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The transition to sustainable hydrogen production is critical to decarbonizing the global energy system

and reducing reliance on carbon-intensive methods such as steam methane reforming (SMR). Methane

pyrolysis has emerged as a lower-emission alternative, yet its viability is constrained by the extreme

temperatures required (600–1200 1C) and associated energy demands. Here, we present methane

photolysis, CH4(g) + hv - C(s) + 2H2(g), as a novel, light-driven pathway for simultaneous hydrogen and

carbon nanotube production. Operating at ambient conditions and powered by LED illumination, this scal-

able and continuous process selectively yields clean hydrogen with a maximum hydrogen production rate of

17.74 � 1.71 mol cm�2 h�1 and high-value carbon nanotubes (CNTs) achieving yields of approximately 8.0 g

CNT per g catalyst at a production rate of B0.150 � 0.001 g h�1, while circumventing the thermal and car-

bon burdens of conventional methods. Compared to water electrolysis, our approach requires approximately

70% less energy per kilogram of H2 produced. For CNTs, the energy savings reach B74% relative to conven-

tional methods such as fluidized-bed chemical vapor deposition. Techno-economic and life-cycle assess-

ments demonstrate its potential as a scalable, energy-efficient alternative for decentralized hydrogen and

carbon nanomaterial synthesis, with implications for cleaner fuel production and circular carbon utilization.

Broader context
The global shift toward sustainable hydrogen production is essential for decarbonizing energy systems and achieving climate goals. While current industrial
methods like steam methane reforming and high-temperature pyrolysis can produce hydrogen at scale, they are energy-intensive and carbon-emitting. This
study introduces a light-driven methane photolysis process that operates at ambient conditions to simultaneously generate clean hydrogen and valuable multi-
walled carbon nanotubes (MWCNTs). Unlike conventional approaches, this method eliminates the need for high temperatures, reducing energy input by up to
70% for hydrogen and 74% for CNTs. Techno-economic and life cycle analyses show that the light-driven process not only lowers the environmental footprint
but also enhances economic feasibility, particularly under solar or LED operation. Beyond hydrogen, the co-produced MWCNTs offer sustainable value as next-
generation materials in batteries and electrical systems, potentially displacing copper. By integrating system energy requirements, carbon valorization, and
economic viability, this approach represents a transformative advancement in clean hydrogen and carbon nanomaterial production.
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Introduction

The global shift towards renewable energy sources is underscoring
the urgent need for sustainable methods of hydrogen production,
as hydrogen is increasingly regarded as a critical energy carrier in
the transition to a low-carbon future.1,2 As a versatile fuel, hydrogen
has the potential to decarbonize a wide array of industries, from
transportation to heavy manufacturing, all while facilitating the
storage and transport of renewable energy.3 However, the predo-
minant industrial methods for hydrogen production, particularly
steam methane reforming (SMR), face significant challenges.4,5

SMR relies on fossil fuels and is associated with high energy
consumption and substantial CO2 emissions, undermining its role
in achieving global sustainability goals.

Steam-methane reforming

CH4ðgÞ þ 2H2OðgÞ ! CO2ðgÞ þ 4H2ðgÞ
DH0

25�C ¼ 252:75 kJ mol�1 of CH4
(1)

One such promising alternative is methane pyrolysis, which
can produce hydrogen without generating CO2 by decomposing
methane (CH4) into hydrogen (H2) and solid carbon.6–8

Methane pyrolysis

CH4 gð Þ ! C sð Þ þ 2H2 gð Þ
DH0

25�C ¼ 74:90 kJ mol�1 of CH4
(2)

Unlike SMR, methane pyrolysis avoids direct CO2 emissions by
utilizing high temperatures (600–1200 1C) to induce the necessary
chemical reactions. While this process offers a cleaner alternative
to SMR, the intensive thermal requirements result in substantial
energy inputs, limiting its economic viability and scalability,
especially when considering the broader goal of decarbonizing
the energy sector. Consequently, there is an increasing demand
for methods that can overcome the energy-intensive nature of
traditional pyrolysis while still enabling efficient, low-carbon
hydrogen production.

Another promising thermochemical approach employs con-
centrated solar to crack methane around 1600 K in a particle
flow reactor using light intensities equivalent to 1720 suns to
produce hydrogen (H2) and carbon filaments.9 Solar thermal
cracking of methane of this kind has been explored in different
reactor configurations, such as rotary beds and roll-to-roll
reactors.10–12

Methane photolysis, described herein by contrast, is a
photocatalytic (photochemical/photothermal) process in which
light under ambient conditions is used to dissociate methane into
hydrogen and carbon nanotubes. The direct use of photons
eliminates the need for high temperatures, significantly reducing
the energy input required compared to the aforementioned meth-
ods. The carbon nanotube coproduct brings dual value to the
process with applications in energy storage, electronics, and
advanced materials science.13–15 The process can be scaled and
operated continuously with light-emitting diodes, thereby circum-
venting solar intermittency. It outperforms methane steam reform-
ing and water electrolysis in energy requirements, environmental
impact, and cost-effectiveness, as validated by system energy
requirements calculations, techno-economic and life-cycle analyses

(TEA–LCA). A comparative summary of similar work in the litera-
ture, including methane pyrolysis and concentrated solar-driven
cracking approaches, is presented in Table S1. To the best of our
knowledge, this is the first report of methane photolysis driven by
low-intensity light irradiation that enables the simultaneous pro-
duction of high-value CNTs and clean hydrogen, with CNTs
mechanically separable from the catalyst, eliminating the need
for chemical post-processing.

Results and discussions
Methane photolysis performance evaluation

Activity was initially evaluated using a 300 W Xe lamp (up to
30 W cm2 irradiation intensity, where 0.1 W cm2 is equal to
1 sun; Xe lamp spectra in Fig. 1a) in a fixed-bed reactor (Fig. S1
and S2). Methane photolysis showed a favourable low apparent
activation energy (Ea = 4.14 kJ mol�1) compared to traditional
thermal approaches, which require elevated temperatures of
600–1200 1C, (Ea = 58.71 kJ mol�1 (Fig. S3a)).16,17 Activation
energy differences can be attributed to a high localized tempera-
ture generated on the Ni particles under irradiation, which is
both highly concentrated and transient, minimizing energy
losses compared to broader environmental bulky heating meth-
ods like conventional thermal or concentrated solar thermal.
The intense and targeted heating at the nanoscale enhances the
activation of methane molecules, resulting in a fast production
rate and perfect selectivity for H2 and multi-walled carbon
nanotubes (MWCNTs). The localized heating mechanism also
outperforms traditional thermal cracking by maintaining precise
control over the reaction environment, reducing undesired side
reactions, and optimizing catalytic efficiency with excellent
selectivity for MWCNT with an outer diameter of between 10 to
50 nm (average diameter of B17 nm) and a length of between
20 nm to 50 mm. Light-driven methane conversion benefits from
reduced activation energy relative to thermal cracking. UV photons
can supply discrete quanta (B430 kJ mol�1 for 277 nm light),
directly matching the C–H bond dissociation energy, allowing
selective homolytic cleavage without excessive heating.18,19 This
pathway avoids the high-temperature effects and preserves catalyst
integrity. Comparatively, conventional methane thermal cracking
needs more energy input to break the C–H, overheating the
catalyst and causing significant chemical and/or microstructural
changes, and forming amorphous carbon and mostly tip-grown
CNT due to the nonuniform heat distribution during the
reaction.20,21

Control tests were performed to monitor the activity of each
component of the reaction system including the empty reactor,
catalyst, and photo-grown MWCNT, to confirm catalyst optimiza-
tion and rule out external contributions (Fig. 1b). 10% Ni/Al2O3

showed an optimum H2 rate compared to pure Ni particles and
pure MWCNT, which could be related to the metal/support inter-
actions that improved the thermal and chemical stability of the
catalyst.22 Nickel was selected for this study as it is widely reported
in the literature as the most active monometallic catalyst for
methane cracking, exhibiting high methane conversion and
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hydrogen yield across a wide range of conditions.7,23–25 Its strong
activity in C–H bond activation, thermal stability, and compat-
ibility with Al2O3 support made it a suitable choice for our
system. That said, we have also experimentally tested Co, Fe,
and Cu catalysts supported on Al2O3 under similar conditions
(Fig. S4). Ni consistently demonstrated the highest catalytic
activity and favourable formation of ordered solid carbon struc-
tures among these candidates.

