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Assessing aspects of solution-based chemical
synthesis to convert waste Si solar cells into
nanostructured aluminosilicate crystals

Edita Garskaite, †*ab Math Bollen, c Enock Mulenga, c Mathis Warlo, d

Glenn Bark, d Espen Olsen, e Dalia Brazinskiene, f Denis Sokol, g

Dietrich Buck a and Dick Sandberg a

The end-of-life recycling of crystalline silicon photovoltaic (PV) modules and the utilisation of waste is of

fundamental importance to future circular-economy societies. In the present work, the wet-chemistry

synthesis route – a low-temperature dissolution–precipitation process – was explored to produce

aluminosilicate minerals from waste c-Si solar cells. Nanostructured crystals were produced in an alkaline

medium by increasing the reaction temperature from room temperature to 75 °C. The morphology of the

produced crystals varied from nanolayered aggregates to rod-shaped crystals and was found to be

dependent on the temperature of the reaction medium. Chemical and phase composition studies revealed

that the synthesised compounds consisted of structurally different phases of aluminosilicate minerals. The

purity and elemental composition of produced crystals were evaluated by energy dispersive spectroscopy

(EDS) and micro X-ray fluorescence (μXRF) analysis, confirming the presence of Al, O, and Si elements.

These results give new insights into the processing of aluminosilicate minerals with sustainable attributes

and provide a possible route to reducing waste and strengthening the circular economy.

1. Introduction

Solar power is an important renewable energy technology with
the potential of significantly reducing greenhouse gas
emission from electrical power production worldwide. In the
last few decades, extensive development of photovoltaic (PV)
technology reduced installation costs, and increasing policy
support have resulted in numerous silicon (Si) based solar

panels being installed globally.1 In the coming years, this is
expected to increase.2

Crystalline silicon PV modules normally have a factory
guaranteed lifespan of 25 years, with a minimum of 80% of
original efficiency left. At the end of their design life, such
devices are now considered electronic waste.3–6 The EU Waste
Electrical and Electronic Equipment (WEEE) regulations require
manufacturers to collect and recycle used solar panels.4,5 Yet, at
the end of life, only some parts are recycled; the Si and
laminates are either incinerated or sent to landfill.7–9

From the technological side, PV solar cells can be reused
via processes relying primarily on physical treatments, such
as crushing and milling. Some components can be thermally
and chemically regained.1,4,9,10 However, according to,4,10,11

many aspects of solar cell waste processing need further
improvement, as most of the implemented processes have
drawbacks, like the substantial energy required to recover
solar cell materials and/or negative consequences for the
environment when considering the re-processing
requirements. Finding economically viable methods with low
environmental impact to recover or upcycle valuable solar-cell
constituents reduces both the amount of waste and the
amount of new material that needs to be mined. All this is of
vital importance for strengthening the circular economy.

The published literature shows numerous studies dedicated
to various synthesis methods and routes that aim to transform
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waste PV materials into new materials. For example, Ding et al.
have reported a solution-based synthesis method using sodium
hydroxide (NaOH) to transform waste silicon sludge into silica
(SiO2) nanoparticles of about 20–45 nm.12 In another study,
Bondareva et al. explored the hydrothermal synthesis route
using different aqueous alkali solutions to convert bulk silicon
into SiO2 nanoparticles of 8–50 nm.13 A wet-chemistry process
for the simultaneous recovery of high-purity silver and silicon
from waste solar cells combined with the reverse electroplating
technique, which led to increased recovery yield of metals, has
been also reported.14 Recently, Sim et al. demonstrated the
recovery of Si metal by using phosphoric acid (H3PO4) and
upcycling it into materials for anodes in lithium-ion batteries.15

In another study, the glass from a waste solar panel was treated
by alkaline melting and hydrothermal synthesis with the aim of
fabricating zeolite humidity control materials.16 Attempts have
also been made to recycle industrial by-products rich in silicon
into materials that can be used as replacements for cement and
concrete. For instance, an extensive review by Siddique and
Chahal reports on the improvement of the quality of cement
paste/mortar and concrete by using silica dust deposited from
the fumes generated during Si production.17 Fernandez et al.
studied incorporation of solar PV cell waste in cement-based
systems and its effect on the mechanical strength, porosity, and
thermal insulation properties of the product.18 A similar
approach to use silica or re-utilise solar cell residue in
construction materials has been also proposed by other
research groups.19,20 Evidently, efforts have been undertaken to
produce new materials with specific structural features, e.g.
crystal structure, crystallinity, micro−/nanostructure, particle
size, and shape, as these are essential for the material to
perform well in its intended applications.

