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Description

FIELD OF THE DISCLOSURE

[0001] The present disclosure relates to methods of fabrication of pristine graphene/graphite/polymer composite foams.

BACKGROUND OF THE DISCLOSURE

[0002] In general, graphene has recently gained interest as a filler for composite materials (e.g., because of its intrinsic
mechanical, thermal, and electrical properties). For example, graphene’s lack of solubility in substantially all solvents
has led to the common practice of either using graphene oxide or reduced graphene oxide in the place of pristine
graphene sheets. However, both graphene oxide and reduced graphene oxide have significantly reduced mechanical,
thermal, and electrical properties when compared to the pristine graphene material.
[0003] As noted, graphene has been sought after for its use as a filler in composite materials (e.g., because of its
outstanding electrical, thermal, and mechanical properties). Unlike metals with comparable properties, graphene has a
relatively low density of about 2.2 g/cm3 and large theoretical surface area to mass ratio of around 2600 m2/g. Problems
in dispersion have plagued the field and have unfortunately led to the use of both graphene oxide (GO) and reduced
graphene oxide (RGO) in the place of pristine graphene sheets. Both of these substitutes, however, have greatly reduced
properties when compared to the pristine material.
[0004] In GO, this is a result of the disruption of the delocalized electron network with the addition of oxygen function-
alities. Reduction of the GO sheets to make RGO does remove most of the oxygen functionalities; however, it also
leaves behind defects such as dislocated bonds that again disrupt the delocalized electron network found in pristine
graphene and results in the reduction of the properties mentioned. The lower strength and conductivities are then passed
on to the final composite. Some current methods utilizing GO and RGO have processing problems as well. Some
processing problems include: harsh in-situ chemical reduction steps, as well difficult solvent removal in the solution
mixing method; dispersion problems associated with the high viscosities of melted polymers, as well as the breaking
and buckling of sheets from shear stress in the melt blending method; and dispersion and manipulation issues that arise
from increases in viscosity in the in-situ polymerization method.
[0005] Thus, an interest exists for improved composite materials utilizing graphene as a filler, and related fabrication
methods. These and other inefficiencies and opportunities for improvement are addressed and/or overcome by the
systems, assemblies and methods of the present disclosure.
[0006] Wong Ling L Ching et al., Polymer, Vol.55:1; 395-402 (2013) discloses macroporous polymer nanocomposites
synthesized from high internal phase emulsion templates stabilized by reduced graphene oxide.
[0007] US 7008565 discloses a method of preparing an electroconductive foam, in which an electroconductive polymer
such as polyaniline is dispersed in a liquid medium that includes an aromatic solvent such as xylene and an organic
dopant/dispersant such as an aromatic sulfonic acid.
[0008] US 8642503 discloses a superhydrophobic and superoleophilic composite comprising a porous material and
a surface layer. The porous material includes a framework and a plurality of interconnecting pores formed inside the
framework and interconnecting with each other. The framework has a plurality of skeletons connected with each other.
The surface layer is coated on the surfaces of the skeletons and includes an adhesion medium and a plurality of graphene
sheets stuck to the surfaces of the skeletons by the adhesion medium. The graphene sheets form a rough surface
conforming to the skeletons.
[0009] EP 0565237 discloses an electroconductive polyurethane foam obtained by adding and dispersing, in a com-
position constituting a polyurethane foam, a substance with an electron conduction mechanism, and a substance with
an ionic conduction mechanism, and mechanically agitating the resultant mixture in the presence of inert gas.
[0010] US 2002/0150740 discloses a conductive polymeric foam wherein the cavities are coated with graphitic powder.