Various Ni loadings on Al2O3 were investigated to study the
effect on the H2 rate and CNT formation (Fig. S5a). 10% Ni
loading yielded MWCNT and had the highest H2 production
rate compared to 1%, 5% and 20% Ni; all catalysts have been
tested under the same experimental conditions. PXRD patterns
of the spent 10% and 20% Ni/Al2O3 showed the presence of
the graphitic carbon (002) at 26.21, while 1% and 5% did not
(Fig. S5b). These results confirm the importance of the Ni
particle size and distribution on photocatalytic H2 and MWCNT
formation. The influence of Ni particle size on conventional
thermal methane cracking has been extensively documented in
the literature.26–30

For this study, Ni/g-Al2O3 was deliberately chosen due to
its well-established strong metal–support interaction, which is
widely reported to promote high dispersion of Ni particles,
suppress sintering, and provide consistent methane decomposi-
tion activity and stability. Strong metal–support interaction with
g-Al2O3 also enables the formation of smaller Ni nanoparticles,
which are more resistant to aggregation and deactivation.31–33

Ni/g-Al2O3 additionally favors the formation of ordered
carbon structures by supporting base-growth of carbon nano-
tubes (CNTs) for the strong metal–support interaction with
better thermal stability for the gamma alumina support, facil-
itating separation and enhancing catalyst durability.33 This is
supported by studies showing that compared to inert (SiO2) or
basic (MgO, CaO) supports, g-Al2O3 enables higher CNT quality
and stability, while basic supports may favor amorphous car-
bon and inert supports tend to result in larger Ni particles and
tip-grown CNTs with faster deactivation. Carbon-based sup-
ports can complicate mechanistic interpretation due to simul-
taneous carbon formation from the support itself.34

In addition, the acidity/basicity and high surface area of
g-Al2O3 facilitate the balance between catalytic activity and
carbon structure, as also demonstrated in recent catalyst design
studies.

We have performed direct experimental comparisons under
identical conditions for 10% Ni/g-Al2O3, 10% Ni/SiO2, and 10%
Ni/MgO. The results show that both Ni/g-Al2O3 and Ni/SiO2 give
high hydrogen production rates, with Ni/SiO2 the most active and
Ni/MgO showing the lowest activity (Fig. S6). TEM imaging con-
firms that Ni/g-Al2O3 supports base-grown CNTs, which allow easier
CNT separation, whereas Ni/SiO2 leads primarily to tip-growth
CNTs due to weaker metal–support interactions (Fig. S7). 10% Ni/
SiO2 catalysts exhibit notably higher activity for methane photolysis
than Ni/g-Al2O3, under typical conditions. This increased activity is
attributed to weaker metal–support interactions on SiO2, which

Fig. 1 Photocatalytic performance evaluation. (a) Simulated Xe light spectrum used for wavelength dependence studies. (b) Methane photolysis reaction
performed on each component of the catalyst at light intensity (20 W cm�2). (c) 10% Ni/Al2O3 sample for power intensity studies. (d) Photocatalyst surface
temperature measurement under varying light intensity measured by infrared thermometry. (e) Wavelength dependence studies at irradiance (20 W cm2).
(f) The H2 rate over 10% Ni/Al2O3 in the dark and heated to the corresponding temperature caused by light of different irradiance with respect to the rates
under light in the same reactor configuration. In each experiment, the total gas flow was set to 20 sccm (10 sccm CH4 : 10 sccm Ar) with an irradiated
sample surface area of 0.785 cm2. New samples were used for every test condition. At least three individual measurements were used to calculate the
error bars.
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expose more active nickel sites for reaction.35 However, this
same weak interaction leads to faster catalyst deactivation due
to rapid carbon accumulation that blocks the nickel surfaces. In
contrast, Ni/g-Al2O3 demonstrates greater long-term stability and
enhanced resistance to coking, owing to stronger metal–support
interactions.36 Additionally, the weak interactions in Ni/SiO2

favor carbon nanotube (CNT) formation through tip-growth
mode, which complicates product separation and diminishes
CNT quality by increasing structural disorder and metal
contamination35,37 (Fig. S7b). The lowest activity of 10% Ni/
Mgo is related to the strong interaction between nickel and the
MgO support leads to the formation of stable NiO–MgO solid
solutions or spinel-type structures, which significantly inhibit
the reduction of nickel oxide to its active metallic Ni form.38 As a
result, fewer active Ni0 sites are available to catalyze methane
decomposition.39 Additionally, the basic nature of MgO support
can stabilize nickel in its oxidized state and prevent the disper-
sion and accessibility of metallic Ni particles, further lowering
activity. Enhancing Ni/MgO activity often requires the addition
of promoters such as chromium or copper, which improve the
reduction of Ni and increase the number of accessible active
sites.40 In the absence of such promoters, Ni/MgO remains much
less active than Ni/SiO2 or Ni/Al2O3 for methane photolysis.38–40

The dependence of reaction rate on light intensity is a key
indicator of the dominant reaction mechanism. A linear rela-
tionship typically suggests a photochemical process, where
photon absorption directly generates reactive species (e.g.,
excited electrons, radicals) that drive the reaction. In such
cases, the generation rate of these species and therefore the
overall reaction rate is directly proportional to the photon flux
(i.e., light intensity, I), and can be expressed as:

The dependence of reaction rate on light intensity

Rate p I (3)

Each absorbed photon can initiate an elementary reaction, so
doubling the light intensity approximately doubles the reaction
rate, resulting in a straightforward linear correlation.41,42

In contrast, an exponential or super-linear dependence indicates
a photothermal mechanism, where light energy is converted into
localized heat, which accelerates the reaction through thermal
activation. This behavior follows the Arrhenius law:

Rate / e
�Ea
RT (4)

where Ea is the activation energy and T is the local temperature.
Notably, the temperature itself increases nonlinearly (often expo-
nentially) with light intensity due to photothermal heating effects.

In practice, both mechanisms can co-exist. The dominant
pathway depends on the light intensity and the material’s
response to irradiation. Even a modest increase in light inten-
sity can lead to a substantial local temperature rise, shifting the
reaction behavior from photochemical to photothermal in
nature.43,44

Varied irradiation intensities were utilized to determine the
relationship between incident light intensity and H2 produc-
tion rate as well as to evaluate the relative photochemical and

photothermal contributions of the 10% Ni/Al2O3 for methane
photolysis (Fig. 1c). Incident light intensity showed a linear rate
dependence and photochemical behaviour at the light inten-
sities below 8 W cm�2 and an exponential Arrhenius-type
photothermal behaviour at intensities above 8 W cm�2

(Fig. S3c and d).45,46

Charge separation plays a critical role in photochemical
mechanisms. While our current study focuses primarily on
the photothermal pathway, dominant at light intensities above
8 W cm�2, further investigation into charge carrier dynamics,
such as through transient absorption spectroscopy or electron
paramagnetic resonance (EPR) studies, is necessary to fully
disentangle and quantify photochemical contributions under
lower-intensity illumination. Electron and hole scavenger
experiments can provide another quantitative insight into the
relative contributions of photochemical and photothermal
effects in light-driven methane decomposition. As discussed
in the literature,47,48 a pronounced drop in conversion upon the
addition of scavengers is indicative of photochemical involve-
ment, whereas negligible changes confirm a dominantly photo-
thermal mechanism.43

