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Abstract: Ni/oxide-SiO2 (oxide: MgO, CeO2, La2O3, 10 wt.% target concentration) catalyst samples
were prepared by successive impregnation of silica matrix, first with supplementary oxide, and
then with Ni (10 wt.% target concentration). The silica matrix with multimodal pore structure was
prepared by solvothermal method. The catalyst samples were structurally characterized by N2

adsorption-desorption, XRD, SEM/TEM, and functionally evaluated by temperature programmed
reduction (TPR), and temperature programmed desorption of hydrogen (H2-TPD), or carbon dioxide
(CO2-TPD). The addition of MgO and La2O3 leads to a better dispersion of Ni on the catalytic surface.
Ni/LaSi and Ni/CeSi present a higher proportion of moderate strength basic sites for CO2 activation
compared to Ni/Si, while Ni/MgSi lower. CO2 methanation was performed in the temperature
range of 150–350 ◦C and at atmospheric pressure, all silica supported Ni catalysts showing good
CO2 conversion and CH4 selectivity. The best catalytic activity was obtained for Ni/LaSi: CO2

conversion of 83% and methane selectivity of 98%, at temperatures as low as 250 ◦C. The used
catalysts preserved the multimodal pore structure with approximately the same pore size for the low
and medium mesopores. Except for Ni/CeSi, no particle sintering occurs, and no carbon deposition
was observed for any of the tested catalysts.

Keywords: silica supported Ni catalysts; CO2 methanation; multimodal pores catalysts; H2-TPD;
CO2-TPD for silica supported Ni catalyst

1. Introduction

Efficient CO2 transformation in useful and value-added compounds is the most
promising way of action for the abatement of CO2 elimination in the environment, and,
eventually, for diminishing its negative effects on the climate change. In this regard, the
methanation of CO2 (Sabatier reaction):

CO2 + 4H2 → CH4 + 2H2O ∆H298 = −165 kJ/mol

which generates synthetic methane, has re-gained great interest in the last decade [1]. This
reaction brings a series of advantages due to the power-to-methane concept, considering
both the possibility of hydrogen storage, as well as the utilization of the existing infras-
tructure for methane transport and utilization. Although thermodynamically favored, the
methanation reaction faces significant kinetic limitations, as eight electrons are needed in
the reduction process from C4+ in CO2, to C4− in CH4. The development of active catalysts
is thus vital for the practical applications of this reaction [2,3].

Traditionally, the most studied catalysts for CO2 methanation are of metal/support
type, with a very large range of metals and supports. Although various metals were studied,
only significantly fewer really present the optimum balance between catalytic properties
and market availability to make them interesting for practical applications [4–6]. Among
them, Ni, although the most studied, seems to be the most promising one, as it optimally
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combines the good activity and selectivity for methane formation, with its availability and
low price [7–9]. Regarding the supports, metal oxides were the most studied, but very
interesting results were also reported using porous crystalline frameworks [10], MOFs [11],
core–shell structured catalysts [12], or even graphenes [13,14].

Ni catalysts deposited on silica or ordered mesoporous silica (OMS) supports were
only relatively recently investigated for CO2 hydrogenation, but the results reported until
now made them very interesting choices as methanation catalysts. Unpromoted silica was
tested as support for Ni/SiO2 [15], Ni@SiO2 core-shell [16], Ni-SiO2 microspheres [17], or
Ni-MOF derived silica [18]. Some studies reported the results obtained using MCM-41
supported catalysts [19–21], or the comparison of different OMS [22]. The main disad-
vantage of silica support is its acidic nature, which provides a low interaction with the
CO2 molecule. The solution to overcome this disadvantage is the promotion with basic
oxides, which tend to diminish the surface acidity and to improve the interaction with CO2.
Also, the addition of alkaline-earth or lanthanide oxides to alumina supported catalysts
was previously demonstrated to improve the dispersion of Ni [23,24]. There are only a
low number of papers dealing with the performances of basic oxide promoted Ni-silica
catalysts for CO2 methanation. These papers report the results obtained by the addition
of cerium oxide to Ni-MCM-41 [25], Ni-SBA-16 [26], Ni-microporous silica [27], and Ni-
electrospinning prepared silica [28], or the addition of lanthanum oxide to Ni/SiO2 [29],
and Ni-SBA-15 [30]. The effect of alkaline earth oxides and more specifically MgO addition
to Ni/SiO2 was reported in two older papers [31,32], while the performances obtained
using yttria-magnesia promoted Ni-MCM-41 was very recently published [33].

The aim of this paper was to investigate the effect of MgO, CeO2, and La2O3 addition
to Ni/SiO2 with multimodal pore structure. This porous structure was proved to have
a positive effect on the dry reforming of methane [34], and methane cracking [35] by
stabilizing the active nanoparticles on the surface, and facilitating the access of reagents to
the catalytic active sites. The additional oxides were selected to have different basicity and
different ways to get involved in the methanation mechanism. The novelty brought by this
paper consists in the combination of multimodal porous silica with basic oxides in order to
obtain catalysts with high activity for CO2 methanation at low temperatures, being known
that one disadvantage of Ni catalysts compared to noble metals is the higher temperature
required for good conversion.

2. Results
2.1. Characterization Results

The porous structure of the prepared SiO2 and corresponding Ni/Oxide-SiO2 catalysts
was investigated by means of N2 adsorption-desorption isotherms (BET method). The type
IV(a) isotherm shape with a H5 hysteresis loop is indicative for mesoporous materials with
open and partially blocked pores [36]. Upon addition of supplementary oxide, the shape of
the isotherms is preserved as illustrated in Figure 1a for the investigated catalysts. Surface
area of the as prepared silica is 462.2 m2/g, with a corresponding pore volume of 1.24 cm3/g
(Table 1). For the mixed oxides supports, as well as for the corresponding Ni catalysts, the
surface area and pore volume decrease in the order Ni/Si > Ni/CeSi > Ni/LaSi > Ni/MgSi
(see Table 1). In respect to the pore size distribution, Figure 1b reveals a multimodal pore
structure of the silica support: (i) small pores with average dimensions around 2.4 nm
(around 10 % of the total number), and (ii) larger pores with sizes in the 10–30 nm range.
In this latter region, two distinctive pore dimensions are also evidenced, that is 15 nm, and
25 nm average values, respectively. The pore size distribution of Ni/Oxide-SiO2 materials
is preserved to a large extent, with a more pronounced separation of the two pore sizes
in the 10–30 nm window, as compared to SiO2 alone. However, a certain influence of
the MgO and La2O3 presence upon the pore size distribution can be distinguished: (i)
some of the smallest pores collapsed, this being reflected by the broadening of the pores
size distribution in this area (2.2–4.4 nm); (ii) the pores with intermediate size remained
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approximately unchanged (15 nm); and (iii) the dimension of larger pores decreased for
Ni/MgSi, and significantly increased for Ni/LaSi.

Figure 1. (a) N2 adsorption–desorption isotherms, and (b) pore size distribution for the Ni/Oxide-SiO2 catalysts.

Table 1. Textural properties of the samples.

Sample SBET
(m2/g)

Vp
(cm3/g)

Dm
(nm)

dNi (XRD)
(nm)

dNi (TEM)
(nm)

SiO2 462.2 1.24 2.3; 14; 24 - -
Ni/Si 357.3 0.99 2.4; 14; 24 16.1 13
Mg-Si 239.0 0.88 2.4–4.4; 16; 24 - -

Ni/MgSi 216.1 0.70 2.4–4.4; 14; 20 6.8 7
Ce-Si 396.0 1.10 2.2; 16; 24 - -

Ni/CeSi 329.3 0.90 2.3; 16; 24 15.5 13
La-Si 307.3 0.93 2.4–4.4; 16; 32 - -

Ni/LaSi 296.2 0.78 2.3–4.4; 14; 36 5.8 7–8
SBET—total BET surface area; Vp—total pore volume calculated using Dollimore Heal model (p/p0 = 0.95);
Dm—pore size; dNi (XRD)—Ni crystallite size estimated form XRD data; dNi (TEM)—Ni nanoparticle size estimated
from TEM analysis.