SUMMARY OF THE DISCLOSURE

[0011] The present disclosure provides advantageous graphene/graphite stabilized composites (e.g., graphene/graph-
ite stabilized emulsion-templated foam composites), and improved methods for fabricating such graphene/graphite
stabilized composites. More particularly, the present disclosure provides improved methods for fabricating pristine,
graphene/graphite/polymer composite foams derived from emulsions stabilized by graphene/graphite kinetic trapping.
[0012] The present disclosure provides that, instead of viewing the insolubility of pristine graphene/graphite as an
obstacle to be overcome, it is utilized as a means to create/fabricate water/oil emulsions, with graphene/graphite stabilizing
the spheres formed. These emulsions are then the frameworks used to make composites (e.g., foam composites) that
have shown bulk conductivities up to about 2 S/m, as well as compressive moduli up to about 100 MPa and breaking
strengths of over 8.3 MPa (1200 psi) all with densities as low as about 0.25 g/cm3.
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[0013] Stated another way, in previous conventional methods, the lack of solubility of pristine graphene/graphite was
viewed as an obstacle to be overcome. The present invention provides that by using an interface trapping method, the
lack of solubility of pristine graphene/graphite is advantageously utilized to both exfoliate and trap graphene/graphite,
as well as form stable emulsions used as the framework for polymer/graphene/graphite composites (e.g., hollow poly-
mer/graphene/graphite composites). Research has shown film climbing using an interface trapping method in a heptane
and water mixture. See, e.g., U.S. Patent App. Serial Nos. 14/248,547 and 61/812,285, and Woltornist, S. J., Oyer, A.
J., Carrillo, J.-M. Y., Dobrynin, A. V & Adamson, D. H., Conductive Thin Films Of Pristine Graphene By Solvent Interface
Trapping, ACS Nano 7, 7062-6 (2013).
[0014] The present disclosure provides for the formation of spheres of water surrounded by oil stabilized by pristine
graphene/graphite sheets through altering both the ratios of water/oil and the concentration of graphite in the system.
Furthermore, by changing the oil phase from heptane to a monomer, an emulsion is made in which the oil phase may
then be polymerized. In certain embodiments, styrene (and divinyl benzene as a crosslinker) is utilized as the oil phase
and a thermally initiated free-radical polymerization was performed, although other monomers and polymerization meth-
ods may be used as well (as discussed further below).
[0015] After the polymerization of the continuous phase is complete, a composite is formed with polystyrene as the
matrix and spherical cavities/areas lined with pristine graphene/graphite sheets and filled with water. After a gentle
evaporation process, the water is removed. The final product is a polymer/graphene/graphite composite foam with
exceptional mechanical strength, conductivity, and low density. Sphere size may also be controlled through altering the
concentration of graphene/graphite, as well as the ratio of water/oil. Finally, through the incorporation of a conductive
polymer, both the strength and the conductivity may be increased, the latter by up to two orders of magnitude.
[0016] The invention is defined by claims 1 to 15. The present invention provides for a method for fabricating a
composite including: a) providing a phase separated system of two non-mixing solvents, the phase separated system
including: (i) a first solvent and a second solvent, and (ii) an interface between the first and second solvents; b) introducing
an unaltered pristine graphene or unaltered pristine graphite layered material to the interface of the phase separated
system; c) forming an emulsion of the first and second solvents, at least a portion of the layered material stabilizing the
emulsion; and d) adding a monomer and polymerizing the first solvent phase of the emulsion to form a matrix material
having cavities lined with portions of the unaltered pristine graphene or unaltered pristine graphite layered material.
[0017] Preferably, the first solvent is an oil and the second solvent is water; the emulsion is a water/oil emulsion; the
oil phase of the emulsion is the continuous phase of the emulsion; and after step c), the water/oil emulsion includes
spheres of water surrounded by oil, the spheres of water coated and stabilized by layers or sheets of the layered material.
Preferably, the oil is styrene and the layered material is unaltered pristine graphite; the emulsion is formed via mixing
and sonication; and after step d), the matrix material includes polystyrene.
[0018] Preferably, the first solvent phase of the emulsion includes monomers selected from the group consisting of
styrene, isoprene, butyl acrylate, divinylbenzene, methyl acrylate, tetra(ethylene glycol) diacrylate, and butyl methacr-
ylate.
[0019] The cavities of the matrix material preferably include substantially spherical cavities. Preferably, step d) includes
a thermally initiated free-radical polymerizing step/process. Preferably, after step d), the second solvent is removed from
the matrix material; wherein the second solvent is removed from the matrix material via an evaporation step/process;
and after the second solvent is removed from the matrix material, the matrix material has an open pore foam structure.
[0020] Preferably, the portions of the layered material lining the cavities include individual sheets or layers of graphene
or graphite.
[0021] Preferably, the first solvent is an oil and the second solvent is water; and the emulsion is a water/oil emulsion.
Preferably, the first solvent phase of the emulsion is the continuous phase of the emulsion; and the matrix material is a
polymeric matrix material.
[0022] Preferably, the second solvent phase of the emulsion is also polymerized to form the matrix material; and prior
to polymerization, the second solvent phase of the emulsion includes monomers.
[0023] Preferably, after step d) the matrix material is electrically conductive. Preferably, prior to step d) the second
solvent includes poly(3,4-ethylenedioxythiophene) poly(styrenesulfonate); and wherein after step d) the poly(3,4-ethyl-
enedioxythiophene) poly(styrenesulfonate) forms a conductive coating on at least a portion of the cavities of the matrix
material.
[0024] Preferably, after the second solvent is removed from the matrix material, the matrix material is contacted with
a solution containing poly(3,4-ethylenedioxythiophene) poly(styrenesulfonate); and after contacting the matrix material
with the solution containing poly(3,4-ethylenedioxythiophene) poly(styrenesulfonate), the matrix material is dried and
the poly(3,4-ethylenedioxythiophene) poly(styrenesulfonate) forms a conductive coating on at least a portion of the
cavities of the matrix material.
[0025] Preferably, the first solvent is oil and the second solvent is water; the layered material is unaltered pristine
graphene or graphite; the oil phase of the emulsion includes monomers, the water/oil emulsion includes spheres of water
surrounded by oil, the spheres of water are coated and stabilized by layers or sheets of the graphene or graphite; the
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polymeric matrix material has spherical cavities lined with layers or sheets of the graphene or graphite, the oil phase of
the emulsion is the continuous phase of the emulsion; after step d), the water is removed from the polymeric matrix
material, so that the polymeric matrix material has an open pore foam structure, and is electrically conductive.
[0026] The present disclosure also provides for a composite including a polymeric matrix material having an open
pore foam structure, the open pore foam structure having cavities lined with substantially pristine graphene or graphite
layers or sheets; wherein the polymeric matrix material is electrically conductive. The present disclosure also provides
for a composite wherein the polymeric matrix material includes polystyrene; wherein the cavities of the polymeric matrix
material include substantially spherical cavities; and wherein the graphene or graphite lining the cavities include individual
sheets or layers of graphene or graphite.
[0027] The present disclosure also provides for a composite wherein the polymeric matrix material has a bulk con-
ductivity of about 2 S/m, a compressive modulus of about 100 MPa, a breaking strength of at least about 8.3 MPa (1200
psi) and a density of about 0.25 g/cm3.
[0028] Additional advantageous features, functions and applications of the disclosed systems, assemblies and methods
of the present disclosure will be apparent from the description which follows, particularly when read in conjunction with
the appended figures.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