With respect to aluminosilicates, these materials, due to the
large variation in their structure and physicochemical
properties,21 are used extensively in everyday applications
spanning from commercial adsorbents and catalysts22,23 to the
construction sector, e.g., cement,24,25 intumescent coatings,26–28

and materials for stabilization of soft soil.29,30 As previously
noted, the material processing technique plays a vital role when
aiming to convert a starting material into a useful form or a
new material with controlled structural features and properties.
In this context, solution-based chemical syntheses have several
advantages, such as processing flexibility, environmental
friendliness, and simplicity. Flexibility is related to the broad
range of precursors, solvents, and organic additives, which can
be selected to obtain materials with desirable structural and
morphological features. From an environmental point of view,
water is the preferred solvent. Another important factor for
using such methods is the wide variety of solution parameters
(concentration, pH, and temperature) and different processing
conditions (temperature, reaction time, stirring rate, and
pressure) that can be applied and varied. Thus, it is worthwhile
to explore the processing of silicate-based minerals by wet-
chemistry synthesis performed under mild conditions using an
abundance of waste solar cells, and so allowing energy savings
and reducing waste generation.

In the present work, rod-shaped aluminosilicate mineral-
based crystals were synthesised by a low-temperature
dissolution–precipitation process. A wet-chemistry synthesis
route to convert used Si solar cells into aluminosilicates was
assessed. The morphological features of the formed
nanostructured crystals were evaluated using scanning
electron microscopy (SEM), and the elemental composition
and distribution were analysed with energy dispersive
spectrometer (EDS) and micro X-ray fluorescence (μXRF). The
phase composition and crystallinity of the product was
studied by X-ray powder diffraction (XRD), and the chemical
composition was evaluated by Fourier transform infrared
(FTIR) spectroscopy. The morphological and structural
properties of produced crystals were correlated to the
synthesis conditions. The results obtained indicate the
potential of the proposed process as an affordable, scalable,
and easily adoptable material processing solution for
converting waste Si solar cells into environmentally friendly
minerals, and thereby contributing to the sustainable use of
resources.

2. Experimental part
2.1. Processing of Si solar cells

Before processing, the as-received polycrystalline silicon (Si)
solar cell materials were washed with ethanol (CH3CH2OH,
99.7%, European Pharmacopeia, SOLVECO, Rosersberg,
Sweden) by sonicating for 5–10 min, then dried at room
temperature. Dried pieces of solar cells were then ground in
a planetary ball mill (Mono Mill Pulverisette 6, FRITSCH)
for 30 min (200 rpm) to fine powders, herein designated as
Si solar-cell powders. In the following step, 0.350 g of
pulverised Si solar-cell powders were placed in a conical
flask, and 30 mL of ammonia solution (NH4OH, 25%,
Sigma-Aldrich, Lithuania) was added. The suspended
powders were then stirred on a magnetic plate for 24 h. The
conical flask was connected to a Vigreux distilling column
to minimise the loss of ammonia. The pH of the initial
reaction medium was measured to be 13.8, and the
synthesis experiments were performed at room temperature
(25 °C), 50 °C, and 75 °C. The pH of the reaction medium
was measured 30 min, 1 h, and 24 h after the Si solar-cell
powders were suspended in NH4OH. For these respective
time points, the pH was 12.65, 12.13, and 12.30 for the
reaction carried out at 25 °C; 11.00, 11.07, and 11.07 for the
reaction at 50 °C; and 10.5, 10.5, and 9.75 for the reaction
at 75 °C. The pH of the reaction medium was raised to
∼13.00 by addition of NH4OH at 1 h and 24 h after the
beginning of the reaction. Subsequently, 24 h after the
synthesis, powders were decanted and washed with water
and isopropanol.