XRD analysis was used to evaluate the composition and crystallinity of the oxide-
silica supports, as well as the size of Ni crystallites. The as-synthesized SiO2 reveals an
amorphous structure, with its typical large diffraction peak centered around 22◦ (Figure 2)
(JCPDS 89-3435). Upon addition of the second oxide, except for CeO2-SiO2, the XRD pat-
terns of the Oxide-SiO2 supports do not show distinctive diffraction peaks corresponding
to the additional oxide. This might be an indication of either very good dispersion of the
second oxide on silica, or its prevalence in a rather amorphous phase. In the case of the
CeO2-SiO2 XRD pattern, the broad peak corresponding to SiO2 is very low, in comparison
to the sharp and high reflexions generated by the more crystalized ceria: CeO2(111) at 28.5◦,
CeO2(200) at 33.2◦, CeO2(220) at 47.4◦, and CeO2(311) at 56.7◦ [37,38] (JCPDS 43-1002). A
partial coverage of SiO2 by crystalline CeO2 cannot be excluded. Upon reduction at 600 ◦C
in H2, all Ni based catalysts reveal diffraction lines corresponding to metallic Ni: Ni(111)
at 44.5◦, and Ni(200) at 51.8◦ (JCPDS 65-0380). For Ni/CeSi the XRD pattern reveals the
presence of silica, CeO2 and metallic Ni. For the lanthana containing catalyst, the “noisy”
aspect of the XRD pattern at low 2θ angles suggests the presence of poorly crystalized
La2O3 (JCPDS 065-3185), but also the possible presence of poorly crystalized La(OH)3
(JCPDS 13-1481) and carbonated lanthana La2O2CO3 (JCPDS 37-0804), which both present
important reflexions in this 2θ range. In case of Ni/MgSi, except for the specific reflexions
of SiO2 and Ni, three additional peaks can be observed at 37.1◦, 43.1◦ and 63.1◦. These
reflexions can be attributed to NiO (JCPDS 89-7390), but the presence of NiO-MgO mixed



Catalysts 2021, 11, 443 4 of 17

phase (JCPDS 24-0712) cannot be excluded. The XRD patterns of all other Ni based catalysts
do not reveal the presence of any remanent NiO, proving thus the complete reduction. The
incomplete reduction of NiO in Ni/MgSi is attributed to the higher interaction of NiO with
the support constituents (MgO and SiO2), leading thus to a lower reducibility of NiO. The
very good dispersion of MgO and La2O3 on the silica surface was previously reported for
silica [29,31], as well as for ordered mesoporous silica [30,33] supported catalysts.

Figure 2. XRD patterns of the Ni/Oxide-SiO2 catalysts—(•) peak corresponds to SiO2; (o) peaks
correspond to CeO2; (�) peaks correspond to Ni.

Ni crystallite size was estimated by means of Scherrer’s equation, using the Ni(200)
peak situated at 51.8◦ (see Table 1). Ni crystallite sizes of 15.2 nm were obtained for
Ni/Si, while catalysts with additional oxide reveal smaller Ni crystallites. It should be
noted, however, that the decrease of crystallite size is quite small for the Ni/CeSi catalyst
(14.2 nm), while the other two materials show crystallite dimensions around 6.2 nm. These
data suggest a much better dispersion of Ni particles on the mixed oxides support for the
magnesia and lanthana containing catalysts.

TEM images of Ni/Si revealed a non-ordered mesoporous structure, with irregularly
shaped pores, which is maintained for the supplementary oxides containing catalysts,
as well. By analyzing the TEM images of silica supported catalysts, a good dispersion
of relatively uniform shaped and sized Ni nanoparticles (Ni NPs) is observed for each
catalyst prepared in this work. EDX mapping revealed that MgO and La¬2O3 are very well
dispersed on the catalysts’ surface, the Mg distribution for example, being very similar to
that of Si and O. CeO2 is evidenced as small islands of 20–30 nm, uniformly distributed on
the catalyst surface. These results are in good agreement with the XRD patterns presented
above, where the only additional oxide clearly present in the diffractograms is CeO2. Ni
NPs present a narrow size distribution (Figure 3), the average size (Table 1) being also in
accordance with the Ni crystallite size determined from XRD. It is important to notice that
the catalytic materials for which very high dispersion of the additional oxide is observed
(Ni/MgSi and Ni/LaSi) also present an important decrease of Ni NPs size compared to the
Ni/Si catalyst.
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Figure 3. TEM images and EDX mapping of silica supported Ni catalysts.

The reducibility of the supported NiO nanoparticles upon treatment in hydrogen
is a valuable indicator of the strength of the NiO–support interaction and, at the same
time, provides information about the metal–support interaction in the reduced catalysts.
As NiO reduction is a one-step process, the multiple peaks observed in the TPR profiles
(Figure 4) are generated by the differences in the NiO interaction with the support. For
silica supported nickel catalysts, previous publications identified a temperature threshold
of 450 ◦C: the reduction peaks situated below this temperature indicate the presence of NiO
NPs in low interaction with the support, while the peaks situated at higher temperatures
correspond to the reduction of NiO strongly bonded to the silica support [28]. For NiO/Si,
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the TPR profiles (Figure 4) show the existence of NiO NPs with two different strengths of
interaction with the support: low bonded NPs which correspond to the reduction peak
situated at 360 ◦C, while the lower and broader peak situated at 500–550 ◦C corresponds to
NiO NPs in strong interaction with the support. The addition of CeO2 does not significantly
change the reducibility of catalysts precursors, the difference being the lower proportion
of strongly bonded NiO NPs, which are also reduced at a slightly lower temperature:
475 ◦C compared to 500 ◦C. Opposite to NiO/Si, NiO/LaSi and NiO/MgSi which contain
only irreducible oxides alongside NiO, in case of NiO/CeSi the reduction of ceria can
also occur during TPR measurements. Thus, the smaller peak situated at 210 ◦C was
previously attributed either to the reduction of adsorbed oxygen species [26], or to the
surface reduction of ceria [39]. A small reduction peak can be observed at high temperature
(750 ◦C), and was attributed to the reduction of Ce4+ to Ce3+ [26]. The reduction of ceria
species alongside with NiO is reflected in the larger amount of consumed hydrogen in
H2-TPR experiments, as compared to the rest of the catalysts (Table 2). Thus, for the
ceria containing catalyst prepared in this work, the interaction of NiO with the CeO2-SiO2
support is similar to the interaction with SiO2. This observation is in good correlation
with the XRD and TEM results, which evidenced Ni crystallites/nanoparticles of similar
size as the ones from Ni/Si catalysts, which are situated on materials with very similar
surface area and pore size distribution. A similar effect of CeO2 addition to electrospinning
prepared silica [28], and SBA-15 [40] supported Ni catalyst was previously reported, while
for Ni-CeO2-MCM-41 [25], and Ni-CeO2-SBA-16 [26] the reducibility is lowered by the
presence of ceria. The addition of La2O3 and MgO, instead, drastically changes the TPR
profile, proving the significant changes in the NiO interaction with MgO-SiO2 and La2O3-
SiO2, compared to the bare SiO2. For NiO/LaSi, the reduction peak situated at 550 ◦C for
Ni/Si is slightly shifted to 600 ◦C, but the proportion of hard reducible NiO is significantly
higher than in Ni/Si. This is an indication of the presence of higher proportion of strongly
bonded Ni NPs in Ni/LaSi compared to Ni/Si. In other words, the La2O3-SiO2 support
better interacts with NiO NPs, this being reflected in smaller Ni NPs in the reduced catalyst,
as revealed by the TEM images. A similar effect of Ni NPs dispersion and stabilization
on the surface was observed on lanthana containing Ni-SBA-15 catalyst [30]. In the case
of Ni/MgSi, there are also two types of NiO, but their reducibility is much lower than
for Ni/Si, the main reduction peaks being situated at 600 ◦C, and 850 ◦C. This very hard
reducible NiO remained unreduced in Ni/MgSi as evidenced by XRD analysis (Figure 2).
The peak situated at 600 ◦C is given by the reduction of Ni2+ from sub-surface layer of
NiO-MgO solid solution, while the peak situated at 825 ◦C might be given by the reduction
of Ni2+ in the MgO matrix, indicating a more intimate interaction between MgO and NiO,
or the existence of NiMgO2 [41–43]. The important decrease of catalyst reducibility upon
MgO addition to Ni/oxide catalyst due to the difficulty of reduction of Ni2+ species in
intimate contact/chemical combinations with MgO is well documented [24,32,43,44].