[0029] Features and aspects of embodiments are described below with reference to the accompanying drawings, in
which elements are not necessarily depicted to scale.
[0030] Exemplary embodiments of the present disclosure are further described with reference to the appended figures.
To assist those of ordinary skill in the art in making and using the disclosed systems, assemblies and methods, reference
is made to the appended figures, wherein:

Figure 1 is a FESEM image of an exemplary composite foam material according to the present disclosure, and the
polymer is polystyrene in this example embodiment;

Figures 2A-2D show the formation of emulsion-templated foam composites: FIG. 2A - vial of spheres of water
surrounded by oil and stabilized by graphene/graphite sheets - the concentration of graphene/graphite was lowered
to form spheres of a size adequate for demonstration; FIG. 2B - through sonication and mixing, the sheets are
exfoliated and trapped at the interface and form spheres; FIG. 2C - the styrene is then thermally initiated and the
polymerization proceeds; FIG. 2D - the water is gently evaporated out of the cavities, leaving a low density hollow
composite;

Figures 3A-3D show formation of emulsion-templated foam composites; FIG. 3A - optical microscopy image of
graphene/graphite stabilized emulsion, FIG. 3B - scanning electron micrograph of a cross-section of the composite
after polymerization, FIG. 3C - graphene/graphite sheets seen lining the inside of the spherical cavities of the
composite foams, and FIG. 3D - graphene/graphite composite foams of various sizes with a U.S. quarter for scale;

Figures 4A-4B show: FIG. 4A - potential of the mean force for graphene a flake. Insets show typical graphene flake
configurations. The solvent into which the graphene flake is pulled is transparent. In the insets, the hydrogen atoms
of water molecules are yellow, oxygen atoms of water are blue, the carbon atoms belonging to styrene are red, and
the hydrogen atoms of styrene are green. Graphene flakes are shown in cyan. In FIG. 4B - schematic representation
of a water droplet with size R covered with a graphene skin formed by flakes of size a;

Figures 5A-5C display morphology and compressive strength - FIG. 5A - scanning electron micrograph of a composite
foam with visible sphere-sphere contact points indicated with arrows. These areas often sag because of the lack of
supporting polymer. FIG. 5B - micrograph of a cross section of a sphere-sphere contact point. The small spheres
seen on both sides of the sheet arise from the very small amount of styrene soluble in the water phase. FIG. 5C -
stress/strain curves of the composite foam and other industrial materials normalized by material density. Note the
composite foam has the high specific strength of concrete, but without the catastrophic failure mechanism; and

Figure 6 shows a transmission electron microscopy (TEM) image of the graphene layers at the emulsion interface;