2.2. Characterisation

The morphological features of the as-received Si solar cells
before and after processing were evaluated using a field
emission gun scanning electron microscope (FEG-SEM,
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SU70, Hitachi) at the Institute of Chemistry infrastructure at
Vilnius University. Secondary electron imaging was
performed with an electron beam acceleration voltage of 2.0–
5.0 kV. Before analysis, the powder samples were coated with
a 10 nm layer of Ag. Elemental analysis was performed using
a TM3000 Tabletop scanning electron microscope (SEM)
(Hitachi), at the Institute of Chemistry infrastructure at
Vilnius University, equipped with an energy dispersive X-ray
spectrometer (EDS). The spectrometer was controlled by
INCA software (Oxford Instruments). For morphological
studies of the powders acquired after ball milling,
backscattered electron images were recorded, with an
electron beam acceleration voltage of 15 kV. An X-ray
acquisition time of 315 s was used to obtain the EDS spectra
(number of independent measurements (n) = 3–5 for each
feature of interest) and the elemental mapping images. In
addition, powder materials of the synthesis experiment
carried out at 75 °C was spread on a C-tape, attached to a
metal stub sample holder, and mapped by SEM-EDS using a
Zeiss Merlin field emission gun scanning electron
microscope (FEG SEM) equipped with an Oxford Instruments
50 mm2 X-Flash EDS detector and the Oxford Instruments
AZtec software at the LUMIA (Luleå Material Imaging and
Analysis) lab infrastructure at Luleå University of Technology.
Mapping was performed at an electron beam acceleration
voltage of 20 kV and a current of 1 nA using a cyclic scan
that was run until significant changes were no longer
observed on the chemical live images. Further, spot analyses
on the same material by micro X-ray fluorescence (μXRF)
using a Bruker M4 Tornado at Luleå University of
Technology, equipped with a Rh X-ray tube and operated at
50 kV and 600 μA, were carried out to confirm the
composition of the material and detect potential impurities.
The material phase composition was investigated by X-ray
powder diffraction (XRD) analysis (MiniFlex II, Rigaku; Cu-
Kα radiation, λ = 0.1542 nm, 40 kV, 100 mA, 2θ = 5–70°) at
the Institute of Chemistry infrastructure at Vilnius University.
Infrared spectra were recorded using a Fourier transform
infrared (FTIR) spectrometer (Frontier FT-IR, Perkin Elmer;
ZnSe/Diamond ATR crystal, DTGS detector, 4000–600 cm−1, 4
scans) at the Wood Science and Engineering division
infrastructure at the Luleå University of Technology.

3. Results and discussion
3.1. Morphology evaluation

The SEM/EDS images of the top view of the untreated Si
solar-cell sample, as presented in Fig. 1(a) and (b), show the
typical morphology of the cell surface with a uniformly
deposited Ag layer from a screen-printed contact finger.
Examination of the samples showed distinct elemental
compositions for different regions examined within a cell
surface (Fig. 1(a)). The EDS spectra (Fig. 1(b)) and EDS-based
elemental mapping (Fig. 1(b) (inset)) show that the studied
surface contained the C, O, Al, Si and Ag elements. The Al
element originated from the Ag front contact finger material
or from the solder used to connect Ag fingers to busbar
electrical leads. The Pb element was occasionally also
detected and was principally distributed within the Ag plate;
Pb originates from the cell metallisation pastes.31

Furthermore, the SEM image of the ball-milled solar-cell
pieces (Fig. 1(c)) shows that ground powders consist of larger
particles with an average diameter of 0.5–1 μm and smaller
particles with sizes ranging to nanoscale.

SEM images of the powders from ball-milled solar-cell
materials treated chemically at different temperatures (Fig. 2)
show that after the treatment, a new material exhibiting layered
growth morphology was formed. The material synthesised at
room temperature (25 °C) consists of agglomerated structures
homogeneously distributed on the entire surface of the initial
undissolved grain (Fig. 2(a and b)). Images taken at higher
magnification revealed that structures were formed of
nanolayered crystals; the representative image is shown in
Fig. 2(c). Crystals formed from the reaction mixtures heated to
50 °C (Fig. 2(d–f)) and 75 °C (Fig. 2(g–i)) possess obviously
different morphologies. Examination of micromorphology
showed that the synthesised crystals exhibit a hierarchical
layered structure with elongated rod-shaped crystals. The length
of these elongated homogeneous crystals ranges from about 1
to 2 μm and the width ranges from about 100 to 200 nm
(Fig. 2(f and i)). Comparing the crystals synthesised at 50 °C to
those synthesised at 75 °C, a greater quantity of rod-shaped
crystals, and with a longer average length, were obtained from
the latter reaction mixture. This can be attributed to the direct
effect of the temperature and the slight drop in pH, the details

Fig. 1 SEM/EDS images showing: (a) EDS region analysis of the surface of the Si solar-cell sample, (b) EDS spectra for studied regions marked in
image (a) (inset: EDS mapping image of the same sample showing distribution of Al, Si and Ag), and (c) SEM image of the ball-milled Si solar cells.