Figure 4. TPR profiles of the Ni/Oxide-SiO2 catalysts.
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Table 2. Active metallic centers for hydrogen chemisorption and catalytic activity results.

Catalyst nH2
(µmol/gcat)

QH2
(µmol/gcat)

NNi surf/gcat
(×1018)

DNi
(%)

T50%
(◦C)

Ni/Si 895 4.6 5.5 0.6 275
Ni/MgSi 913 17.6 21 2 268
Ni/CeSi 1213 4.1 5 0.5 275
Ni/LaSi 1057 29.1 35 3.5 235

nH2—quantity of consumed hydrogen in H2-TPR experiments; QH2—quantity of desorbed hydrogen correspond-
ing to type-I peaks in H2-TPD experiments; NNi surf /gcat (×1018)—number of Ni active centers for hydrogen
adsorption per gram of catalyst; DNi—nickel dispersion calculated from the quantity of desorbed hydrogen in the
type-I region; T50%—temperature of 50% CO2 conversion in TPRea experiments.

The degree of NiO–support interaction, reflected in the reducibility of nickel oxide, is
not only influenced by the crystallites/nanoparticles size, but also by the NPs position on
the mesoporous silica support. Analyzing the data provided by porosity measurements,
XRD experiments, TEM images interpretation and TPR analysis, it was concluded that
the hard-reducible NPs are most probably located inside the medium sized mesopores
(14 nm), benefiting thus from the stabilizing effect of pore confinement. The NPs with lower
interaction with the support are situated in the larger pores and/or on the grain surface.
Ni/LaSi and Ni/MgSi are expected to have a significant proportion of Ni NPs inside the
medium size mesopores. This observation is supported by: (i) the higher proportion of
strongly bonded Ni NPs as revealed by H2-TPR for both Ni/LaSi and Ni/MgSi; (ii) the Ni
NPs size is significantly lower than the pore size (Table 1), in contrast to Ni/Si for which
the dimensions of the Ni NPs and of the support pores are more similar; and (iii) the lower
surface area of these two catalysts compared to Ni/Si. This lower value of surface area is
given by the presence of mesopores partially filled with Ni NPs, which are small enough
to not produce the pore blockage. The observed H5 hysteresis loop also supports this
affirmation [36].

The strength of catalytic active sites for H2 adsorption was studied by H2-TPD. For all
four catalysts studied in this work, a clear separation of two types of hydrogen desorption
peaks was observed: those situated under 400 ◦C and denoted as type I, and those situated
at temperatures higher than 400 ◦C and denoted as type II (Figure 5). Type I peaks are
generated by the desorption of hydrogen originated from metallic sites, while type II peaks
correspond to the desorption of hydrogen from the support by reverse spillover [45]. In the
type I region of the spectra, one main desorption peak situated at 90 ◦C can be observed for
Ni/Si, usually attributed to the removal of H2 weakly chemisorbed to the surface. For the
rest of the catalysts, two desorption peaks can be observed in this region, suggesting the
presence of two types of hydrogen adsorption centers having different capacities to activate
and bond hydrogen. For Ni/CeSi, the first peak is situated at 90 ◦C, similar to Ni/Si, and
the second one at 210 ◦C. For Ni/MgSi, the first TPD peak is shifted to higher temperatures,
that is 110 ◦C, while the position of the broad second peak is not significantly changed.
For Ni/LaSi, the position of the first peak is further shifted to 130 ◦C, while the second
peak appears at 190 ◦C. Based on the position of the desorption peaks it can be stated that
the strength of catalytic active sites for hydrogen adsorption and activation decreases in
the order: Ni/LaSi > Ni/MgSi > Ni/CeSi ≈ Ni/Si. The quantity of desorbed hydrogen
from type I catalytic sites (Table 2) is approximately the same for Ni/Si and Ni/CeSi, but
increases dramatically for Ni/MgSi, and especially for Ni/LaSi. Ni dispersion, calculated
from the quantity of desorbed hydrogen in the type I region, follows the same pattern,
being approximately five times larger for Ni/LaSi compared to Ni/Si. The presence of both
MgO and La2O3 on the catalyst support plays a significant role in enhancing the catalyst’s
capacity to activate hydrogen by increasing the number of catalytic active sites. This
information is in good correlation with XRD/TEM results, which both evidenced much
lower crystallite/nanoparticles in Ni/LaSi, but also with H2-TPR results which suggested
a higher proportion of Ni NPs stabilized on the surface by strong interaction with the
support. It is interesting to note that the presence of the second oxide significantly increases
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the intensity of the peaks in the type II region of the spectra, indicating the tendency of
these materials to host strongly bonded hydrogen, either on support, or on sub surface
layers. The reaction temperatures employed in this study are lower than those necessary to
activate this type of hydrogen.

Figure 5. H2-TPD profiles of the Ni/Oxide-SiO2 catalysts.

CO2-TPD was used to assess the strength of active centers for CO2 adsorption, and
the influence of the additional oxide on the carbon dioxide activation in the reaction. Being
a weak Lewis acid molecule, the adsorption of CO2 is favored by the existence of basic
sites, either on the support, or on the metal-support interface. For Ni deposited on acidic
supports, the CO2 adsorption on (O-terminated) Ni metallic sites, or unreduced NiO
was also considered, motivated by the low capacity of these supports to adsorb CO2 [46].
Most authors agree to classify the strength of basic sites from the catalysts’ surface in
correlation to the desorption temperatures, as follows: (i) weak sites corresponding to
the desorption peaks situated below 200–250 ◦C; (ii) medium basic sites for the CO2
desorbed between 250 ◦C and 550–600 ◦C; (iii) and strong basic sites for the peaks situated
above 600 ◦C [46,47]. Low, moderate and strong basic sites correspond to surface OH−,
Lewis acid-base pairs, and low coordination surface O2−, respectively [48]. Although
the mechanism of CO2 transformation to methane essentially depends on the catalyst
composition, and is still open to debate for some materials, it is generally accepted that
CO2 conversion depends on the presence and quantity of medium basic sites. The CO2
weakly physisorbed could be insufficiently activated for the reaction, while the CO2
chemically adsorbed to the strong sites do not participate in the reaction. For the silica
supported materials prepared in this work there is a clear delimitation of the three types
of basic sites, while the presence of supplementary oxides significantly influences their
proportion (Figure 6). For Ni/MgSi, a significant increase of weak adsorption centers is
observed, suggesting that MgO creates additional weak basic centers on the catalyst, but
the proportion of medium basic sites is significantly decreased compared to Ni/Si. For
Ni/CeSi, an enhancement of weak and weak-medium adsorption is observed, but also
the appearance of a supplementary desorption peak situated in the medium to strong
region (527 ◦C) was noticed. An enhancement of weak and medium basic sites for the
ceria containing material was reported for Ni-CeO2(10%)-SBA-16, attributed to the CO2
species adsorbed over Ce3+ sites, and was considered to play an important role in the
methanation reaction mechanism [26]. For Ni/LaSi an important increase of both weak
and moderate basic sites compared to all other materials prepared in this work was
observed. This enhanced CO2 adsorption was previously attributed to the formation
of lanthanum oxycarbonate (La2O2CO3), and formate species [30]. Low concentrations
of CO (one order of magnitude lower than for CO2) were also detected, proving the
existence of low proportion of dissociative CO2 adsorption for all four investigated catalysts.
CO desorption peaks are situated around 450–500 ◦C, their intensity in case of catalysts
containing additional oxide being much lower than for Ni/Si.
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Figure 6. CO2-TPD profiles of the Ni/Oxide-SiO2 catalysts.