Figures 7A and 7B show FESEM micrographs of lower concentration samples: FIG. 7A - sample with one quarter
the initial amount of graphite; FIG. 7B - sample with one eighth the initial amount of graphite;

Figure 8 shows the final phase volume fraction as a function of the initial volume fraction of water in the system.
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The fraction of emulsion in the system goes up until it reaches the stable 7/3 ratio. After that, one sees minor
coalescence at 3/1 and major coalescence at 4/1. By 9/1, there is little if any emulsion; and

Figure 9 shows that after the water evaporates from the foam, the PEDOT:PSS left behind drapes over the PS
beads and graphene sheets.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF DISCLOSURE

[0031] The exemplary embodiments disclosed herein are illustrative of advantageous graphene/graphite stabilized
composites (e.g., graphene/graphite stabilized emulsion-templated foam composites), and systems of the present dis-
closure and methods/techniques thereof. It should be understood, however, that the disclosed embodiments are merely
exemplary of the present disclosure, which may be embodied in various forms. The present disclosure provides improved
graphene/graphite stabilized composites (e.g., graphene/graphite stabilized emulsion-templated foam composites), and
improved methods for fabricating such graphene/graphite stabilized composites. More particularly, the present disclosure
provides advantageous methods for fabricating pristine, graphene/graphite/polymer composite foams derived from emul-
sions stabilized by graphene/graphite kinetic trapping.
[0032] The present disclosure provides for a conductive polymer/graphene/graphite composite (e.g., nano-composite)
that can be made with a variety of morphologies (e.g., sphere size, sphere size dispersity, graphene/graphite sheet size,
graphene/graphite loading, overall shape, etc.) to give it unique properties depending on the intended application. The
composite may be made hollow to give it a low density, and made with a variety of polymers to make it rigid and/or
flexible. The material/composite is fabricated by forming an emulsion using a layered material (e.g., graphene/graphite)
as a stabilizer. This stabilization is a result of kinetic trapping of graphene sheets or several layers of graphene flakes
at a solvent/solvent interface. Polymerizing one of the phases yields a graphene/graphite/polymer composite with an
open pore foam structure, electrical conductivity, and/or high strength.
[0033] In general, the present disclosure provides for a conductive plastic/graphene/graphite composite that is appli-
cable to a wide variety of uses. Some potential uses include: heat transfer, electronics, supercapacitors (or ultra capac-
itors), catalyst supports, oil absorption, flexible batteries, UV degradation resistance, and filters. The composites of the
present disclosure also can be used in applications that require high compressive strength or flexibility.
[0034] Currently, methods that attempt to make conductive polymer nanocomposites with graphene-like materials use
chemically altered graphene, which greatly reduces the thermal and electrical conductivity of such composites. The
present disclosure advantageously uses pristine graphene/graphite, thereby greatly increasing strength and conductivity
of the exemplary composites. Another approach is to use CVD grown graphene, produced one sheet at a time, allowing
only very small samples at a very high cost.
[0035] The systems/methods of the present disclosure reduce cost and fabrication time, and the fabricated composites
are substantially lighter than current materials. The systems/methods of the present disclosure also allow for the formation
of conductive foam composites that are electrically conductive and extremely robust.
[0036] Using some of the systems/methods of the present disclosure, a foam structure that has hollow spheres lined
with pristine, unaltered graphene/graphite from bulk graphite can be fabricated. The composite/material may have an
open pore structure with high surface area, and is electrically conductive. FIG. 1 displays a FESEM image of an exemplary
composite foam material according to the present disclosure. In FIG. 1, the example polymer is polystyrene, although
the present disclosure is not limited thereto. Rather, it is noted that other polymers may be utilized (e.g., dienes, styrene,
acrylates, methacrylates, addition polymers, step-growth polymers, etc.).
[0037] The composites are extremely strong, with compressive strengths greater than 6.9 MPa (1000 psi). They are
very inexpensive, especially compared to CVD grown graphene materials.
[0038] Conductivities of about 2 S/m for the bulk material have been measured. Impressive compressive strength has
been shown as well, with a maximum breaking load of about 8.3 MPa (1200 psi) and a compressive modulus of about
100 MPa.
[0039] It is noted that films of graphene using the interface trapping method have been fabricated, where graphene
sheets are trapped as they are unstacked from graphite. The systems/methods of the present disclosure advantageously
produce emulsions of graphene/graphite with liquids (e.g., two non-mixing solvents, such as oil and water) on both the
inside and the outside of the graphene/graphite. In general, at least one of the liquids includes monomers that are later
polymerized, and a user is then left with a highly ordered structure composed of connected spheres.
[0040] The present disclosure provides several possible fabrication approaches, including:

1) Having the monomer on the outside of the spheres and water on the inside of the spheres. The material outside
of the spheres is then polymerized. This then connects the spheres and holds the graphene/graphite in place in the
spherical shape. The spheres can be filled with water, which can be evaporated out under gentle heating.
2) Having the monomer on both the inside and outside of the spheres and then polymerizing both phases. Both
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polymers then hold the graphene/graphite in place, giving it increased mechanical strength, but without the hollow
spheres as noted above.