CrystEngComm Paper

O
pe

n 
A

cc
es

s 
A

rt
ic

le
. P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
 1

1 
A

pr
il 

20
24

. D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

on
 4

/1
9/

20
26

 1
1:

22
:5

3 
A

M
. 

 T
hi

s 
ar

tic
le

 is
 li

ce
ns

ed
 u

nd
er

 a
 C

re
at

iv
e 

C
om

m
on

s 
A

ttr
ib

ut
io

n 
3.

0 
U

np
or

te
d 

L
ic

en
ce

.
View Article Online

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
https://doi.org/10.1039/d4ce00038b


2236 | CrystEngComm, 2024, 26, 2233–2240 This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2024

of which are presented in the experimental part of this study, as
the dissolution and precipitation reactions are temperature-
and pH-dependent. It was also observed that crystals grown
from the reaction mixtures at elevated temperatures possess a
more layered structure closer to the initial grain surface
(Fig. 2(f)), compared to crystals grown at 25 °C; this is most
likely due to the higher supersaturation. It is known that the
energy barrier for nucleation is lower upon increasing the
solution concentration. Therefore, crystals tend to nucleate
more rapidly, which leads to the formation of many small
crystals. The smoother morphology was observed on the surface
of “elongated” crystals, indicating lower saturation of reactive
species. Nucleation in diluted solutions has a slower growth, so
larger crystals can be formed (Fig. 2(i)). SEM images further
revealed that the surface of the powders, after the treatment at
50 °C and 75 °C, also possess places covered with spike-like
structures (Fig. 2(d and g)), and these might be attributed to the
presence of an additional silicate phase. Since the reaction
product was studied after 24 h of synthesis, it is likely that
surface passivation of the Si solar-cell grains occurred, and that
the solubility limit of the host solid was reached under the
current experimental conditions.

The SEM image in Fig. 3(a) shows a close-up of a sample
chosen for further elemental mapping with EDS. The
corresponding EDS spectra seen in Fig. 3(b) show the
distribution of the observed elements in powders treated at
50 °C. The cyan line in the SEM image marks where the EDS
line-based analysis was performed. The EDS analysis
demonstrated that the rod-shaped crystals are composed of
Si, Al, and O. Furthermore, the intensity of Al Kα and Si Kα
peaks in the spectra vary along the entire analysed region,
i.e., the intensity of the Al Kα peak increased and the

intensity of the Si Kα peak decreased over segments of the
regions covered by crystal structures, while the opposite
tendency was observed over segments with fewer crystals or
none (Fig. 3(b)). This is not surprising given the silicate
matrix's ability to accommodate varying amounts of different
ions as well as its great affinity to aluminium, which results
in Al–O–Si networks.32,33

To aid in the identification of elements present within the
synthesised crystals, an EDS-based mapping analysis was
performed. SEM images with EDS-based elemental mapping
of the representative rod-shaped crystals synthesised at 75 °C
are shown in Fig. 3(c). Examining the X-ray maps of Si, Al, O,
and C, distinct levels of intensity can be recognised, with
aluminium exhibiting higher intensity throughout the
synthesised crystals compared to that of silicon, clearly
indicating the formation of an aluminosilicate-based phase
within the reaction mixture.13,34 Furthermore, morphology
observations also confirmed that there was no surface
textural variation among synthesised crystals that underwent
the same treatment procedure, e.g. processed at 50 °C. The
rod-shaped crystals appear finely distributed throughout the
entire specimen with occasional formation of larger
agglomerated clusters of newly synthesised mineral crystals
(Fig. 3(a)). Nevertheless, this also suggests that processing
conditions still need to be adjusted to achieve a higher
degree of solar-cell material conversion.

With regard to the deposition of the aluminosilicate
mineral in aqueous solution, several processes govern the
dissolution and precipitation of the solid phase. The
dissolution of Si solar-cell powders in NH3 aqueous solution
leads to the formation of orthosilicic acid, Si(OH)4. When the
concentration of Si(OH)4 increases, it begins to polymerise

Fig. 2 SEM images showing morphological features of the (a–c) Si solar-cell powders treated at 25 °C (d–f) 50 °C, and (g–i) 75 °C. Red dashed
circles in (b), (e), and (h) show the differently formed structures that are shown in the higher magnification images.
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and forms into amorphous silica gel.35 At high pH and
higher temperature, the solubility of amorphous silica
increases, which suggests more species available to react in
the solution. Aluminium ions in water are hydrated and, with
increasing pH, exist as Al(OH)4

− species.36,37 The pH of the
present reaction medium was measured to be from 8 to 13.
As previously mentioned, aluminium has a strong chemical
affinity towards silicon, and this reduces the dissolution of
silica. Thus, the formation of a solid phase containing Al–O–
Si linkages is expected when the concentration gradient of
reactive species is high. These processes are dependent upon
pH, temperature, and concentration.