An IR camera was used to measure the bulk surface tem-
perature of the catalyst under various light intensities in reactor
with a CaF2 window (Fig. 1d). The maximum measured tem-
perature was 410 1C due to the intrinsic light absorbance of the
material and light intensities used. Bandpass filters were used
to evaluate the wavelength dependency of the reaction. Incident
intensities were maintained to ensure all samples had the same
incident photon flux regardless of wavelength. The total inci-
dent optical power on the sample was carefully normalized
across all filter conditions, not the transmitted photon flux
above the cut-off. This normalization ensures that each experi-
ment is conducted under identical total irradiance conditions,
which is a standard approach in photochemical and photo-
thermal comparisons. 495 nm high-pass filter displayed the
highest H2 production rate and demonstrated a linear relation-
ship between irradiation intensity and H2 production (Fig. 1e
and Fig. S3e). Our catalyst (10% Ni/Al2O3) has a strong and
broad absorption band in the visible range (Fig. S8a), particu-
larly between 420–600 nm, which we attribute to plasmonic
coupling in Ni nanoparticles (20–80 nm).49,50 The broadband
Xe lamp (Fig. 1a) emits significant intensity in the UV, but the
catalyst has relatively low absorption in this region due to a
minimum near 344 nm. Shifting the light spectrum toward the
visible range, either with an AM1.5 filter or long-pass filters,
enhances overlap with the catalyst’s strong absorption band,
increasing photon absorption and thus promoting photother-
mal activation. Filtering out UV and blue photons (o495 nm)
eliminates photons that are poorly absorbed or contribute
primarily via slower, and less efficient non-radiative pathways.
The remaining photons (Z495 nm) coincide with the broad
plasmonic absorption peak, leading to enhanced local heating
via fast plasmonic decay processes. Furthermore, based on our
Tauc analysis (Fig. S8b), the apparent optical band gap of the
catalyst is B2.9 eV (B429 nm). Photons with energies above
this threshold may excite interband transitions or be lost to
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inefficient relaxation. In contrast, longer-wavelength photons
(Z495 nm) are better matched to plasmonic and free-carrier
heating processes, yielding higher local temperatures and thus
higher reaction rates.51–53 As the cutoff wavelength increases
beyond 590 nm, the photon energy drops below 2.1 eV, and while
still within the absorption band, these photons have significantly
less energy per photon. As a result, their contribution to local
heating diminishes, reducing the thermal activation of methane
cracking. Additionally, the optical absorption of the catalyst begins
to decline past B600 nm, further limiting the efficacy of these
photons in sustaining elevated reaction temperatures.

The pristine 10% Ni/Al2O3 samples were heated to the
maximum surface temperatures measured under light irradia-
tion by IR camera to observe the highest catalyst activity under
purely thermal conditions. The reaction rates were higher
under light irradiation compared to dark (Fig. 1f), confirming
that photocatalysis was the driving force behind the observed
activity increase.46

Stability under photocatalytic conditions was determined
by varying incident light intensity (Fig. S9a–c). Hydrogen pro-
duction rates decreased over time until it matched the activity
of purely the formed carbon nanotubes. The observed decline
in activity is due to the progressive blocking of active sites by
the accumulated MWCNTs on the catalyst surface. This encap-
sulation effect reduces catalyst accessibility until the carbon
deposits are removed. To evaluate the reusability of the catalyst,
extensive cycling tests were performed over ten consecutive reac-
tion cycles, as shown in Fig. S9d. After each cycle, the deposited
CNT layer was mechanically removed to expose the active catalyst
surface. The results clearly indicate that the hydrogen production
rate gradually decreases during each run due to surface coverage
by carbon deposits. However, following mechanical carbon
removal, the catalytic activity was consistently restored to its initial
level. These observations confirm that catalyst deactivation is
primarily physical rather than chemical in nature, arising from
surface blockage rather than irreversible structural or composi-
tional degradation. Thus, the Ni/Al2O3 catalyst remains stable
and can be readily regenerated through simple removal of the
carbon layer.

To validate the scalability of our approach, we developed a
customized reactor scaled 36 times larger than the bench-scale
model. This advanced system incorporates a 400W white LED
light source, integrated with a gas chromatograph (GC) and H2

and CH4 sensors, as illustrated in Fig. S10. Remarkably, the
scaled-up system maintained the same selectivity for H2 and
MWCNTs (Fig. S11). These findings confirm the feasibility and
practicality of our approach for large-scale hydrogen and CNT
production, preserving both high selectivity and operational
efficiency. We have also conducted an energy requirements
calculation of our system (Fig. S12, S13 and Table S2). Our
results demonstrate that our photocatalytic approach signifi-
cantly reduces energy requirements, requiring approximately
70% less energy for H2 production compared to water electro-
lysis and at least 74% less energy for CNT production compared
to commercial methods. Additionally, our approach offers
cost-effectiveness and substantial reductions in greenhouse gas

(GHG) emissions, as validated through our techno-economic
analysis (TEA) and life cycle assessment (LCA) (discussed in
detail in a later section). These findings underscore the potential
of our technology as a scalable and sustainable alternative for
hydrogen and CNT production.

Optothermal modelling

The surface and bottom temperatures of the 3 mm thick catalyst
pellet bed were determined experimentally and through numerical
modelling (Fig. 2a and b). Both the gradient between and the
absolute temperature for the surface temperature, T1, and the
bottom temperature, T2, matched within 15 1C. Such a gradient
exists as the penetration depth of the incident light from the Xe
lamp is 10–100 mm, which is a much smaller depth than the
3 mm thickness of the catalyst.54 Accurately determining the
temperature-dependence of emissivity is challenging, affects
thermal camera measurements, and is a possible source of
deviation in the expected trend in surface temperature.55 The
thermal conductivity of the support was the dominant para-
meter in determining the magnitude and change in the tem-
perature profile as a function of the power-density compared to
the effect of the optical properties. Heat loss by convection had
o10% effect on the overall temperature distribution as shown
in other analysis of pellet beds.56 The small deviation between
calculated and experimental in situ catalyst temperatures vali-
dates experimental results from IR camera surface temperature
measurements and the thermocouple measurements of the
bottom of the catalyst bed. Further, the modelling quantifies
the extent of light-induced heating and supports the predomi-
nance of photothermal effects and some photochemical con-
tribution which are responsible for the formation of CNT that
were absent under equivalent thermal conditions.

Rate law and Kinetic experiments

Kinetic experiments were conducted assuming a nonequilibrium
batch reactor system where the total conversion of CH4 did not
exceed 10%. The conditions presented in Fig. 2c and d, where the
total CH4 conversion fulfills this requirement, were not greater than
2% at up to 2 minutes of active irradiation. The kinetic rate
expressions formulated in the Materials section correspond to a
reaction pathway where H2 is formed. The rate law was expressed
as a function of H2 conversion, which depends only on the H2

concentration, the irradiated area and reaction time. As a result, the
reaction order can be described by the following equation: Ln(rA) =
Ln(k) + nLn(CA), where reaction order differences compared to the
conventional thermal process were attributed to light effects. This
suggests that the mechanism of methane photolysis could proceed
independently of the reactant concentration using light.