[0041] In both cases, the graphene/graphite is held in place by the polymer. It is also forces/provides conductivity
because the flakes are connected from the process used to create the spheres.
[0042] The advantageous systems/methods of the present disclosure can also increase the conductivity of the com-
posites with the addition of conductive polymers, such as, for example, poly(3,4-ethylenedioxythiophene) poly(styrenesul-
fonate) (PEDOT:PSS).
[0043] The present disclosure provides for at least two methods to add the conductive polymer to the composite
material.
[0044] One method adds the PEDOT:PSS to the water used as the inner phase of the spheres before the polymerization.
After the polymerization is complete, the PEDOT:PSS is left behind and forms a conductive coating on the inside of the
spheres.
[0045] Another method provides that a solution of PEDOT:PSS can be infused into a finished hollow nanocomposite
by submerging the composite in the solution and putting it under vacuum. This replaces the air in the hollow cavities
with the solution. The sample is then removed and dried slowly. As the water evaporates, the conductive polymer is left
behind and again forms a conductive coating on the inside of the hollow spheres.
[0046] In both cases, the conductive polymer serves as a bridge between the graphene/graphite sheets, leading to
higher conductivity of the fabricated composite.
[0047] The present disclosure will be further described with respect to the following examples; however, the scope of
the disclosure is not limited thereby. The following examples illustrate the advantageous systems/methods of the present
disclosure of fabricating improved graphene/graphite stabilized composites (e.g., graphene/graphite stabilized emulsion-
templated foam composites).

EXAMPLE 1:

[0048] In certain embodiments, a unique aspect of the exemplary foam composites is their hollow structure. This
structure imparts both the low density, as well as the conductivity. In exemplary embodiments, synthesis of the composite
begins with a layered material (e.g., graphite, such as graphene sheets or layers of graphite) being placed at the interface
of a phase separated system (e.g., at an interface of two non-mixing solvents, such as a styrene/water system).
[0049] Typically, when graphene is exfoliated in a solvent (e.g., through sonication), the sheets immediately re-stack
because of van der Waals attraction. In the interface trapping method, exfoliated sheets are instantly adsorbed to the
high-energy liquid-liquid interface, where they are trapped because of the lowering of the interfacial energy of the system
that the sheet provides. This has been tried with various oil phases, most notably heptane. In certain embodiments of
the present disclosure, styrene is utilized in lieu of heptane, with the intent to polymerize the oil phase.
[0050] As more sheets are exfoliated, they climb up the interface to continue to minimize the interfacial energy as
much as possible. Films have been created through this covering of the interface. In certain embodiments, the amount
of graphite added is substantially greater compared to the amount of graphite used to create such films.
[0051] In order to continue the interfacial energy minimization, spheres are formed, thereby creating more surface
area for the graphene/graphite sheets to adsorb on to. The resulting emulsion is used as a template for the creation of
the composites (e.g., foam composites). In one specific styrene/water system, the emulsion consists of spheres of water,
coated with graphene, and surrounded by styrene. This composition is important, because it creates a network of
continuous connected styrene that is the backbone of the polymerized composite. Similar spheres may be seen in FIG.
2A. For FIG. 2A, it is noted that the concentration of graphene/graphite was lowered to form spheres of a size adequate
for demonstration, and that the spheres found in the composite emulsions are usually much smaller.
[0052] Once the emulsion is formed (FIG. 2B), the polymerization is thermally initiated, as photo-initiation can be
difficult because of the absorption of light by the graphene sheets. In exemplary embodiments, after about 24 hours, the
polymerization is complete (FIG. 2C). The water is then removed through gentle heating around 80°C (FIG. 2D), and
the result is a hollow foam graphene/graphite/polystyrene composite. The composites produced by this method have
extremely low densities, normally about 0.25 g/cm3.
[0053] Figures 2A-2D show the formation of emulsion-templated foam composites: FIG. 2A - vial of spheres of water
surrounded by oil and stabilized by graphene/graphite sheets - the concentration of graphene/graphite was lowered to
form spheres of a size adequate for demonstration; FIG. 2B - through sonication and mixing, the sheets are exfoliated
and trapped at the interface and form spheres; FIG. 2C - the styrene is then thermally initiated and the polymerization
proceeds; FIG. 2D - the water is gently evaporated out of the cavities, leaving a low density hollow composite.
[0054] Morphological studies of the graphene/graphite foam composites were carried out using a JEOL 6330 field
emission scanning electron microscope (FESEM). The spherical cavities left from the absence of the water phase were
visible. Also visible is the layer of graphene/graphite sheets originally trapped between the styrene and water phase,
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now held in place by the polystyrene matrix. Using a 50/50 ratio of water/styrene, an average sphere size was obtained.
Small beads of polystyrene are also found on top of the graphene layer. These are believed to be from styrene suspended
in the water during the emulsification process.
[0055] As was seen in FESEM micrographs, the areas where the two spheres meet had substantially very little or no
polymer layer in between, only graphene/graphite. This structural property is important to the conductivity of the com-
posites. In essence, through the emulsion-templated synthesis, the conductivity is thus forced; as opposed to other
composite formation methods where percolation occurs only after the threshold is met for a network of randomly dispersed
particles to be formed. Through this method of the present disclosure, however, conductivity is essentially guaranteed
as long as the spheres are formed and stable.
[0056] The sphere/sphere contact areas also provide pathways for the water to escape during the evaporation process.
It is noted that films generated from the interface trapping method were seen to have about 80% coverage, with small
spaces in between, as seen by transmission electron microscopy (TEM). These spaces provide ample space for the
water vapor to diffuse out. Interestingly, if the pre-dried sample is put immediately into high vacuum, the water bursts
out of the spheres violently, creating a popcorn-like effect.
[0057] Sphere/cavity size control has been shown through varying the concentration of graphite, as well as altering
the ratio of styrene to water in the initial emulsion. A progression in sphere size from a 90/10 water/styrene ratio to a
50/50 water/styrene ratio all while keeping the graphene/graphite concentration constant was shown. In most ratios,
there is either excess water or excess styrene. One optimal ratio (for the concentration used) for minimum excess of
either phase is a 75/25 water/styrene ratio. Interestingly, even adding enough water to get to an 80/20 water/styrene
ratio results in a large amount of excess water seen at the bottom.
[0058] Both compression strength and electrical conductivity are seen to have a strong dependence on sphere size.
With the smaller spheres, there is more surface area covered by the graphene/graphite per unit mass. For compressive
strength, this means an increase in reinforcement surface area provided by the graphene sheets and therefore increased
mechanical strength. With regards to conductivity, the increase in surface area without changing the concentration of
the graphene/graphite results in less overlap of the sheets, and therefore lower conductivity.
[0059] As previously stated, the areas where the spheres are in contact with one another provide the access points
for the water to evaporate out of the system. These areas are also the means by which other solutions may be infused
into the system. By submerging a composite sample in a solution and placing the system under gentle vacuum (with an
aspirator), the air is forced out of the cavities in the material. The solution then enters the cavities to fill in the void. In
this specific system, a sample was infused with an aqueous suspension of Poly(3,4-ethylenedioxythiophene) Polystyrene
sulfonate (PEDOT:PSS).
[0060] Once all of the cavities are filled (when the composite stopped releasing bubbles), the sample is again placed
under gentle heating. This process slowly evaporates the water, while leaving the PEDOT:PSS behind. As the graph-
ene/graphite sheets are typically only found at the surface of the cavities, the PEDOT:PSS left behind provides a coating
that connects the graphene/graphite sheets, therefore dramatically increasing conductivity. Alternatively, the PE-
DOT:PSS solution may instead be used in place of or along with the water phase in the initial preparation of the emulsions.
Again, as the water evaporates out in the end, the PEDOT:PSS is left behind, thereby resulting in a dramatic increase
in conductivity.
[0061] The PEDOT:PSS film was seen "draping" over the polystyrene beads and graphene/graphite. Through this
method, conductivities may be improved by up to two orders of magnitude. As the polymer leaves behind a coating,
there is also added mechanical strength compared to the unmodified system. In compressive testing, up to a 20%
increase in breaking strength compared to the unmodified samples has been observed.
[0062] Throughout this disclosure, a model system with styrene (with divinylbenzene) and water as the two phases
has been described. It is noted that many other monomers may be used, however, to tune the system to the properties
desired. During research, isoprene, butyl acrylate, divinylbenzene, methyl acrylate, tetra(ethylene glycol) diacrylate, and
butyl methacrylate have all been used. In certain embodiments, instead of the high compressive strength seen with
polystyrene, a flexible foam composite may be made with polyisoprene. Ultra low densities may also be realized by
substituting the styrene for butyl acrylate.
[0063] In certain embodiments, requirements of the oil phase come from the theory behind the interface trapping
method. Essentially, the surface energy of the graphene should be between those of the oil and water phases. As
graphene has a surface energy of γg=54.8 mN/m, and water has a surface energy of γw=72.9 mN/m, the surface energy
of the oil phase should ultimately be below 54.8 mN/m.