Interpretation of the growth mechanisms of crystals has
been described elsewhere.38–42 The formation of mineral
crystals in the present reaction medium is governed by
multiple mechanisms. Homogeneous or heterogeneous
nucleation is followed by crystal growth. Earlier works
reported that agglomeration of silicate particles in solution is
concentration-dependent, and crystal growth can involve
aggregation of initial amorphous particles followed by
crystallisation.43 Accordingly, the factors determining the size
and shape of these crystals likely include the combined
effects of bulk material dissolution and ionic species supply,
their migration in solution as well as sorption during the
oriented aggregation/attachment process. Although tuning of
the morphology of the nanostructured crystals synthesised
herein can be mainly ascribed to the reaction species, further
investigations, e.g. transmission electron microscopy (TEM)
studies, confirming the oriented aggregation of primary
particles are still needed.42

Additionally, the μXRF analysis of powders processed at
75 °C was performed to confirm the elemental composition
and check the presence of impurities (Fig. 4). Aside from the
strong signals for Si and Al, several other elements, including
Fe, Cu, Zn, Pb, and Bi, were detected; although control spots
on nearly powderless parts of the sample holder suggest
these elements come from the sample holder itself.

Fig. 3 (a) SEM image of Si solar-cell powders processed at 50 °C and (b) corresponding EDS spectra showing the distribution of the Si, O, C, and
Al elements within the studied region marked by the cyan line in (a). The green vertical line at 10 μm in (b) corresponds to the position marked by
the green line in (a). (c) SEM image and X-ray maps of processed Si solar-cells at 75 °C showing the distribution of Si, Al, O, and C elements within
the studied area. Produced crystals show higher intensity for Al and lower intensity for Si, compared to less-reacted particles of solar cells.

Fig. 4 μXRF spectra showing the elemental composition of Si solar-
cell powders processed at 75 °C (red, n = 3) and of the sample holder
without powder (black, n = 2). Inset shows enlarged spectra region
and lines assigned to particular elements. The lines of Al and Si are very
distinct for the powder spectra but almost absent for spots in areas
with next to no powder.
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3.2. Structural studies

The XRD patterns of Si solar-cell powders before and after
the chemical treatment were recorded to verify the phase
composition of the synthesised material (Fig. 5). Sharply
resolved Bragg reflections in the XRD pattern of untreated Si
solar-cell powders were observed at 2θ = 29.12°, 48.02°,
56.78° and 69.82°, and were assigned to the (111), (220),
(131), and (040) diffraction peaks of the crystalline Si phase
[JCPDS no. 96-152-6656]. The XRD patterns of Si solar-cell
powders chemically treated at 25 °C, 50 °C, and 75 °C are
distinct. In addition to the reflections assigned to the
polycrystalline Si phase, reflections in the 2θ regions of 18–
22° and 37–47° were observed, which were assigned to the
silicate minerals containing Al–O–Si linkages. The indexing
of the Al–Si mineral phase indicates that the dominant
silicate phase mirrors the reflections of dialuminium silicate
oxide (Al2O5Si) [JCPDS no. 96-101-0330], although other
aluminosilicate-based minerals are most likely also present.
Furthermore, the XRD pattern of powders chemically treated
at 50 °C showed a small reflection at 2θ = 8.7°, which
probably indicates the presence of phases containing a
layered structure.44–47 From the literature studies reported, it
is apparent that the alumina–silica system is very
complex,29,45,48,49 and additional analyses, such as TEM and
Rietveld refinement, will be required for a detailed
identification of the crystal structure of the grown Al–O–Si
phase. XRD results also showed that three different reaction
systems (25 °C/50 °C/75 °C) gave different intensities and
ratios of peaks at 2θ = 19.16° and 19.46°, and at 2θ = 38.8°
and 39.1° (Fig. 5(insets)). This further suggests the formation
of minerals with different crystalline phases. It also
complements the SEM results and confirms that phase

composition and surface morphology of the coprecipitated
minerals can be altered by changing the temperature in the
reaction medium.