Catalyst and CNT characterization

Transmission electron microscopy (TEM) imaging of the
catalyst (10% Ni/Al2O3) showed deposited Ni nanoparticles with
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an average size of about 24 nm on the g-alumina support
(Fig. 3a and 1b). PXRD patterns confirmed catalyst crystallinity,
with characteristic peaks at Ni (111), (200), and (220), in
addition to the main peaks of g-alumina. Interestingly, the
PXRD pattern of the spent catalyst after light irradiation,
showed the presence of well-stacked and aligned graphitic
carbon (002) at 26.2 two theta (Fig. 3c).57

X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy (XPS) was used to deter-
mine the surface chemistry and the elemental composition of
the catalyst prior to and post thermal and methane photolysis
reactions. The spent catalyst post-irradiation showed more
elemental carbon than the pristine sample. These results con-
firm the formation of the MWCNT following methane photo-
lysis (Fig. 3d and Table S3). The sharpness of the C 1s peak in
the post-methane photolysis indicates a high C–C : CQC ratio
and lower CQO content compared to the pristine catalyst and
confirms the ordered nature of the formed carbon (Fig. 3e).
Lack of changes to the Ni 2p peaks in the high-resolution XPS
spectra after methane photolysis confirms no structural change
on the catalyst following reaction at low irradiation (Fig. S14).

Thermogravimetric analysis (TGA) was used to confirm the
crystallinity of the formed MWCNT by measuring the sample’s
weight change over time as a function of temperature. Spent,
fresh catalyst, and commercial MWCNT showed no thermal
degradation between 150–550 1C in the amorphous carbon

thermal degradation range, indicating high MWCNT crystal-
linity (Fig. 3f). We also conducted energy-dispersive X-ray
spectroscopy (EDX) to assess the purity of the separated CNTs
and quantify residual nickel and alumina impurities.
Across more than 15 scanned spots, the nickel content did
not exceed an average of 2%, while alumina remained below
8% (Fig. S15).

We observed that the thermal cracking of methane (methane
pyrolysis) at 500 1C produced a mixture of ordered carbon, such
as CNTs, and disordered carbon, like carbon black (Fig. 4a). In
contrast, methane photolysis yielded only MWCNTs (Fig. 4b).
The average diameter of the formed MWCNT was about 17 �
5 nm (Fig. 2c). HRTEM images confirm the multiwalled structure
of this photo-grown CNT (B40 wall) and also reveal an interlayer
spacing of B3.33 Å, similar to single crystal graphite interlayer
spacing58 (Fig. 4d and e).

ID/IG ratios in Raman spectroscopy identified the quality of the
formed carbon.58 High ID/IG indicates more disordered carbon,
while low ID/IG ratios indicate a more ordered sp2 hybridized
carbon. The pristine catalyst showed no carbon presence and did
not feature any ID/IG ratio (Fig. 4f). The post-irradiation spent
catalyst featured a lower ID/IG ratio compared to post-thermal
spent catalyst (Fig. 4f). Increasing the irradiance from 8 W cm�2 to
20 W cm�2 increased ID/IG, likely resulting from higher local
temperatures under higher light intensities (Fig. 4f). The separated

Fig. 2 Temperature measurements and kinetic experiments of the methane photolysis reaction: (a) 3-D temperature profile of 10% Ni/Al2O3 catalyst
pellet in flow reactor cross-section (b) comparison of experimentally measured temperature of the bottom and top surface of the catalyst under different
irradiances with the temperature obtained from modelling. (c) The CH4 conversion experiment of the methane photolysis reaction over the 10% Ni/Al2O3.
(d) The kinetic experiment of the methane photolysis reaction, where the Xe lamp light intensity was set to 10.6 W cm�2 in batch conditions, average
pressure each test = 14.6 psi, reactor volume = 16.8 mL.
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MWCNT collected from the irradiated catalyst, showed a slightly
higher ID/IG compared to commercial Sigma MWCNT due to the
presence of surface oxygen functional groups (Fig. S16d).

The C 1s high-resolution XPS spectrum of the mechanically
separated MWCNT showed C–C and C–OH, CQO, O-CQO and
p–p* peaks at 284.3, 284.7, 286, 290 eV respectively (Fig. S16a).
The O 1s high-resolution XPS spectra of the mechanically
separated MWCNT confirmed the formation of oxygen func-
tional groups (oxygen, C–O, C–OH, and CQO at 533.2, 531.6,
and 530.1 eV, respectively) on the MWCNT surfaces through
changes in the integrated peak areas (Fig. S16b). FTIR spectrum
of the mechanically separated O-MWCNT, confirms the for-
mation of oxygen functional groups on the MWCNT surfaces
(Fig. S16c). Oxygen functionalization of MWCNT was attributed
to the high local temperatures involving chemical reactions
between the CNT surface and oxygen-containing species from
the catalyst (Ni’s high local temperature may facilitate the
oxidation of CNT using oxygen from the alumina support),
trace oxygen in methane (3.7 UHP Methane, 99.7%), or surface
defects.59 The high local temperature weakens and activates
specific C–C and C–H bonds on the CNT surface, particularly
at defect sites, edges, or unsaturated bonds, making them more
reactive.59

Brunauer–Emmett–Teller (BET) surface area analysis and
Barrett–Joyner–Halenda (BJH) pore size and pore volume

distribution determined textural properties such as surface
area, the pore size and pore volume distribution of the pristine
and spent catalyst, and the separated MWCNT (Fig. S16, S17
and Table S5). The nitrogen adsorption–desorption isotherm of
the separated MWCNTs exhibits a low uptake profile with a
Type IV-like hysteresis loop (Fig. S16e), which is characteristic
of mesoporous materials and commonly observed in CNT-
based structures.60 The BJH pore size distribution (Fig. S16f)
reveals a broad range of pore widths extending into the macro-
porous region, with apparent pores 4200 nm. While such
macroporosity may reflect interstitial voids between entangled
CNT bundles or structural heterogeneity.61

As expected, the fresh catalyst exhibits higher N2 uptake
than both spent samples, consistent with textural degradation
resulting from CNT formation. The N2 adsorption isotherm
curve for the photolysis-treated catalyst shows more uptake,
especially at higher relative pressures, indicating higher surface
area and/or less pore blockage due to the formation of CNT on
the former’s surface (Fig. S17e). This supports our interpreta-
tion that photolysis leads to CNT formation on the external
surface rather than inside pores, thereby preserving more
accessible surface area compared to the pyrolysis-treated
catalyst, which may be more clogged or blocked. The fresh
catalyst shows a sharp peak around B5 nm (mesopores), with a
drop in pore volume after reaction (Fig. S17f). Both spent

Fig. 3 Morphological and structural characterization of the 10% Ni/Al2O3 catalyst: (a) TEM image of the pristine catalyst; (b) particle size distribution of Ni
particles, (c) XRD of the catalyst before and post the methane photolysis reaction; (d) XPS survey of the catalyst before (black line), and after the methane
photolysis reaction (red line) and (e) High-resolution C1s XPS spectrum of the catalyst before and after the methane photolysis reaction and (f) TGA
curves of the catalyst before and post the methane photolysis reaction compared to the commercial Sigma Corporation MWCNT sample.
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catalysts show narrowed and flattened distributions, consistent
with pore blockage due to CNT deposition (Fig. S17f).

MWCNT formation mechanism

Conventional thermal methane cracking (methane pyrolysis)
tends to form CNTs alongside amorphous carbon. The high
temperatures required cause the Ni to detach from the support
and eventually results in sintering and formation of graphitic
layers rather than CNT62 (Fig. 4a and Fig. S17a). Furthermore,
nickel is difficult to separate from these tip-grown CNTs as
doing so deteriorates the quality of the obtained CNT.