EXAMPLE 2: - Exfoliation of Pristine Surfactant-Free Graphite via Emulsion Formation Enabling the Formation of Strong, 
Electrically Conducting Foams:

[0064] A method for the large scale, inexpensive exfoliation of pristine graphite by the formation of graphene/graphite-
stabilized emulsions is disclosed. Unlike previous approaches to graphite exfoliation, no oxidation or reduction chemistry
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is employed, and no surfactants, high boiling solvents, or other stabilizers are required, thus preserving the intrinsic
properties of the graphite. An exemplary technique disclosed herein is environmentally friendly and takes advantage of
the insolubility of graphite to create stable emulsions, with graphene/graphite sheets playing the role of surfactant by
stabilizing the oil/water interface. An application enabled by this method is the formation of open cell foams containing
a continuous graphene network. The exemplary foams have remarkable mechanical properties with compressive moduli
of up to around 100 MPa and breaking strengths of over 8.3 MPa (1200 psi) at densities below 0.35 g/cm3. Furthermore,
the percolating graphene/graphite network makes these foams electrically conductive at low loadings with bulk conduc-
tivities approaching 7 S/m.
[0065] The excitement surrounding the potential of graphene as a nano-filler in composite materials is driven by its
unique set of properties. However, challenges associated with graphite’s solubility and dispersion have plagued the field
and led to the widespread use of graphene oxide (GO) and reduced graphene oxide (rGO) as substitutes for the pristine
material at the cost of inferior filler properties that are passed on to the final composites. The present disclosure advan-
tageously provides an alternative and environmentally friendly approach to graphite exfoliation that avoids the use of
chemical treatments or the addition of stabilizers such as surfactants or high boiling solvents that can be difficult to
remove. The methods of the present disclosure takes advantage of graphite’s inherent insolubility and the large interfacial
energies between aqueous and organic solvents to kinetically "trap" graphene/graphite sheets at an oil/water interface
and thus form a graphene stabilized emulsion. In this context graphene/graphite sheets can be viewed as two-dimensional
surfactants with internal bending rigidity.
[0066] A common theme in previous investigations of graphite-based composites has been that the lack of graph-
ene/graphite solubility is a challenge to be overcome by chemical modification or the addition of stabilizers such as
surfactants. This has led to additional processing limitations such as harsh in-situ chemical reduction steps, difficult
solvent removal methods, lack of dispersion associated with the high viscosities of melted polymers, breaking of sheets
from shear stress in melt blending methods, and dispersion and manipulation issues from increases in viscosity in in-
situ polymerization methods. The methods of the present disclosure use the insolubility of graphene/graphite as an
advantage by adding it to a mixture of two immiscible solvents. This leads to graphite exfoliation as the sheets are
adsorbed at the high-energy liquid-liquid interface, lowering the total free energy of the system. The graphene/graphite
sheets become kinetically trapped at the interface of the two solvents, playing the role of a stabilizing agent, and leading
to the formation of stable emulsions.
[0067] These emulsions can be dried as a source of graphite nano-platelets, or used to template graphene/graphite
composite foams by using various monomers as the continuous oil phase. After the polymerization of the continuous
phase, the water filled spherical cavities are lined with pristine graphene/graphite sheets and a gentle evaporation
process removes the water, leaving a final open foam composite material with exceptional mechanical strength, electrical
conductivity, and low density with cells sizes easily controllable by varying the mixture composition. Applications of these
low cost materials include strong and lightweight building materials, filters, ultra capacitor electrodes, and conductive
catalyst supports.
[0068] The methods of the present disclosure demonstrate an exemplary technique for making composite graph-
ene/graphite foams by utilizing styrene as the oil phase in the graphene/graphite stabilized water/oil emulsion. The
exfoliation of the natural flake graphite is accelerated by gentle sonication in the water/styrene mixture and an example
of the graphene-stabilized emulsion under optical microscopy before polymerization is shown in FIG. 3A. It is noted that
some of the spheres have coalesced because of the transfer process needed for imaging on a glass slide. Morphological
studies of the graphene foam composites after polymerization were carried out using a JEOL 6330 field emission scanning
electron microscope (FESEM), and a typical image is shown in FIG. 3B. The imaged surface is much like the surface
of a golf ball, with concave divots covering the entire surface. The spherical cavities formed by the water phase of the
emulsion are visible, and a higher magnification image clearly shows a layer of graphene/graphite sheets lining the
interior of the cavities (FIG. 3C). Using a 50/50 ratio of water/styrene, the average sphere size is about 75 um. The
process is highly scalable, and FIG. 3D shows composites of increasing overall size all with the same basic foam structure.
[0069] To confirm the surface activity of graphene/graphite sheets at the water/styrene interface, detailed molecular
dynamics simulations of a graphene/graphite flake in a water/styrene mixture were performed.
[0070] The strength of attraction between a graphene/graphite flake and water/styrene interface was evaluated by
calculating the potential of the mean force (see FIG. 4A). The minimum of the potential is located in the styrene phase,
indicating that although insoluble in both phases, the preference of the graphene/graphite is for styrene rather than
water. The increase of the potential in the styrene phase is not as steep as that observed in the water phase, proving
that the styrene is a better solvent for graphene flakes than is water. Oscillations seen in the potential of mean force
indicate displacement of the aligned styrene molecules as the graphene flake is moved further away from the interface.
The magnitude of the potential in the plateau regime is on the order of |Δg| ≈ 0.4mN / m . Using this value the work that
would be required to displace a 100 nm graphene sheet from the water/styrene interface into styrene phase was estimated.
This work is equal to about 966 kBT (where kB is the Boltzmann constant and T = 300 K). Note that the penalty to move
a graphene sheet into a water phase would be even higher. Therefore, graphene sheets are effectively trapped at the
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water/styrene interface.
[0071] Affinity of the graphene towards the water/styrene interface promotes the formation of smaller droplets to
maximize the system free energy gains. However, graphene sheets adsorbed at the surface of smaller droplets have
to bend in order to remain at the interface between the two immiscible liquids. This bending produces an elastic energy
penalty for each graphene sheet covering the surface of a droplet. The total free energy of an emulsion occupying volume
V and consisting of droplets with size R covered by graphene sheets with size a consists of an elastic and surface energy
contribution and is written as follows:

