7T BAF HY EC300]
TR MR TH 1) 8 o e 5 1) R IR AN K T 58 TEAHES, 2253 MnCo XU K AT 52441 MnCo-EC300J-G filk
AR = oy P IR R AR, s SRR (] 2(b)), Tl BH B A B E 1A SRR

Figure 2. HRTEM morphologies of carbon supports: (a) EC300J, (b) MnCo-EC300J-G
2. BREAH HRTEM 5% : (a) EC300J #(b) MnCo-EC300J-G

I ICP X HI4E EC300J ARG AL f5 1 (i A A SR AL B AR S AT e R & i, S5 Rk 1 Fos . WIGA
EC300J A& A HIRE Y Co A1 Mn 2463, 70704 2.15 ppm F1 0.63 ppm; £id Co F1 Mn [ 5
MR AL A4 A BB AL R YE S, Mn-EC300J-G. Co-EC300J-G A1 MnCo-EC300J-G ¥4 1) Co &84
749 1.97 ppm. 2.86 ppm 1 2.43 ppm; Mn & &43 %14 0.82 ppm. 0.52 ppm £ 1.15 ppm. A LUK HL=Fh
LA BALBRE) Co A1 Mn (44L& & & S5HIUEH EC300] 4T [H—/KF, I HZET &l f21 Co
B Mn IANE, B 3 FEI A BB Co A1 Mn TR 2

Table 1. Comparison of Co and Mn elemental contents of 4 carbon supports

1. OFEREAFERF Co F1 Mn TESEXTLE

V222 Co Mn
EC300J 2.15 ppm 0.63 ppm
Mn-EC300J-G 1.97 ppm 0.82 ppm
Co-EC300J-G 2.86 ppm 0.52 ppm
MnCo-EC300J-G 2.86 ppm 1.15 ppm

kAR TR A R T A5 M AP, i XRD A1 Raman S lRESZ Mn AT Co X B4 4 AR
AL AT BALACR . 14 3(a) AR R A B BRI XRD B, 20 M 26781 43° 7 B A B 1K1(002) 1
(100) G4 THIAT 06, VISR, A SBAFERE . EC3007 fr1(002)F1(100) &% AT 5F 16 52 51 BA 5 1) f. 0
FRAE, FIETRise, REIHE L EHAFE. Mn il Co HAELLI) EC300T, FL(002)F1(100) & [HfiT 5 1
MR B iy, TR T FE AR AT, Ui SRR AR R SR . Mn A Co JEAEAL) EC300J, F:(002)F1(100) 8
TS VA PR o P fe i, LA SRR e AR SRR Raman EREW01E 3(b)Fin, 7EZ) 1340
em™! (D W§)F1 1575 cm™ (G W4T LG BIFANB R, D A G W58 2 t(In/le) & PR A ss b R FE Y
ATEERR bR, In/lg LLMEBRMG, SRRk S (23], #I46 EC300J. Mn-EC300G-G+ Co-EC300G-G F1 MnCo-
EC300G-G BEAR K In/lg ELAE 2> 518 0.9967. 1.0253. 0.9866 Al 0.9085, 5 W4k A7 884k Ji5 (1) EC300] %
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L IZ A A sa 454, H Mn A Co JhfEAb AT S8t M E SR fef, Min LA 85405 D =i vl B
S K. IAh, 2D (R 8 6 RAL A SR v RS T 1S HER DT 3, 2D IR Bl — P
F IR EAR R TH 1A TG 8 B 50 O AN P A SR 450 . 2D W52 55157 MnCo-EC300G-G > Co-
EC300G-G > Mn-EC300G-G > EC300G (3¢ 2D W& H ).

(a) — EC300J (b) —— EC300J
Mn-EC300J-G Mn-EC300J-G
Co-EC300J-G D G Co-EC300J-G
o MnCo-EC300J-G MnCo-EC300J-G
3 N (100) 3 2D
~ Y R -~
> 2
= -
{= *A__M S
8 £
£ £
peee e,
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L 1
% = = T = = = a0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000

2-Theta/deg Raman shifts/cm™

Figure 3. XRD and Raman spectroscopy characterization of carbon supports: (a) XRD patterns, (b) Raman patterns
3. FFRFARY XRD 1 Raman HEMIR: (a) XRD B, (b) Raman Bl

4 Bk 4 P i) BB 2k AL AT . B 4T AR, FEEGS IR TR,
FITAE R it T RO BEF ity 2 A % T PR B ity 28 EL A B S R0 S5 O, B T ST ) TV R AR 2R TR 4 Al A
H— BN LM, TREARI LR A 2O A SR R =, LR IRV /NP S, RN MnCo-
EC300G-G (605.59 m%/g) < Co-EC300G-G (625.07 m¥g) < Mn-EC300G-G (674.65 m¥/g) < EC300G (753.66
m%/g), XZV] R TR A SR, TR SR AL BE LA IR R 45 5 A Sk, Ak
R AL 7 PR, S LIRS, S A S B B AR AR PR . A 3(b)HrT UK BIH FLAZ
AN FLALEE B DAALE 2~10 nm, FEEEAA SRS, 3 nm DURFL S R R K. HAE
A BB BR P) 3~5 nm [X [A] (ISR AR T i 46 BC300J, 3R BHIZ X3 5 L A B P11

04 b ( )
200 '(a)—-—ECSOOJ i b kA
—_ gn-:g:ggj g f —e— Mn-EC300J-G
6. 4
o —— MnCo-EC300J-G i 0.3 —— Co-EC300J-G
% _ —— MnCo-EC300J-G
K 02
§ 8
= a
s s
= S o
¢ k
00 [ ot
1 Il
1 10 100

D (nm)

Figure 4. (a) N2 adsorption-desorption isotherms and (b) pore size distribution curves of the carbon supports

4. (a) FREUFABI R SIRARMIRIZAN(b) MREIARIFLIZ S TRk

3.2. BLFERESHT
HE— Il R PEF R 2N AR T A DT AL PhEE T o X B3R 4 R AR A 0 AR
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B BE (mA/cm?)