Comparatively, methane photolysis forms base-grown CNTs,
where the metal is attached firmly to the support and the CNT
stems from it (Fig. 4b and Fig. S17b). This growth difference can
be attributed to high local temperatures as opposed to bulk
temperatures during reactions.63,64 High local temperatures from
photothermal heating drive methane decomposition and facilitate
the nucleation and growth of MWCNTs by enabling carbon atoms
to diffuse and arrange themselves into cylindrical graphitic layers
with enhanced crystallinity and fewer defects, thereby improving
their mechanical and electrical properties and resulting in facile
mechanical separation without degradation. The methane photo-
lysis reaction over 10% Ni/Al2O3 can be described in three key
steps: methane activation, carbon nucleation, and carbon deposi-
tion to form carbon nanomaterials.65 Methane molecules adsorb
dissociatively on the Ni metal particle surface through C–H bond

photoactivation. After taking further steps, carbon atoms lead to
the simultaneous release of molecular hydrogen. The adsorbed
carbon atoms diffuse on the surface or through the bulk Ni metal
to a suitable area for CNT formation. Previous studies in the
literature showed the effect of the Ni particle size and support
interaction on the formation of different carbon nanomaterials
including carbon nanotubes, nano-onions, and nanofibers.22 The
base-growth mechanism can be attributed to strong Ni-support
interaction forcing carbon precipitation on only the exposed
surfaces of the Ni particles rather than the interface between Ni
and support. This results in carbon deposition and growth on the
surface of Ni particles at the gas–solid interface. As a result, the Ni
particle remains fixed to the support, and close-ended MWCNT
grows on the Ni surface.22

We have also investigated the effect of different light inten-
sities on the formation of MWCNT. Our findings indicate that
the d-spacing (interlayer distance) of the MWCNTs decreases
from 0.38 nm to 0.33 nm as the light intensity increases from 8
to 20 W cm�2, with no complete CNT formation observed at light
intensities r3 W cm�2 (Fig. S18a). The local temperature
generated by light during methane photolysis significantly influ-
ences the formation of MWCNTs and its d-spacing.66–68 At low
light intensities (r8 W cm�2), incomplete decomposition of
methane resulted in carbon atoms being deposited in a less
organized fashion, leading to increased d-spacing of 0.38 nm
due to the presence of structural defects, amorphous carbon,
and weakly bound graphene layers (Fig. S18b).

Fig. 4 Morphological and structural characterization of the photo and thermally-grown MWCNT: TEM image of (a) the catalyst post methane pyrolysis
at 500 1C and (b) the catalyst post methane photolysis at a light intensity of 20 W cm�2; (c) particle size distribution of MWCNT formed after methane
photolysis, (d) and (e) high-resolution transmission electron microscopy (HRTEM) image of the mechanically separated MWCNT from the catalyst post
methane photolysis at a light intensity of 20 W cm�2, (f) Raman spectrum of the catalyst before and after the methane photolysis reaction at different light
intensity and the after methane pyrolysis.
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As light intensity increases to 20 W cm�2, high local tem-
peratures increase methane decomposition efficiency, resulting
in a higher flux of reactive carbon species. This enhances
graphitization and a reduction in d-spacing to 0.33 nm as
graphene layers form more tightly packed and well-ordered
structures (Fig. S18c and d). However, excessively high light
intensities can produce high local temperatures, which may cause
thermal stress or non-uniform carbon deposition, potentially
introducing new defects that increase d-spacing. Therefore, an
optimal light intensity range exists for methane photolysis
that minimizes d-spacing and maximizes the structural integrity
of the MWCNTs. The increased degree of graphitization was
confirmed through PXRD analysis of the spent catalyst under
varying light intensities. The (002) peak intensity of the formed
MWCNTs progressively increased with light intensity, indicating
enhanced structural order and graphitization69 (Fig. S3e). The
Raman spectra of the MWCNTs formed at different light inten-
sities showed an increasing ID/IG ratio. This change is observed
when increasing the irradiance from 8 W cm�2 to 20 W cm�2

(Fig. 4f).

Computational modelling of CNT
nucleation

To provide further insight for the CNT nucleation process, we
used density functional theory (DFT) and its time-dependent
counterpart (TD-DFT) to model a potential light-enabled reac-
tion pathway for CH4 conversion towards an adsorbed C2H2

fragment on a Ni(111) cluster-decorated g-Al2O3(100) slab
(Fig. S19). Since C2 fragments are crucial in the nucleation of
CNTs70 and the edge of growing CNTs can often terminate with
repeating C2H2 fragments,71,72 adsorbed C2H2 fragments can
be considered a ‘‘building block’’ of CNT nucleation and
growth, and modelling a reaction pathway for its formation
from CH4 would provide insights into how nucleation can occur
in this system. Fig. 5 shows a potential reaction pathway, with
the overall reaction in the diagram given by

* + 2CH4(g) - *_C2H2 + 3H2(g)

where * indicates the Ni/Al2O3 catalyst surface and *_C2H2

indicates the adsorbed C2H2 fragment on the surface. CH4

undergoes dissociative adsorption into adsorbed CH3 and H,
and upon the loss of H2, the methyl fragments can couple into
C2H6. The adsorbed C2H6 can then oxidatively add again to the
surface Ni and proceed via two successive dehydrogenations to
yield the adsorbed C2H2 fragment. The overall process is
thermodynamically uphill by 2.17 eV, with energetically
demanding steps for C–C bond formation (0.87 eV) and the
2nd dehydrogenation (1.36 eV).

Following the formation of adsorbed C2H2, subsequent
additions and dehydrogenations of CH4 can lead to an initial
layer of CNT as shown in Fig. S20. In our model, proceeding
from an adsorbed C2H2 fragment to this first layer of CNT
(given by 12 sp2 carbon atoms with C–C pairs alternating closer
to and further from the surface and the pairs further from the

surface capped by H atoms) corresponds to adding and releas-
ing another 10 CH4 and 18 H2 molecules, respectively. The net
energy change is +22.43 eV or approximately +2.24 eV for each
additional carbon added.

For the two energetically demanding steps mentioned
above, we further performed linear response time-dependent
DFT (TD-DFT) to investigate possible pathways for light to
facilitate the reaction. While the 2nd dehydrogenation is the
most energetically demanding step, we found major excitations
across from the computed absorption profile of the *_(C2H4 +
2H) intermediate (structure 9 in Fig. 5c) correspond to transi-
tions that involve an increase in electron density on one
adsorbed hydrogen and a decrease in the other, suggesting that
light can help facilitate the formation of a proton and hydride
towards the formation of H2 heterolytically. We also observe
transitions that involve an increase in electron density between
the adsorbed C2H4 fragment and the Ni cluster. This suggests
the light can also help facilitate a stronger bonding interaction
between the carbon fragment and the metal cluster, which helps
prevent the desorption of the adsorbed C2H4 as ethylene prema-
turely and allows the carbon fragment to remain on the surface
for further dehydrogenation and building of the initial CNT
layer. For the complete absorption profile and the selected
difference densities, we refer to Fig. S21. For the *_2CH3 inter-
mediate (structure 6 in Fig. 5c), we observe multiple transitions –
again within major excitations across the computed absorption
spectrum (Fig. S22) – that lead to a decrease in electron density
on one CH3 fragment and an increase in another, suggesting
that these excitations could help form CH3

+ and CH3
� fragments

that facilitate heterolytic C–C coupling. Together, these results
demonstrate that light plays a critical role in facilitating the key
steps of CNT nucleation: C–C bond formation, dehydrogenation,
and preventing early desorption of ethylene fragments.