2.2. Catalytic Activity Tests

All four silica supported materials prepared and characterized in this work were evalu-
ated as catalysts for low temperature CO2 methanation using the temperature programmed
reaction technique (TPRea), in the temperature window of 30–350 ◦C (2 ◦C/min), and at
atmospheric pressure. Silica support was also tested, and no significant CO2 conversion
was obtained in the studied temperature interval. The composition of the dried effluent
gases was: CO2, H2, CH4, and CO. The first two are unreacted reagents, while the last ones
are the products of the methanation reaction and of the reverse water gas shift reaction
(RWGS), respectively.

Up to 150 ◦C, very low CO2 conversion was observed for all catalysts (Figure 7). Above
200 ◦C the CO2 conversion sharply increased, reaching values higher than 90% at 350 ◦C.
At temperatures above 300 ◦C, no important differences between catalysts were observed,
except for Ni/LaSi. Under these conditions, the reaction is controlled by temperature, and
the catalysts’ properties which make the difference at lower temperature are no longer
important. The addition of CeO2 brought no improvement to the catalytic activity, while
the addition of MgO only slightly improved the CO2 conversion in the 200 ◦C–300 ◦C
temperature range. Lanthana containing catalyst instead, performed remarkably well
in the methanation of CO2, both CO2 conversion and CH4 selectivity being significantly
improved, especially at low temperatures. For this material, 50% conversion is reached
at 235 ◦C, while for Ni/Si T50% = 275 ◦C, and for Ni/MgSi it is 268 ◦C. CO2 conversion of
95% is obtained for Ni/LaSi at temperatures as low as 300 ◦C. For comparison, Ni/Al2O3
tested in identical conditions reached 50% CO2 conversion at 345 ◦C [49]. In terms of CH4
selectivity, the addition of MgO and CeO2 to the Ni/Si catalyst brought some advantages
at low temperatures. For example, at 240 ◦C, methane selectivity is 61.2% for Ni/Si, while
65.5% for Ni/CeSi, and 70% for Ni/MgSi. Above 300 ◦C instead, methane selectivity
presents similar values for all three catalysts, being~91% at 300 ◦C, and 96% at 350 ◦C. For
Ni/LaSi, CH4 selectivity is significantly improved compared to Ni/Si, reaching 89% at
240 ◦C, and 97% at 350 ◦C. In order to evaluate the performance of silica supported catalysts
investigated in this work in relation with other supported Ni catalysts, a comparative
analysis was made with Ni/Al2O3 and Ni/MIL-101-Al2O3 which were tested in identical
reaction conditions [49]. In respect to both CO2 conversion and methane selectivity, the
results described in this work are better than those previously published for alumina
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supported catalysts. For example, in the case of Ni/Al2O3, 50% CO2 conversion was
reached at 345 ◦C, while for Ni/MIL-101-Al2O3 at 302 ◦C. Regarding methane selectivity
at 350 ◦C, 72% was obtained for Ni/Al2O3, and 94% for Ni/MIL-101-Al2O3, compared to
more than 95% for silica supported catalysts used in this work. However, comparison with
other silica supported Ni catalysts tested in the methanation of CO2 is difficult to be done
due to the differences in testing conditions, as well as the different concentrations of Ni
and/or additional oxide. For example, similar~60% CO2 conversion at 250 ◦C was reported
for Ni/La2O3-SBA-15 (10 wt.% Ni) [30], but the reaction conditions used in this case are so
different (nH2/nCO2 = 4:1, CCO2 = 18%, 1 MPa, 6000 mL·h−1·g−1) that a comparison with
our results is not relevant.

Figure 7. CO2 conversion and CH4 selectivity for silica supported Ni catalysts in TPRea experiments
(0.1 g catalyst, temperature rate 2 ◦C/min, p = 1 atm, total gas flow 31 mL/min, CCO2 = 6.6%, CO2:H2

= 1:5.2; GHSV = 4650 h−1) (left: CO2 conversion rate; right: CH4 conversion rate).

When comparing the behavior of silica and promoted silica supported Ni catalysts
for CO2 methanation, one must consider and analyze the two processes involved in the
catalytic reaction: (i) the dissociative H2 adsorption on the Ni active sites, and (b) the
adsorption of CO2 on the basic sites. In this study, the catalyst with best performances
for CO2 methanation was Ni/LaSi. This remarkable activity is due to the good structural
characteristics of the catalyst (low Ni NPs size, very good dispersion of both La2O3 and
Ni) which provide a high number of Ni active sites for hydrogen activation (Table 2),
but also to the enhanced proportion of weak-medium basic sites compared to all other
catalysts used in this work (Figure 6). Thus, for Ni/LaSi catalyst, both H2 activation and
CO2 adsorption are considerably enhanced. Additionally, for Ni/LaSi employed in this
study, the high improvement in catalytic activity is also due to the multimodal porous
structure of this material. This helps: (i) to better stabilize the Ni NPs inside the medium
size mesopores (as shown in the characterization section), and (ii) to guide the reagent
molecules to the catalytic centers by the “tunnel effect” provided by the larger pores. These
former types of pores are with one third larger for Ni/LaSi compared to the other materials
in this work, facilitating thus the gas transport through the catalyst grain. Three studies
related to CO2 methanation over lanthana promoted silica supported nickel catalysts were
recently reported [29–31], two of them presenting also the lanthana involvement in the
CO2 methanation mechanism (Ni-La2O3-SiO2 [29], and Ni-La2O3-SBA-15 [30]). A similar
improvement of the catalytic performances for the lanthana containing catalysts compared
to the unpromoted ones were observed in these studies, but a direct comparison of the
results reported in these papers with the ones obtained in this work is difficult due to the
differences in the composition and employed reaction conditions for both catalysts.
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Ni/MgSi presents equally good structural characteristics as Ni/LaSi: Ni NPs of similar
small size as Ni/LaSi, most probably placed inside the medium size mesopores, and very
good dispersion of MgO, but its catalytic activity still is much lower than that of Ni/LaSi,
being actually only slightly better than Ni/Si. This can be explained by the hard-reducible
nature of this material, which leads to the existence of Ni in unreduced form in the final
catalyst. This fact is reflected in the number of active sites for hydrogen activation, which,
although significantly larger than for Ni/Si, is still low compared to Ni/LaSi (Table 2).
Regarding the activation of CO2 for the reaction, CO2-TPD profile for Ni/MgSi showed
the lowest proportion of moderate basic sites in the catalyst series employed in this study.
The positive effect of higher number of active sites for hydrogen activation is negatively
balanced by the low proportion of medium sites for CO2 activation. The performances of
this material emphasize the need for an optimum catalyst composition, which can provide
the best equilibrium between the two processes of the catalytic reaction.

Surprising results were obtained for Ni/CeSi compared to Ni/Si, for which only a
slight improvement in CH4 selectivity was noticed, and no influence on the conversion of
CO2 was observed. This can be explained by taking into account the catalyst’s structure. In
contrast to magnesia and lanthana containing catalysts prepared in this work following the
same procedure, Ni/CeSi catalyst presents very few structural enhancements compared to
Ni/Si. No improvement in Ni NPs size or dispersion were obtained, and the number of Ni
catalytic active sites is very similar to Ni/Si. This fact is reflected in a very similar behavior
of these two catalysts for hydrogen adsorption. CeO2 is not as well dispersed on the silica
surface as MgO or La2O3, and the involvement of ceria in the catalytic process by creating
oxygen vacancies on the surface to effectively activate CO2 for the reaction is dependent on
the ceria dispersion. The size distribution of Ni NPs suggests that a significant proportion
of NPs are probably placed in larger mesopores, or on the grain surface, being thus less
stabilized on the surface. The slight improvement in methane selectivity can be due to
the ceria activity for the water gas shift (WGS) reaction, and subsequent inhibition of the
reverse water gas shift (RWGS) reaction (CO2+H2→CO+H2O) [50].