The produced samples were further examined by
performing vibrational spectroscopy. FTIR spectra of the ball-
milled solar-cell powders before and after treatment are
shown in Fig. 6. The spectrum from the untreated powders
showed no absorption bands attributed to Si–O/Al–O bonds,
whilst spectra of the chemically treated powders exhibited
different absorbances in the 1200–900 cm−1 and 3700–3440
cm−1 regions. The spectrum from the powders processed at
25 °C shows a broad absorption band in the 1100–900 cm−1

region, which is composed of multiple overlapping bands
with maxima located at 1054 cm−1, 964 cm−1, and 910 cm−1.
These were assigned to Si–O stretching vibrations arising
from silicate (SiO4

2− group).50 A small broad band located at
701 cm−1 is attributed to the Al–O–Si bending vibrations in
the tetrahedral framework.51 The spectra recorded from the
powders treated at 50 °C and 75 °C exhibited different
spectral features in the 1200–900 cm−1 region. The
overlapping bands in this region usually contain a number of
different vibration modes due to Si–O–Si stretch and Al–O–Si
stretch. The notable differences in the band intensities and
peak shapes as well as apparent positional shift of peak
maxima might be assigned to the presence of structurally
distinct phases of aluminosilicate minerals.44,52 The observed
shift of Si–O bands to higher frequencies, and the decrease
in intensity of Si–O–Al bands suggest a continuous
replacement of Al3+ for Si4+ in the framework, as has been
previously reported.51 In accordance with,53 a shift to higher
wavenumbers is associated with an increase in oxygen in the
SiOx system. Furthermore, processed powders exhibited
broad absorption bands in the 3700–3440 cm−1 region with
maxima at 3661, 3553, and 3459 cm−1. These were most
prominent for the powders processed at 75 °C. These bands

Fig. 5 XRD patterns of ball-milled Si solar cells (Si-sc) before and after
the chemical treatment (insets: enlarged regions showing observed
changes in the peak intensities). The red dot ( ) marks the Bragg
reflection at 2θ = 8.7° indicating layered structure of the silicates.

Fig. 6 FTIR spectra of ball-milled Si solar cells (Si-sc) before and after
the chemical treatment.
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could be ascribed to the Si–O(H)–Al and Al–OH groups,45,52

which further confirms Al inclusion and formation of a Si–O–
Al network.

Summarising the results obtained, it can be concluded
that the relatively simple processing procedure herein
proposed extends micro-structuring capabilities, which can
lead to new physical properties and, subsequently, to new
applications and functionality of aluminosilicate-based
minerals. As noted above, the use of aluminosilicates in
applications such as cement production is viable. However, a
comprehensive approach from multiple areas of expertise will
be required to ensure that important process components are
attained, including proper material handling, quality control/
quality assurance (QC/QA), performance characterization,
and standardization. Ultimately, this could open the
possibility to use up to ∼1 billion tons of aluminosilicates in
cement production globally. Thus, the results indicate a
potential for this processing pathway in sustainable
conversion of solar cells in decommissioned Si solar modules
to products of value.

4. Conclusion

Aluminosilicate mineral crystals with variable morphological
structure and phase composition have been synthesised from
waste crystalline-Si solar cells through a low-temperature
dissolution–precipitation process. The rod-shaped morphology
and crystal length of nanostructured aluminosilicate mineral
can be controlled by changing the temperature from 25 °C to 75
°C in the alkaline reaction medium. X-ray powder diffraction
results showed that dialuminium silicate oxide (Al2O5Si) was
the dominant crystalline phase and that different reaction
systems (25 °C/50 °C/75 °C) gave different intensities and ratios
of peaks at 2θ = 19.16° and 19.46°, and at 2θ = 38.8° and 39.1°,
thus indicating that phase composition of the synthesised
products can be favourably altered by changing the reaction
temperature. Energy dispersive spectroscopy and micro X-ray
fluorescence analyses confirmed the presence of the Al, O, and
Si elements within formed crystals, verifying the formation of
silicate minerals containing Al–O–Si linkages. Along with the
proposed affordable, scalable, and easily adoptable processing
route, the findings suggest a pathway of converting waste Si
solar-cells into materials of value, reducing waste, and
contributing to sustainability in the solar-energy value chain.
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