Photo-grown MWCNT as anode for
Li-ion batteries

Photo-grown and separated MWCNTs were incorporated into
electrodes (Fig. 6a), assembled into half-cells with electrolyte and
a separator, and then pressed into coin cells for electrochemical
evaluation to demonstrate the capability for energy storage
applications. To evaluate the long-term stability of the CNT
electrodes, extended cycling tests were performed at 1C for 100
cycles (Fig. 6b). The CNT electrode exhibited a peak capacity of
approximately 400 mAh g�1. Notably, the specific capacity
achieved is significantly improved compared to previous studies
on CO2-derived CNT electrodes,73 especially considering the high
C-rates applied. As the cycling continued, the capacity tended to
stabilize at 350 mAh g�1, with minor fluctuations. Remarkably,
no abrupt voltage drop was observed at the 100th cycle, indicat-
ing effective prevention of lithium dendrite penetration and
internal short-circuiting. According to Licht et al.,74 the intricate
interaction among CNT likely facilitates a transition from the
initial dilute staging of Li+, which occurs during the formation of
LiC6, to a mechanism combining this intercalation with a pore-
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filling process. The progressive increase in capacity throughout
cycling highlights the sustained activation of this storage.74

The CNT anode’s initial charge capacity (during lithium
insertion) closely matches its subsequent discharge capacity
(during lithium extraction), suggesting a stable electrochemical
performance (Fig. 6c). Notably, the self-standing anode exhibits
consistent and reversible lithium-ion insertion and extraction.
Furthermore, it maintains minimal voltage hysteresis over 10
cycles, demonstrating stable cycling performance and an
extended cell lifetime. When compared to CNT-based anodes
reported in the literature, our electrode shows lower voltage
hysteresis and longer cycle life, thus demonstrating its excellent
performance.75 To investigate the reduction and oxidation beha-
vior of the electrode, cyclic voltammetry (CV) of CNT/Li half cells
was measured at 0.2 mV s�1. The CV curves reveal essential
processes within the cell, with significant anodic and cathodic
peaks indicating Li+ extraction and insertion, respectively.76

The cathodic peak at B0.03 V is attributed to the intercalation

of lithium ions into graphitic layers, while the anodic peak at
0.21 V is due to the deintercalation of lithium ions (Fig. S23).77

This observation aligns with the CV graphs reported by Liu
et al.78 and Zhao et al.,79 which exhibited a similar trend for
CNT. In the initial cycle, no new strong peaks appeared, and the
peak potentials remained stable, indicating the electrochemical
stability of the CNT anode across the entire voltage range.79 The
CV curves for the first three cycles mostly overlap, except for the
reduction peak around B1.0 V, which is present in the first and
second cycles but disappears in the third. This suggests that the
formation of the solid electrolyte interphase (SEI) effectively prevents
further decomposition of the electrolyte after the initial cycles.79

EIS measurements were taken to evaluate the resistive
properties of the electrodes, as shown in Fig. 6d. The EIS data
between 2 MHz and 0.01 Hz were fitted using MEISP software
based on an equivalent circuit model. The impedance informa-
tion was modelled using an electrical equivalent circuit shown
in the inset of Fig. 6d, which shows accurate reproductions of

Fig. 5 DFT-computed reaction pathway for methane photolysis and CNT nucleation: (a) reaction profile for the conversion of 2CH4 into adsorbed C2H2.
Numbers indicate the structures for each step found in (c), and yellow circles correspond to the intermediates where TD-DFT calculations were further carried out.
(b) Representative difference density for heterolytic H2 formation under light for the *_(C2H4 + 2H) intermediate (structure 9). H/L = highest/lowest occupied
band/orbital, fosc = oscillator strength, Xi-j = interband coupling constant (a number between 0 and 1 that describes how much a certain orbital pair contributes to
a certain excitation), and orbital isosurface value = 0.001 e Bohr�3 (see SI for more details). (c) Structures of each intermediate (Ni: silver, C: brown, H: white,
background lines = Al2O3(100) surface) when viewed from atop (i.e. along the c-axis). For a full view of the model used, we refer to Fig. S11.
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the arcs representing Rs, Rct, and Rsei.
73 The intersection on the

real axis at high frequency, referred to as the equivalent series
resistance (Rs), indicates the combined ionic resistance of the
electrolyte and the electronic resistance of the active material in
the electrode. The semicircle observed at high frequencies
represents the resistance of the solid electrolyte interface (Rsei).
In addition to this high-frequency semicircle, and the mid
semicircle, attributed to the charge transfer impedance
between the electrolyte and the electrode, another distinct
arc, identified as the low-frequency Warburg impedance tail,
signifies the impedance resulting from the diffusion of ions
into the active materials.80 From the EIS fitting of the graph, it
can be observed that the values of Rs, Rsei, and Rct are 7.72 O,
54.76 O, and 119.73 O, respectively. The values of Rsei and Rct

demonstrate the dominance of the cell impedance, with the
increase primarily attributable to charge-transfer resistance. In
addition, it can be seen that Rsei is relatively large, indicating
that the formation of the SEI plays a significant role in
influencing the insertion and extraction of lithium ions.81

System level analysis
Process synthesis

We recently introduced a new paradigm for the design of
photocatalytic processes. In contrast to using direct sunlight,

a strategy that is susceptible to intermittency, variability in solar
irradiance, and resulting catalyst performance, we proposed the
utilization of LED-based reactors to perform photocatalytic
reactions.45 In this type of design, a 24/7 operation can be
established if a constant supply of electricity can be ensured.
Herein, we rely on this paradigm to develop a new process to
produce hydrogen and MWCNT based on methane photolysis
(CH4 - 2H2 + MWCNT). The process consists of four main
subsystems: reactor, solids separation, pressure swing adsorp-
tion, and catalyst recovery (Fig. 7(a)).

First, methane is fed to a reactor, where a supported nickel-
based material is used to catalyze the photolysis reaction. The
required light is supplied via an ancillary LED system powered by
photovoltaics. The reactor system is designed considering a
modular approach, in which the total number of reactor vessels
(modules) is determined based on the amount of energy available
per modular reactor (dSE), details on the calculation of the
required number of modules are presented elsewhere.1 To ensure
a 24/7 operation, a battery system is installed. Batteries are sized
based on the duration of an average night at the plant location
(15.41 hours). For this study, we have chosen a place in Southern
California, close to the town of Daggett. Location and night length
were established based on the analysis by Peng and Maravelias.82

The system is sized such that B11.3 Tons H2/h can be obtained;
this size is in line with other works for the production of hydrogen
and advanced carbon materials from methane.83

Fig. 6 (a) Morphology and electrochemical performance of MWCNT: SEM image of the mechanically separated MWCNT with an inset photo of the separated
MWCNT powder. (b) Extended cycling of the MWCNT cell was performed at a current density of 1C over 100 cycles with an inset photo of the MWCNT free-standing
electrode. (c) Charge/discharge profiles of MWCNT cell at 1C rate. (d) Nyquist plots of the MWCNT half-cell in the frequency range of 2 MHz to 0.01 Hz.
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There are two reactor outlets (1) a mostly gaseous stream
(stream 5) consisting of unconverted methane, hydrogen, and
elutriated solids, and (2) a solid stream containing most of
MWCNT and catalyst (stream 4). As MWCNT grow on the
surface of the catalyst, it is necessary to remove a fraction of
the catalyst from the reactor to recover this product. The small
fraction of solids elutriated in the gas stream are removed using
a cyclone. The gas stream without solids (stream 6), consisting
of hydrogen and methane, is fed to a pressure swing adsorption
(PSA) unit. This unit operates at 35 bar and produces pure
hydrogen that can be sold to the market (stream 10), the PSA
recovery is 85%.83 The other outlet stream of the PSA unit
consists of unconverted methane along with unrecovered
hydrogen (stream 11). This stream is recycled back to the
reactor. To ensure that the gas phase in the reactor consists
mostly of methane, we impose a constraint limiting the fraction
of hydrogen in the reactor feed to be below a predefined limit
(dH2 = 20%). The solid stream produced by the reactor (stream 4) is
separated into three streams, one containing catalyst (stream 13)
that is recycled back to the reactor; one consisting of MWCNT
(stream 12) that is collected, and a stream consisting of CO2

(stream 14).
The process to separate the catalyst from the MWCNT is still

in the early stages of development. Rather than describing a
specific set of unit operations, we adopt a more general
approach, in which we assume that it is possible to (1) recover
a functional catalyst to be recycled once all carbon attached to
its surface is removed (2) that a fraction of the carbon attached
to the catalyst surface can be recovered to be sold (3) that the
fraction of MWCNT that cannot be recovered from the catalyst
surface can be removed via incineration without affecting the
catalyst activity, and (4) that the catalyst has a shelf life of a year

and it is replaced continuously by adding/removing new/old
catalyst to/from the system. We note that the reusability of the
catalyst is backed by the results presented in the experimental
section. The magnitude of these streams is such that the
reactor catalyst load is replaced in a year. Despite the generality
of the modeling approach, we note that the system proposed is
consistent with the separation scheme reported by Parmar and
coworkers,84 this scheme consists of three operations (1) soni-
cation for the removal of the MWCNT (2) magnetic separation
of the catalyst fraction (3) thermal regeneration of the catalyst
to remove residual carbon.