This behavior of Ni/CeSi is opposite to the results recently reported for CO2 metha-
nation using Ni-CeO2-SiO2 [28], Ni-CeO2-MCM-41 [25], and Ni-CeO2-SBA-16 [26], for
which the ceria containing catalysts presented significantly better results than the Ni/silica
counterparts, especially at low temperatures. Analyzing the mentioned reported results, it
was obvious that in all cases the presence of ceria brought significant better structural char-
acteristics accompanied by enhanced capacity to adsorb hydrogen, and by more medium
basic sites for CO2 activation. It was concluded that the method used in this work is
not suitable for the preparation of Ni-CeO2-SiO2 materials with improved structural and
functional properties for CO2 methanation. The results obtained in this study for Ni/CeSi
emphasize the importance of optimum correlation between catalyst composition, selected
preparation method, and catalysts’ structural and functional properties.

All four materials studied in this work were tested under steady state conditions,
for 6 h time on stream (TOS), at 250 ◦C, and at atmospheric pressure (Figure 8). The
low reaction temperature was selected in order to have the proper conditions to study
the catalyst influence, but also to demonstrate the very good performances of Ni/LaSi
for low temperature CO2 methanation. As expected, the catalytic activity of the studied
materials followed the same trend as in TPRea runs: Ni/LaSi > Ni/MgSi > Ni/CeSi >
Ni/Si. In stability tests, the differences in catalytic performances (both CO2 conversion and
CH4 selectivity) between Ni/Si, Ni/CeSi, and Ni/MgSi are more pronounced than those
corresponding to the TPRea runs, most probably due to the fact that under steady state
conditions, catalysts show their complete working potential. No obvious deactivation is
observed for the catalysts which contain additional basic oxide. In the case of the Ni/Si
catalyst, a slight decrease of conversion from 29% to 25% was registered after 6 h TOS.
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Figure 8. CO2 conversion and CH4 selectivity for silica supported Ni catalysts in stability
tests at 250 ◦C (0.1 g catalyst, 1 atm, total gas flow 31 mL/min, CCO2 = 6.6%, CO2:H2 = 1:5.2;
GHSV = 4650 h−1).

It is important to notice the very good performances of Ni/LaSi at low temperature:
CO2 conversion is more than 80%, and methane is the only reaction product (methane
selectivity more than 98%).

The catalysts used in stability tests for CO2 methanation were characterized to assess
the modifications of catalysts’ structure in the tested conditions, and to check the possible
carbon deposition on the catalyst surface.

The XRD patterns of used catalysts (Figure 9a) present the same characteristic reflex-
ions as for the fresh materials (as described in Characterization Section 2.1). Ni XRD peaks
were used to estimate the Ni crystallites size (Table 3). Only a slight increase was observed
for Ni/Si and Ni/MgSi catalysts, while an important increase of Ni crystallites was ob-
tained for Ni/CeSi (approximately 33% larger crystallites for used catalysts compared to
fresh ones). A very good stability of the Ni crystallite size was observed for Ni/LaSi, for
which the estimated values of Ni crystallites in the fresh and used catalyst are the same.
These observations confirm the assumptions made for the confinement of Ni NPs inside the
porous structure: for Ni/LaSi, the embedment of NPs inside the medium mesopores leads
to their stability against agglomeration and sintering during the catalytic process, while
for Ni/CeSi the placement of NPs predominantly on the catalyst grain cannot avoid their
agglomeration. For Ni/Si and Ni/MgSi, for which the Ni NPs are situated both inside and
outside the medium mesopores, a partial agglomeration and sintering was observed. No
carbon deposition could be observed in the XRD patterns of the used catalysts, considering
that characteristic diffraction lines of Si and C are superposed, corroborated with possible
low intensity C diffraction peaks.

Table 3. The characteristics of catalysts used in the CO2 methanation reaction (6 h TOS).

Catalyst SBET (m2/g) Dm (nm) dNi (XRD) (nm)

Ni/Si 300 2–5; 13; 22 18.3
Ni/MgSi 138.8 5.4; 12; 20 9.7
Ni/CeSi 248.6 2–8; 19; 46 22.7
Ni/LaSi 176.5 2–5; 19; 53 5.5

SBET—total BET surface area; Dm—pore size; dNi (XRD)—Ni crystallite size estimated form XRD data.
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TGA measurements were carried out for the used catalysts in order to assess the mass
loss associated with the oxidation of deposited carbon on the catalysts’ surface. For all
catalysts, except for the desorption of water and other adsorbed gases which appear at
temperatures lower than 100 ◦C, no other mass loss was observed. Due to the fact that
the oxidation of Ni produces a low mass gain in the same temperature region in which
the carbon oxidation would occur, a possible mass loss produced by the oxidation of
small amounts of deposited carbon cannot be observed in TGA. To further investigate the
possible carbon deposition on used catalysts, the corresponding TEM images were analyzed.
No carbon deposits, either as fibers (wires), or as amorphous carbon were observed. In
conclusion, for the catalysts tested in this work no observable carbon deposition occurs.

Total surface area and pore size distribution of silica supported catalysts after stabil-
ity tests at 250 ◦C in CO2 methanation were calculated from N2 adsorption-desorption
isotherms. The shape of the isotherms corresponding to the used catalysts is very similar
to the fresh ones, suggesting the preservation of the catalysts’ porous structure. For all
catalysts, the multimodal porous structure is maintained (Table 3 and Figure 9b). In the
case of used Ni/Si and Ni/MgSi, the pore size remained relatively unchanged, but the
proportion of larger pores increased. Instead, for the used Ni/CeSi and Ni/LaSi, the pore
size distribution is changed. While the medium mesopores sizes are in the same region
as in the fresh catalysts, the larger pores present a much broader distribution and a shift
towards higher values. This can be due to the collapsing of the walls of some larger pores
during the stability tests. However, it is important to notice that the general multimodal
porosity of the samples is maintained even after catalysts testing.

3. Materials and Methods
3.1. Chemicals and Gases

All chemicals were obtained from commercial suppliers (as indicated in the next
section) and were used as received, without additional purification. Used gasses were 5.0
purity and were purchased from Linde Gaz Romania (Cluj Napoca, Romania).

3.2. Synthesis of Ni/Oxide-SiO2 Multimodal Catalysts

Synthesis of multimodal SiO2 was performed by means of a solvothermal method,
as follows: tetraethyl orthosilicate (TEOS, VWR Chemicals, Fontenay-sous-Bois, France)
was precipitated at room temperature with an ammonium solution in the presence of
cetyltrimethylammonium bromide (CTAB, VWR Chemicals, Fontenay-sous-Bois, France).
The formed gel was maturated at 40 ◦C for 24 h, and then treated solvothermally at 100 ◦C
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in an autoclave. The obtained solid was further washed and dried at room temperature,
followed by calcination in two steps: at 550 ◦C for 4 h (temperature rate of 5 ◦C/min), and
1000 ◦C for 2 h.

Support modification by MgO, CeO2, and La2O3 (10wt.%) was achieved by the wet
impregnation method using the appropriate amounts of aqueous solutions of the corre-
sponding nitrate salts (Merck, Darmstadt, Germany), followed by calcination under Ar
flow, at 500 ◦C for 3 h.

Ni/Oxide-SiO2 catalysts were obtained by the wet impregnation of the MgO-SiO2,
CeO2-SiO2, and La2O3-SiO2 supports with the appropriate amount of Ni(NO3)2 aqueous
solution (Merck, Darmstadt, Germany), in order to obtain a 10wt.% Ni loading. Samples
were dried overnight at room temperature, then 2 h at 100 ◦C, calcined at 500 ◦C in Ar flow
for 3 h, then reduced under H2 flow at 600 ◦C for 4 h. The catalysts were denoted as Ni/xSi
where x stands for additional oxide; for example Ni/CeSi means Ni/CeO2-SiO2.