06

-0.8

W, 1E N2 MEFIR 0.1 M HCIO4 HgEAT s AL IR AR IR AR 22494, FF i EIEEA 1.0~1.5 V vs. RHE, H
FEEER 0.5 V/s, Al pIaG . 2500 Bl 5000 BRI 10,000 ¥ CV HiZk, MK CV IR KFEH 0.05
V/s, FLEAHRTEEN 0.05~1.5 V vs. RHE, MARZE R a1 5 From o IIE 5(a) AT BUE H, %FF R 461 EC300)
WraEE, 24057 10,000 P FAZIERR S, AL T 0.6 V TSI R 2 BE B AR R, A 0.174 mA/em? 1
JNE 0.289 mA/em?, K HIEF] 66.1% (K 5(e)), Wi LRI EC300T 75 5 AL 214 N 1A AL B Z s
Mn-EC300J-G #1465 I 4E A 16 B 38 B A 0.159 mA/em? BAK T EC3007; FFH., 404 10,000 V%= HALIE R
Jo, ARG HLRZEFE M 0.159 mA/cm? BEINE] 0.239 mA/em?, KN 50.3%, 156 BB EAR I AL T
55(14 5(b)); Co-EC300J-G HIUAH A IE IR LN 0.157 mA/em? ZAE T EC300J; FFH, ZJ7j 10,000 X
A HALIEIN E, EAIE R FE N 0.157 mA/em? S HNE] 0.232 mA/em?, IGKEN 47.7%, Ui BRE AT
A B it — DU (B 5(c))s MnCo-EC300J-G HI4A I A U4 HL 3L 25 B2 0.155 mA/em? ZIK T EC3007;
JEH, 27 10,000 K FEAEH G, AAIERTE M 0.155 mA/em? #EINE] 0.210 mA/em?, KN
35.4%, Ut AR R 1) AL Dl — 200855, TSR e T B (1] 5(d)). 2205 10,000 YK 7 FELAE PRI A
PR MnCo-EC300J-G ZE it /)y, AN AR B AR I APENF 9 MnCo-EC300J-G > Co-EC300J-G~Mn-
EC300J-G>EC300J. #—5 i8] MnCo X4 & 14 it 12 35 B8 my AR B AR 1 A S840 P, T3 v L i vy AL
AALSE AT .

0.0

0.2

04

(a) .| (b) | (©)
o e
E oop T oot
2 o
Eoaf T o
& g
e B “r — s g M y
—— 25008 # O 2 L3
—— 25008
— 50001 06 - —— 50000 06 - —— 50008
—— 10000 —— 100001 —— 100001
A . A . . . o6 . . L . A . 5 L .
00 02 04 06 08 10 12 00 02 04 06 08 10 12 00 02 04 06 08 10 12
HJE (V vs. RHE) HJE (V vs. RHE) H#JE (V vs. RHE)
0.4 6.0
(d) s (€)
02
S 50
oy o
00 -
5 ® 45
< <
E o2} % 40
i hat
5 s 35
g Mr 2 —=—EC300J
# — it ¥ 30 —e—Mn-EC300J-G
L —— 25000 = —A— Co-EC300J-G
—— 50001 ¥ 25 —¥—MnCo-EC300J-G
—— 100000t
Py . . . A . L 26 L A . . .
00 02 04 06 08 10 12 0 2500 5000 7500 10000
HJE (V vs. RHE) fiit A G R B

Figure 5. Durability tests of carbon supports. (a) EC300J, (b) Mn-EC300J-G, (c) Co-EC300J-G, (d) MnCo-EC300J-G, (e) oxidation
peak current density as a function of durability cycling number

5. BB F R MM : (2) EC300], (b) Mn-EC300J-G, (c) Co-EC300J-G, (d) MnCo-EC300J-G, (¢) EILIEER
R REM A TER B

RN E 25 RAEME A A B340 AR 7E A7 75 50 9N K ATORLAE AL 70 1 4% D0 IO A, 23 il il % 7 MinCo-
EC300J-G il EC300J f1%k 30%Pt 44K ki {4k 771(Pt/MnCo-EC300J-G A PYEC3001), Ff=Hitlkik & Fxt
FLHEAT R HAT 1.0~1.5 V A Ig E R A e a1 6(a)Fzs, PMnCo-EC300J-G fE4L711Z: 77 10,000
Rl s FEAA I iy AMS A2 T 0.6 VBRI A A FEE S FE A 0.118 mA/em? YN E] 0.143 mA/em?, 1
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Figure 6. Durability tests of catalysts: (a) Pt/MnCo-EC300J-G and (b) Pt/EC300J
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Figure 7. MEA performance before and after accelerated durability testing for Pt/EC300J and Pt/MnCo-EC300J-G catalysts
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Figure 8. ORR activity degradation of catalysts on different supports in MEA (a) Pt/EC300J and (b) Pt/MnCo-EC300J-G
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Figure 9. TEM micrographs of the catalysts before and after durability testing: (a) Pt/MnCo-EC300J-G-
fresh, (b) Pt/EC300J-fresh, (c) Pt/MnCo-EC300J-G-aged, (d) Pt/EC300J-aged
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Table 2. Comparison of this study with other literature methods
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