Techno-economic analysis

We develop a non-linear model of the system to estimate mass
flows and energy consumption in the different process units (see
SI). The model finds the minimum selling price of the main
product. Since MWCNTs are produced at a greater quantity than
hydrogen (by mass) and they have a significantly larger price, we
assume that they constitute the main product. Hydrogen on the
other hand is produced as a valuable byproduct.

Capital costs of major pieces of equipment are estimated
using different approaches: (1) for equipment commonly used
in the chemical industry (cyclone, compressor) we use known
cost correlations.85 (2) For pressure swing adsorption, we use
available cost estimations from the literature and the six-tenths
rule for scaling.86 (3) For batteries, we use reference costs based
on DOE estimations for energy storage and a linear scaling
relation87 (4) for novel equipment requiring a tailored design
(LED-based reactor and catalyst recovery system), we use a
reasonable initial estimate and perform a sensitivity analysis
to determine the influence that the capital cost of these pieces
of equipment has on the minimum selling price of the main

Fig. 7 (a) Layout of the process to produce hydrogen and MWCNT using methane photolysis. (b) Breakdown of the minimum selling price (c) breakdown
of the capital and operating costs. (d) Sensitivity analysis to main parameters in the model, results obtained for the upper bound are shown in blue and
those for the lower bound in red.
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product. The operating costs of the system are estimated based
on material and energy balances.

The economics of this system is a strong function of several
physical/economic parameters whose value is susceptible to
change as technology develops. We have grouped these para-
meters into five categories as shown in Table 1. The value for
the parameters in the base case analysis, along with a range of
possible values is shown. This range is established such we can
explore the consequences of technological improvements over
the next 30 years, and the effect of overoptimistic assumptions
in the base case design. While the meaning of many of the
parameters is evident, some of them require further explana-
tion: The light-to-chemical efficiency (ZCH) denotes the fraction
of energy contained in photons that is transformed into
chemical energy. The LED power conversion efficiency (ZLED)
denotes the amount of energy that is converted into light with
respect to the electric energy inputs to the LED system. The
energy available per modular reactor (dSE) characterizes the total
amount of energy that the LED system can supply to each of the
modular reactors. Finally, the fraction of carbon recovered (lC)
determines the fraction of MWCNT that can be recovered as a
pure and usable product. The reference values for most para-
meters are determined based on the current state of the art for
the involved technology. For example, for roundtrip battery
efficiency (ZB), we use a value of 85%, which is consistent with
current estimations for Li-ion batteries.87 A few of the para-
meters were assumed based on a reasonable estimate. Of
particular importance is the fraction of carbon recovered (lC),
in this case, we adopt a conservative initial estimate to reflect the
uncertainty of the process. Likewise, the light-to-chemical effi-
ciency is assumed to be 10%, a low value that can improve as
better optothermal chemical reactor designs are developed.

First, we study the economics of the base case (BC). A
breakdown of the minimum selling price (MSP) for the base case
is shown in Fig. 7(B). An MSP of $106.3 per kg was obtained for
MWCNT assuming a hydrogen price of $1 per kg. These results
highlight the potential of the proposed technology, considering
that the market price for MWCNT has been estimated to be
between $100 per kg and $1000 per kg.92 Furthermore, these
results are obtained using the assumption of a hydrogen price of
$1 per kg, a price in line with DOE targets.89 To further explore the
relation between the MSP for the MWCNT and the hydrogen

byproduct, we present a sensitivity analysis on the supplementary
information (Fig. S24); we show that the MSP of MWCNT is
relatively incentive to the price of H2. For reference, if the price
of H2 drops to zero, the MSP of MWCNT increases by B1.25%.
Conversely, if the price of H2 increases five times the MSP of
MWCNT is reduced by 5.25%. The annualized capital and operat-
ing costs are shown in Fig. 7(c). The dominant operating cost is
the electricity (B79%) and the dominant capital cost is the
batteries (B87%). The analysis of capital cost reveals that a major
limitation to the deployment of the proposed technology is the
high capital investment required (B47 billion for the proposed
design).

To identify the critical parameters affecting the MSF, we
perform a sensitivity analysis. The results are presented in
Fig. 7(c), where we show the percentage change in the MSP of
MWCNT when the value of each parameter evaluated changes
to the lower or upper bounds in Table 1. Since batteries
dominate the capital cost and are the major component of
the MSP, it is not surprising that the parameters related either
to the price of energy storage (capital cost of batteries), or the
amount of energy that needs to be stored (light to chemical
efficiency and LED power conversion efficiency) are the most
important economic drivers. In addition to these parameters,
we also find that the fraction of MWCNT that can be recovered
significantly influences the economics of the system. We also
highlight that the capital cost of the reactor may have an
important impact on the MSP if significantly larger capital
costs in comparison with the base case are required. Conver-
sely, the cost of the catalyst recovery system is not critical for
the economics of the system, an increase of 10� with respect to
the base case only has a marginal effect on the MSP. These
results point toward the need to develop better optothermal
chemical reactors for this system both requiring low capital
costs and leading to a more efficient utilization of photons.

In Fig. 8, we explore the effect that incremental improve-
ments in the parameters impacting the cost will have on the
MSP. In the figure, we show both the breakdown of the MSP,
and the total capital investment (TCI) required. Dramatic
improvements in the MSP and TCI can be obtained if the
projected improvements in key parameters are achieved. In
this respect, we note that the cost of energy storage in batteries
is projected to drop by more than 75% in the next 25 years.93

Table 1 Main parameters affecting the profitability of the process. LB: lower bound, BC: base case, UB: upper bound. All monetary values in 2021 dollars

Category Parameter Symbol Units LB BC UB Ref.

LED/batteries Round trip battery efficiency ZB % 80 85 95 87
Light-to-chemical efficiency ZCH % 5 10 80 Assumed
LED power conversion efficiency ZLED % 20 32.5 86 88
Energy per modular reactor dSE MW 0.05 0.1 1 45
Capital cost of batteries yB per KWh 104 414 500 87
Reactor capital cost yR $$MM per [kg s�1]0.6 0.5 1 10 Assumed

Catalyst recovery Fraction of carbon recovered lC % 10 25 90 Assumed
Catalyst regeneration capital cost yCAT $$MM per [kg s�1]0.6 0.5 1 10 Assumed

Feedstock and byproduct costs Selling price for H2 lCAT $$ per kg 0.5 1 10 89
Purchase price of CH4 lCH4 $ per kg 0.1 0.16 0.48 90

Utilities Electricity price lE $ per KWh 0.03 0.06 0.09 91
Chemistry Conversion w % 1 8.7 90 This work
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Furthermore, the power conversion efficiency is also projected
to increase to close to 86%,88 in our calculations, we are
conservative and use a more moderate 65%. Along the same
lines, the efficiency of batteries has been reported to be as high
as 95%,87 but for the projection, we use a conservative 90%.
Finally, we note that the SunShot target for utility-based photo-
voltaics electricity is $0.03 per KWh.91 Regarding the develop-
ment of our system itself, we assume three main improvements
(1) that ZCH can be increased by 3�, this is tied to the
development of better reactors (2) that conversion can be raised
without major changes in selectivity to 50%, this is contingent
on the development of better catalysts (3) that the fraction of
carbon recovered can be as high as 90%, this depends on the
design and optimization of the catalyst recovery system and (4)
that the available energy per modular reactor can be increased
5�, this is also contingent on the reactor design.