3.3. Characterization of Catalysts

X–ray powder diffraction (XRD) measurements were performed on a Bruker D8
Advanced Diffractometer (Billerica, MA, USA) working at 40 kV and 40 mA, and equipped
with a Ge monochromator to obtain CuKα1 radiation. Diffractograms were recorded in
the angle range 2θ = 1–85◦, with a scan rate of 0.01◦/s. Determination of specific surface
area was performed following the standard BET procedure by N2 adsorption–desorption
at −196 ◦C (Sorptomatic 1990, Thermo Electron, Milan, Italy). Before N2 adsorption,
each sample was degassed under vacuum at 200 ◦C, for 4 h. Thermogravimetric analysis
(TGA) was carried out in air flow (100 mL/min) using a temperature rate of 10 ◦C/min
in the temperature window of 25–1000 ◦C (SDT Q600, TA Instruments, New Castle, DE,
USA). Scanning electron microscopy (SEM), Transmission electron microscopy (TEM) and
energy dispersive X–ray (EDX) analysis were performed on a HITACHI HD-2700 STEM
microscope (Hitachi, Tokyo, Japan) operating at 200 kV. Catalyst samples were grounded
manually by mortar and pistil, and then homogeneously dispersed by sonication (5 min)
in ethanol before image acquisition.

Temperature programmed reduction (TPR) was performed with a TPDRO 1100 Series
instrument (Thermo Scientific, Milan, Italy), equipped with a TCD detector. Approximately
0.05 g of NiO/Oxide-SiO2 catalyst precursor was placed in the quartz tube reactor (10 mm
i.d.), cleaned with Ar for 30 min, at 30 ◦C, and then heated up to 1100 ◦C (10 ◦C/min),
using 10.7 vol.% H2 in Ar (20 mL/min).

Temperature programmed desorption of either H2 (H2-TPD) or CO2 (CO2-TPD) were
carried out by means of the same instrument as for the TPR runs. In case of H2-TPD
analyses, catalyst samples of 0.1 g were subjected to the following sequence of pretreatment
steps: (i) in-situ reduction at 550 ◦C of the previously reduced catalyst, in 20 mL/min
(H2 + Ar) mixture (10.7 vol.% H2) for 90 min; (ii) cleaning and cooling to 30 ◦C under
Ar flow for 30 min; (iii) chemisorption of H2 at 30 ◦C until saturation (60 min) using the
same 10.7 vol.% H2 in Ar gas mixture (20 mL/min); (iv) cleaning under Ar flow at 30 ◦C,
for 30 min, in order to remove the remaining H2 in the reactor space. H2-TPD profiles
were recorded using the incorporated TCD detector, under Ar flow (20 mL/min) with a
temperature rate of 10 ◦C/min from room temperature to 1100 ◦C. For CO2-TPD runs, the
pretreatment of catalyst samples (0.1 g) was performed similar to the H2-TPD experiments,
except for step (i), the in-situ reduction step was performed at 300 ◦C for the previously
reduced catalyst, for 30 min (similar to the in-situ reduction performed prior to catalytic
activity tests), and (iii), the CO2 chemisorption step, in which a gas mixture of 10.5 vol.%
CO2 in Ar (20 mL/min) was adsorbed at 30 ◦C. CO2-TPD profiles were recorded using the
incorporated TCD detector, as well as a coupled quadrupole MS (QMS, Pfeiffer Vacuum,
Asslar, Germany), under Ar flow (20 mL/min) with a temperature rate of 10 ◦C/min, up to
1100 ◦C.
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3.4. Catalytic Activity Tests

The catalytic performance of the Ni/Oxide-SiO2 samples in the methanation of CO2
was evaluated by temperature programmed reaction runs (TPRea) in the temperature
window of 30–350 ◦C (2 ◦C/min), as well as stability tests performed at 250 ◦C for 6 h.
Reaction runs were performed under plug flow conditions, at 4650 h−1 GHSV, using a
feed of 31 mL/min, consisting in 6.6% CO2, 34.5% H2, and Ar as balance gas (CO2:H2
= 1:5.2). Catalyst samples of 0.1 g diluted with 0.05 g of SiO2 were placed in the quartz
tube reactor (i.d. 10 mm) of the TPDRO 1100 Series equipment, while effluent gases
(reaction products and unreacted components) were continuously monitored by means of
the coupled MS (mass numbers 2, 15, 18, 28, and 44 corresponding to H2, CH4, H2O, CO,
and CO2, respectively). In order to avoid interference with other components, in case of
methane, mass number 15 was chosen instead of 16 [51], while signal for mass number
28 was corrected in order to remove the contribution of mass number 44. The output
MS signals for the species of interest were used to calculate the conversion of CO2 and
the selectivity in CH4 (the rest being CO), considering that the intensity of the signals is
proportional to the concentration of the species in the mixture. The following relationships
were used for the evaluation of catalytic parameters:

CO2 conversion : XCO2 =

(
1−

Iout
CO2

Iout
CO2 + Iout

CH4 + Iout
CO

)
× 100, (%) (1)

CH4 yield : YCH4 =
Iout
CH4

Iout
CO2 + Iout

CH4 + Iout
CO
× 100, (%) (2)

CH4 selectivity : SCH4 =
YCH4

XCO2
× 100, (%) (3)

4. Conclusions

Ni/Oxide-SiO2 (oxide: MgO, CeO2, La2O3) catalyst samples were prepared by succes-
sive impregnation of silica matrix, in order to first deposit the supplementary oxide, and
then Ni. The characterization techniques revealed the similar multimodal porous structure
of all catalysts, the amorphous nature of silica and the existence of Ni in metallic state.
The addition of MgO and La2O3 leads to better dispersion of Ni on the catalysts surface,
reflected in significantly increased number of active sites for H2 activation. Ni/LaSi and
Ni/CeSi present a larger proportion of moderate strength basic sites for CO2 activation
compared to Ni/Si, while Ni/MgSi lower. CO2 methanation was performed in the tem-
perature range of 30–350 ◦C, and at atmospheric pressure. The best catalytic activity was
obtained for Ni/LaSi: CO2 conversion of 83%, and methane selectivity of 98% at temper-
atures as low as 250 ◦C. This very good catalytic performance is related to its improved
capacity to activate both hydrogen and carbon dioxide, but also to the combined effect of Ni
nanoparticles stabilization inside the medium sized mesopores, and the facilitated access
of reagents to active centers due to the large mesopores. The used catalysts preserved the
multimodal pore structure with approximately the same pore size for the low and medium
mesopores. Except for Ni/CeSi, no particle sintering occurs and no carbon deposition was
observed for any of the tested catalysts.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, M.M. and M.D.L.; methodology, M.M.; validation, M.M.
and M.D.L.; formal analysis, M.M.; investigation, M.M., M.D., and L.B.-T.; resources, M.D.L.; data
curation, M.M.; writing—original draft preparation, M.D.L. and M.M.; writing—review and editing,
M.M. and M.D.L.; visualization, M.M.; supervision, M.D.L.; project administration, M.D.L.; funding
acquisition, M.D.L. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: The research leading to these results has received funding from the NO Grants 2014–2021,
under Project contract no. 13/2020. Mobility of M. Mihet was funded by the Romanian Ministry of
Research and Innovation, through the project 32PFE/19.10.2018.



Catalysts 2021, 11, 443 16 of 17

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available in the article.

