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Figure S1. The reaction progress vs. temperature at selected heating rates for: (a) MOX; (b) MOXTAB; and (c)
MOXMIX.
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Figure S2. The reaction rate vs. temperature at selected heating rates for: (a) MOX; (b) MOXTAB; and (¢) MOXMIX.
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Figure S3. Linear plot of FWO integral isoconversional method of the analyzed decomposition process for: (a) MOX;
(b) MOXTAB; and (c¢) MOXMIX.
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Figure S4. Linear plotting of FR differential isoconversional method of the analyzed process of decomposition for: (a)
MOX; (b) MOXTAB; and (c) MOXMIX.



115.0

110.0

105.0

1.1E4

©

N A * o Ea

— S
T % % e 0

0.9E,

MOX - FWO
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

@)




Ea (a)

210.0

200.0

190.0

180.0

170.0

160.0

150.0

MOXTAB - FWO

1.1E4

&

4

N,

0.9E,4

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

(b)




Ea (a)

180.0

170.0

160.0

150.0

140.0

130.0

120.0

MOXMIX - FWO

1.1Eq
®
@ @ —
* * Eq
) o
©
* .

>

0.9E4
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

()

10




Ea (a)

140.0

130.0

120.0

110.0

100.0

90.0

80.0

MOX - Fr

S

1.1E4

R 2
4 & E_a
o
L 0.9E,
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

(d)

11




200.0
190.0
180.0
170.0

T 160.0

g 150.0
140.0
130.0
120.0
110.0

N
MOXTAB - Fr

*

2

0.8




180.0

170.0

120.0

110.0

MOXMIX - Fr

? 1.1E4
* 9% o . 2 I E—a
S
0.9E4
@
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
a

(f)

Figure S5. Variation in Ea vs. a according to FWO integral isoconversional method (a,b,c) and FR differential
isoconversional method (d,e,f) of the analyzed decomposition process for: (a,d) MOX; (b,e) MOXTAB; and (c,f)

MOXMIX.

13