There are two important conclusions from Fig. 8. First, we
see that the MSP in the most optimistic case can be reduced by
two orders of magnitude to as low as $1.2 per kg, this is
encouraging, considering that the market price of MWCNT
can drop if the offer for this type of material starts to increase
as this and other competing technologies develop. The second
point is that the total capital investment (TCI) will also reduce
as the technologies evolve, in the most optimistic case a B20�
reduction is observed, bringing the TCI close to 2 billion.

Life-cycle analysis

We perform a preliminary life-cycle analysis of the system to
determine the global warming potential of the hydrogen pro-
duced. The functional unit used is 1 MJ of hydrogen. We
assume that the carbon contained in the MWCNT can be
treated as carbon credit. The PV electricity emissions factor is
assumed to be B50 gCO2-eq. per KWh.94 In our analysis, four
scenarios are considered (S1 to S4) (Fig. 9 and Table S5): S1 and
S2 assume that the methane used comes from a fossil source.
In these scenarios there is a direct non-biogenic CO2 emission
from the process, caused by the need to remove deposited
carbon from the catalyst surface. S1 represents the base case
technological conditions, and S2 represents the best attainable
conditions according to the analysis in Fig. 8. S3 and S4 assume
that the source of methane is renewable. Similarly, S3 corre-
sponds to the base case, and S4 to the best case in terms of
technological development. Cradle-to-gate factors for methane
are assumed to be 8 gCO2-eq. per KWh for fossil methane,95

and 0 gCO2-eq. per KWh for biomethane.96 The results shown
in Fig. 9 show that in all scenarios significant reductions in
comparison with hydrogen obtained from steam methane
reforming (H2-SMR) of natural gas are obtained. For reference,
emissions associated with H2-SMR are approximately 91 gCO2-
eq. per KWh.97 The proposed technology yields in the base case
27.7 gCO2-eq. per KWh for fossil derived methane and
5.2 gCO2-eq. per KWh for a renewable source. In the best-case
scenario, these numbers reduce to 9.4 gCO2-eq. per KWh and
-7 gCO2-eq. per KWh, thereby demonstrating the potential of
producing carbon negative hydrogen via methane photocataly-
sis. While these results are preliminary and there is significant
uncertainty associated with these early-stage calculations, we
highlight that they point toward the relevance of the technology
and the need for further development.

Conclusion

Currently practised thermo-chemical and plasma-chemical
industrial strategies for pyrolyzing methane into hydrogen
and value-added carbon nanotubes are energy and carbon
intensive processes operating at temperatures greater than
900 1C. We have circumvented these extremes in light-driven
process that generates clean hydrogen and high-value multi-
walled carbon nanotubes. Optothermal modelling of the photo-
catalyst confirmed light-induced heating and the roles of
photothermal and photochemical contributions to the reaction

Fig. 8 Breakdown of the minimum selling price of MWCNT as a function
of changes in the key parameters associated with the system.

Fig. 9 Global warming potential for the proposed technology under
different scenarios. S1 and S3: base case for technology, S2 and S4: best
case for technology development.
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kinetics and formation of unique reaction products absent
under iso-thermal dark bulk heating conditions. The system
energy requirements, carbon footprint, economics of the pro-
cess, and comparison with alternatives, were evaluated by a
system-level TEA–LCA in the case of intermittent solar com-
pared to continuous LED irradiation for the co-production of
clean H2 and value-added MWCNT. We demonstrate that the
light-driven pathway to these products is benefitted by a lower
activation energy, lack of requirement for an external source of
heat, and a zero- or even negative carbon footprint compared to
alternatives. It is envisioned that the produced H2 will fuel the
emerging hydrogen economy and co-produced MWCNTs will
be a commercially valuable material for battery applications as
an anode in next-generation LIBs and even as an alternative for
copper wires. From our TEA–LCA sensitivity study, it is pro-
jected that the light-driven process is technologically, econom-
ically, and environmentally superior to thermo- and plasma-
chemical alternatives for the production of H2 and MWCNTs.

Author contributions

A. G., M. S., and G. O. conceptualized and supervised the study.
A. G. conducted catalyst and CNT characterizations, photoca-
talytic activity measurements, data analysis and contributed to
the design and testing of the scaled up planar photoreactor
system. J. M. R. performed the TEA and LCA analyses. O.D.
carried out FTIR, electrochemical characterization, and battery
testing for MWCNT electrodes. A. W. conducted DFT studies
under A. A.-G.’s supervision. A. M. performed optothermal
modeling, energy and mass balance calculations to determine
the system energy requirements, and designed and conducted
experiments for the scaled-up planar photoreactor system. C. V.
conducted TGA measurements, kinetic experiments, contribu-
ted to the design, testing of the scaled up planar photoreactor
system and data analysis. V. T. assisted with electrochemical
characterization, battery testing, and data analysis. M. H.
contributed to catalyst and MWCNT characterization and data
analysis. J. Y. supported data analysis and proofread the manu-
script. J. S. conducted Raman measurements under N. K.’s
supervision. N. T. N. performed BET and BJH characterizations.
All authors contributed to writing the manuscript.

Conflicts of interest

The methane photolysis and tunable photo-grown MWCNT
technology is protected under U.S. Patent No. US 18/653,364
and International Patent Application No. PCT/CA2024/050776.
A. G., C. V., A. M., and M. S. are co-founders of HyC Light Inc.
The remaining authors declare no competing interests.

Data availability

The data supporting this study’s findings are available from the
corresponding author upon reasonable request.

Supplementry information (SI) is available. See DOI: https://
doi.org/10.1039/d5ee02120k.

Acknowledgements

The Solar Fuels Group (https://www.solarfuels.utoronto.ca) is
grateful for the financial support of the Natural Sciences and
Engineering Research Council of Canada. A. G. want to thank
especially John Ford, Ahmed Bobat and David Heath from the
machine shop at the University of Toronto for the fantastic
work building the reactors and holders used in this project. The
authors acknowledge the Open Center for Characterization of
Advanced Materials (OCCAM) facility for its support with
HRTEM and XPS. Additionally, A. W. would like to thank the
Digital Research Alliance of Canada and SciNet at the Univer-
sity of Toronto for providing the computational resources that
enabled the DFT calculations in this work.

References

1 IEA, The Future of Hydrogen, https://www.iea.org/reports/
the-future-of-hydrogen, Licence: CC BY 4.0, (accessed 17
January 2025).

2 S. Wei, R. Sacchi, A. Tukker, S. Suh and B. Steubing, Energy
Environ. Sci., 2024, 17, 2157–2172.

3 K. T. Møller, T. R. Jensen, E. Akiba and H.-W. Li, Prog. Nat.
Sci.: Mater. Int., 2017, 27, 34–40.

4 A. T. Ashcroft, A. K. Cheetham, M. L. H. Green and
P. D. F. Vernon, Nature, 1991, 352, 225–226.

5 Y. Yuan, J. Zhou, A. Bayles, H. Robatjazi, P. Nordlander and
N. J. Halas, Nat. Catal., 2024, 7, 1339–1349.

6 D. C. Upham, V. Agarwal, A. Khechfe, Z. R. Snodgrass,
M. J. Gordon, H. Metiu and E. W. McFarland, Science,
2017, 358, 917–921.

7 N. Sánchez-Bastardo, R. Schlögl and H. Ruland, Ind. Eng.
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