Acknowledgments: The authors thank G. Katona for the TEM measurements of used catalysts.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Vogt, C.; Monai, M.; Kramer, G.J.; Weckhuysen, B.M. The renaissance of the Sabatier reaction and its applications on Earth and in

space. Nat. Catal. 2019, 2, 188–197. [CrossRef]
2. Aresta, M.; Dibenedetto, A.; Angelini, A. Catalysis for the valorization of exhaust carbon: From CO2 to chemicals, materials, and

fuels. technological use of CO2. Chem. Rev. 2014, 114, 1709–1742. [CrossRef]
3. Fechete, I.; Vedrine, J.C. Nanoporous materials as new engineered catalysts for the synthesis of green fuels. Molecules 2015, 20,

5638–5666. [CrossRef]
4. Ashok, J.; Pati, S.; Hongmanorom, P.; Tianxi, Z.; Junmei, C.; Kawi, S. A review of recent catalyst advances in CO2 methanation

processes. Catal. Today 2020, 356, 471–489. [CrossRef]
5. De, S.; Dokania, A.; Ramirez, A.; Gascon, J. Advances in the Design of Heterogeneous Catalysts and Thermocatalytic Processes

for CO2 Utilization. ACS Catal. 2020, 10, 14147–14185. [CrossRef]
6. Artz, J.; Müller, T.E.; Thenert, K.; Kleinekorte, J.; Meys, R.; Sternberg, A.; Bardow, A.; Leitner, W. Sustainable Conversion of

Carbon Dioxide: An Integrated Review of Catalysis and Life Cycle Assessment. Chem. Rev. 2018, 118, 434–504. [CrossRef]
7. Vogt, C.; Groeneveld, E.; Kamsma, G.; Nachtegaal, M.; Lu, L.; Kiely, C.J.; Berben, P.H.; Meirer, F.; Weckhuysen, B.M. Unravelling

structure sensitivity in CO2 hydrogenation over nickel. Nat. Catal. 2018, 1, 127–134. [CrossRef]
8. Li, S.; Gong, J. Strategies for improving the performance and stability of Ni-based catalysts for reforming reactions. Chem. Soc.

Rev. 2014, 43, 7245–7256. [CrossRef]
9. Lv, C.; Xu, L.; Chen, M.; Cui, Y.; Wen, X.; Li, Y.; Wu, C.; Yang, B.; Miao, Z.; Hu, X.; et al. Recent Progresses in Constructing the

Highly Efficient Ni Based Catalysts With Advanced Low-Temperature Activity Toward CO2 Methanation. Front. Chem. 2020, 8,
1–32. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

10. Mehla, S.; Kandjani, A.E.; Babarao, R.; Lee, A.F.; Periasamy, S.; Wilson, K.; Ramakrishna, S.; Bhargava, S.K. Porous crystalline
frameworks for thermocatalytic CO2 reduction: An emerging paradigm. Energy Environ. Sci. 2021, 14, 320–352. [CrossRef]

11. Ding, M.; Flaig, R.W.; Jiang, H.L.; Yaghi, O.M. Carbon capture and conversion using metal-organic frameworks and MOF-based
materials. Chem. Soc. Rev. 2019, 48, 2783–2828. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Das, S.; Pérez-Ramírez, J.; Gong, J.; Dewangan, N.; Hidajat, K.; Gates, B.C.; Kawi, S. Core-shell structured catalysts for
thermocatalytic, photocatalytic, and electrocatalytic conversion of CO2. Chem. Soc. Rev. 2020, 49, 2937–3004. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Diyan Mohd Ridzuan, N.; Shima Shaharun, M.; Mun Lee, K.; Ud Din, I.; Puspitasari, P. Influence of nickel loading on reduced
graphene oxide-based nickel catalysts for the hydrogenation of carbon dioxide to methane. Catalysts 2020, 10, 471. [CrossRef]

14. Ma, H.; Ma, K.; Ji, J.; Tang, S.; Liu, C.; Jiang, W.; Yue, H.; Liang, B. Graphene intercalated Ni-SiO2/GO-Ni-foam catalyst with
enhanced reactivity and heat-transfer for CO2 methanation. Chem. Eng. Sci. 2019, 194, 10–21. [CrossRef]

15. Kamata, H.; Tian, Z.Q.; Izumi, Y.; Choong, C.K.S.; Chang, J.; Schreyer, M.; Chen, L.; Borgna, A. Dispersed and high loading Ni
catalyst stabilized in porous SiO2 matrix for substituted natural gas production. Catal. Today 2018, 299, 193–200. [CrossRef]

16. Wang, F.; Han, B.; Zhang, L.; Xu, L.; Yu, H.; Shi, W. CO2 reforming with methane over small-sized Ni@SiO2 catalysts with unique
features of sintering-free and low carbon. Appl. Catal. B Environ. 2018, 235, 26–35. [CrossRef]

17. Gac, W.; Zawadzki, W.; Słowik, G.; Sienkiewicz, A.; Kierys, A. Nickel catalysts supported on silica microspheres for CO2
methanation. Microporous Mesoporous Mater. 2018, 272, 79–91. [CrossRef]

18. Ye, R.-P.; Liao, L.; Reina, T.R.; Liu, J.; Chevella, D.; Jin, Y.; Fan, M.; Liu, J. Engineering Ni/SiO2 catalysts for enhanced CO2
methanation. Fuel 2021, 285, 119151. [CrossRef]

19. Zhang, J.; Xin, Z.; Meng, X.; Tao, M. Synthesis, characterization and properties of anti-sintering nickel incorporated MCM-41
methanation catalysts. Fuel 2013, 109, 693–701. [CrossRef]

20. Lu, B.; Kawamoto, K. Transition metal-rich mesoporous silicas and their enhanced catalytic properties. Catal. Sci. Technol. 2014, 4,
4313–4321. [CrossRef]

21. Vrijburg, W.L.; Van Helden, J.W.A.; Van Hoof, A.J.F.; Friedrich, H.; Groeneveld, E.; Pidko, E.A.; Hensen, E.J.M. Tunable colloidal
Ni nanoparticles confined and redistributed in mesoporous silica for CO2 methanation. Catal. Sci. Technol. 2019, 9, 2578–2591.
[CrossRef]

22. Guo, X.; Traitangwong, A.; Hu, M.; Zuo, C.; Meeyoo, V.; Peng, Z.; Li, C. Carbon Dioxide Methanation over Nickel-Based Catalysts
Supported on Various Mesoporous Material. Energy Fuels 2018, 32, 3681–3689. [CrossRef]

23. Dan, M.; Senila, L.; Roman, M.; Mihet, M.; Lazar, M.D. From wood wastes to hydrogen—Preparation and catalytic steam
reforming of crude bio-ethanol obtained from fir wood. Renew. Energy 2015, 74, 27–36. [CrossRef]

24. Dan, M.; Mihet, M.; Borodi, G.; Lazar, M.D. Combined steam and dry reforming of methane for syngas production from biogas
using bimodal pore catalysts. Catal. Today 2020, 366, 87–96. [CrossRef]

25. Wang, X.; Zhu, L.; Liu, Y.; Wang, S. CO2 methanation on the catalyst of Ni/MCM-41 promoted with CeO2. Sci. Total Environ.
2018, 625, 686–695. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1038/s41929-019-0244-4
http://doi.org/10.1021/cr4002758
http://doi.org/10.3390/molecules20045638
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cattod.2020.07.023
http://doi.org/10.1021/acscatal.0c04273
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.7b00435
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41929-017-0016-y
http://doi.org/10.1039/C4CS00223G
http://doi.org/10.3389/fchem.2020.00269
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32411660
http://doi.org/10.1039/D0EE01882A
http://doi.org/10.1039/C8CS00829A
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31032507
http://doi.org/10.1039/C9CS00713J
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32407432
http://doi.org/10.3390/catal10050471
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ces.2018.05.019
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cattod.2017.03.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apcatb.2018.04.069
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.micromeso.2018.06.022
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2020.119151
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2013.03.037
http://doi.org/10.1039/C4CY00688G
http://doi.org/10.1039/C9CY00532C
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.7b03826
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2014.07.050
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cattod.2020.09.014
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.12.308


Catalysts 2021, 11, 443 17 of 17

26. Sun, C.; Beaunier, P.; Da Costa, P. Effect of ceria promotion on the catalytic performance of Ni/SBA-16 catalysts for CO2
methanation. Catal. Sci. Technol. 2020, 10, 6330–6341. [CrossRef]

27. Huang, M.; Yao, Q.; Feng, G.; Zou, H.; Lu, Z.H. Nickel-Ceria Nanowires Embedded in Microporous Silica: Controllable Synthesis,
Formation Mechanism, and Catalytic Applications. Inorg. Chem. 2020, 59, 5781–5790. [CrossRef]

28. Branco, J.B.; Brito, P.E.; Ferreira, A.C. Methanation of CO2 over nickel-lanthanide bimetallic oxides supported on silica. Chem.
Eng. J. 2020, 380, 122465. [CrossRef]

29. Liang, C.; Wei, T.; Wang, H.; Yu, Z.; Dong, D.; Zhang, S.; Liu, Q.; Hu, G.; Hu, X. Impacts of La addition on formation of the
reaction intermediates over alumina and silica supported nickel catalysts in methanation of CO2. J. Energy Inst. 2020, 93, 723–738.
[CrossRef]

30. Wang, X.; Zhu, L.; Zhuo, Y.; Zhu, Y.; Wang, S. Enhancement of CO2 Methanation over La-Modified Ni/SBA-15 Catalysts Prepared
by Different Doping Methods. ACS Sustain. Chem. Eng. 2019, 7, 14647–14660. [CrossRef]

31. Guo, M.; Lu, G. The difference of roles of alkaline-earth metal oxides on silica-supported nickel catalysts for CO2 methanation.
RSC Adv. 2014, 4, 58171–58177. [CrossRef]

32. Guo, M.; Lu, G. The effect of impregnation strategy on structural characters and CO2 methanation properties over MgO modified
Ni/SiO2 catalysts. Catal. Commun. 2014, 54, 55–60. [CrossRef]

33. Taherian, Z.; Khataee, A.; Orooji, Y. Promoted nickel-based catalysts on modified mesoporous silica support: The role of yttria
and magnesia on CO2 methanation. Microporous Mesoporous Mater. 2020, 306, 110455. [CrossRef]

34. Zhang, J.; Li, F. Coke-resistant Ni@SiO2 catalyst for dry reforming of methane. Appl. Catal. B Env. 2015, 176–177, 513–521.
[CrossRef]

35. Tanggarnjanavalukul, C.; Donphai, W.; Witoon, T.; Chareonpanich, M.; Limtrakul, J. Deactivation of nickel catalysts in methane
cracking reaction: Effect of bimodal meso-macropore structure of silica support. Chem. Eng. J. 2015, 262, 364–371. [CrossRef]

36. Thommes, M.; Kaneko, K.; Neimark, A.V.; Olivier, J.P.; Rodriguez-Reinoso, F.; Rouquerol, J.; Sing, K.S.W. Physisorption of gases,
with special reference to the evaluation of surface area and pore size distribution (IUPAC Technical Report). Pure Appl. Chem.
2015, 87, 1051–1069. [CrossRef]

37. Dan, M.; Mihet, M.; Tasnadi-Asztalos, Z.; Imre-Lucaci, A.; Katona, G.; Lazar, M.D. Hydrogen production by ethanol steam
reforming on nickel catalysts: Effect of support modification by CeO2 and La2O3. Fuel 2015, 147. [CrossRef]

38. Yan, X.; Hu, T.; Liu, P.; Li, S.; Zhao, B.; Zhang, Q.; Jiao, W.; Chen, S.; Wang, P.; Lu, J.; et al. Highly efficient and stable Ni/CeO2
-SiO2 catalyst for dry reforming of methane: Effect of interfacial structure of Ni/CeO2 on SiO2. Appl. Catal. B Environ. 2019, 246,
221–231. [CrossRef]

39. Pastor-Pérez, L.; Sepúlveda-Escribano, A. Multicomponent NiSnCeO2/C catalysts for the low-temperature glycerol steam
reforming. Appl. Catal. A Gen. 2017, 529, 118–126. [CrossRef]

40. Siang, T.J.; Danh, H.T.; Singh, S.; Truong, Q.D.; Setiabudi, H.D.; Vo, D.V.N. Syngas production from combined steam and
carbon dioxide reforming of methane over Ce-modified silica supported nickel catalysts. Chem. Eng. Trans. 2017, 56, 1129–1134.
[CrossRef]

41. Arena, F.; Licciardello, A.; Parmaliana, A. The role of Ni2+ diffusion on the reducibility of NiO/MgO system: A combined
TRP-XPS study. Catal. Lett. 1990, 6, 139–150. [CrossRef]

42. Arena, F.; Frusteri, F.; Parmaliana, A.; Plyasova, L.; Shmakov, A.N. Effect of calcination on the structure of Ni/MgO catalyst: An
X-ray diffraction study. J. Chem. Soc. Faraday Trans. 1996, 92, 469–471. [CrossRef]

43. Jing, J.; Wei, Z.; Zhang, Y.; Bai, H.; Li, W. Carbon dioxide reforming of methane over MgO-promoted Ni/SiO2 catalysts with
tunable Ni particle size. Catal. Today 2020, 356, 589–596. [CrossRef]

44. Koo, K.Y.; Roh, H.-S.; Seo, Y.T.; Seo, D.J.; Yoon, W.L.; Bin Park, S. A highly effective and stable nano-sized Ni/MgO-Al2O3 catalyst
for gas to liquids (GTL) process. Int. J. Hydrog. Energy 2008, 33, 2036–2043. [CrossRef]

45. Boudjahem, A.-G.; Monteverdi, S.; Mercy, M.; Ghanbaja, D.; Bettahar, M.M. Nickel nanoparticles supported on silica of low
surface area. Hydrogen chemisorption and TPD and catalytic properties. Catal. Lett. 2002, 84, 115–122. [CrossRef]

46. Westermann, A.; Azambre, B.; Bacariza, M.C.; Graça, I.; Ribeiro, M.F.; Lopes, J.M.; Henriques, C. Insight into CO2 methanation
mechanism over NiUSY zeolites: An operando IR study. Appl. Catal. B Environ. 2015, 174–175, 120–125. [CrossRef]

47. Pizzolitto, C.; Pupulin, E.; Menegazzo, F.; Ghedini, E.; Di Michele, A.; Mattarelli, M.; Cruciani, G.; Signoretto, M. Nickel based
catalysts for methane dry reforming: Effect of supports on catalytic activity and stability. Int. J. Hydrog. Energy 2019, 44,
28065–28076. [CrossRef]

48. Coleman, L.J.I.; Epling, W.; Hudgins, R.R.; Croiset, E. Ni/Mg-Al mixed oxide catalyst for the steam reforming of ethanol. Appl.
Catal. A Gen. 2009, 363, 52–63. [CrossRef]

49. Grad, O.; Mihet, M.; Blanita, G.; Dan, M.; Barbu-Tudoran, L.; Lazar, M.D. MIL-101-Al2O3 as catalytic support in the methanation
of CO2—Comparative study between Ni/MIL-101 and Ni/MIL-101-Al2O3 catalysts. Catal. Today 2020, 366, 114–122. [CrossRef]

50. Pal, D.B.; Chand, R.; Upadhyay, S.N.; Mishra, P.K. Performance of water gas shift reaction catalysts: A review. Renew. Sustain.
Energy Rev. 2018, 93, 549–565. [CrossRef]

51. Swalus, C.; Jacquemin, M.; Poleunis, C.; Bertrand, P.; Ruiz, P. CO2 methanation on Rh/γ-Al2O3 catalyst at low temperature: “In
situ” supply of hydrogen by Ni/activated carbon catalyst. Appl. Catal. B Environ. 2012, 125, 41–50. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1039/D0CY00922A
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.inorgchem.0c00600
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2019.122465
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.joei.2019.05.009
http://doi.org/10.1021/acssuschemeng.9b02563
http://doi.org/10.1039/C4RA06202G
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.catcom.2014.05.022
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.micromeso.2020.110455
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apcatb.2015.04.039
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2014.09.112
http://doi.org/10.1515/pac-2014-1117
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2015.01.050
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apcatb.2019.01.070
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apcata.2016.10.022
http://doi.org/10.3303/CET1756189
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF00764063
http://doi.org/10.1039/ft9969200469
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cattod.2020.01.006
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2008.02.029
http://doi.org/10.1023/A:1021093005287
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apcatb.2015.02.026
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2019.09.050
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apcata.2009.04.032
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cattod.2020.05.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2018.05.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apcatb.2012.05.019

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Characterization Results 
	Catalytic Activity Tests 

	Materials and Methods 
	Chemicals and Gases 
	Synthesis of Ni/Oxide-SiO2 Multimodal Catalysts 
	Characterization of Catalysts 
	Catalytic Activity Tests 

	Conclusions 
	References