where Δg depends on the emulsion composition, α and β depend on the component densities, and E is the Young’s
modulus of the graphene sheet (around 1TPa).
[0072] Analysis of equation 1 shows that the surface energy term favors the formation of smaller droplets to increase
the area of the water/graphene/styrene interface while the elastic energy term tends to decrease the interface curvature
to minimize sheet bending. The equilibrium size of the droplets is obtained by optimizing the system free energy ΔFtotal
with respect to droplet size R: 

[0073] Equation 2 shows that we can control the size of the droplets by changing the emulsion composition (changing
parameter Δg) or by varying the graphene sheet size a.
[0074] For example, in an emulsion with a 1% weight fraction of graphene flakes (β ≈ 0.03) of size 1.0 mm, it is expected
that the equilibrium size of the droplets to be on the order of 64 mm.
[0075] It is important to point out the similarity between the stabilization of the water/oil emulsions by surfactants and
the exemplary emulsions by graphene/graphite sheets. In the case of surfactants, the equilibrium size of the droplets is
due to spontaneous curvature of the surfactant bilayer that arises from competition between head-head and tail-tail
interactions. In the exemplary emulsions of the present disclosure, the graphene/graphite sheets can be viewed as
surfactant bilayers in which spontaneous curvature arises from competition between sheet bending rigidity due to the
chemical bonding of carbon atoms into a two dimensional lattice and graphene/graphite interactions with water and oil.
[0076] As seen in the FESEM micrographs in FIGS. 5A and 5B, the area where the two spheres touch has no polymer,
only graphene/graphite. This structural feature is important to the conductivity of the composites as it provides the contact
between the graphene sheets of different spheres. As opposed to typical composites where percolation occurs only
after a threshold concentration of randomly dispersed particles is reached, the exemplary system of the present disclosure
builds a well-ordered percolating network of graphene prior to polymerization.
[0077] The sphere/sphere contact areas also provide pathways for water to escape during the evaporation process.
Experimental modeling of the emulsion formation mechanism indicates that the oil/water interface is roughly 80% covered
by graphene sheets three to five layers thick. A transmission electron microscopy (TEM) image of the graphene layers
at the emulsion interface are shown in FIG. 6.
[0078] If gentle heat is applied, the spaces between graphene/graphite sheets provide ample space for water to diffuse
out. If, however, the sample is in high vacuum while still containing water, the water bursts out of the spheres violently,
creating a popcorn-like effect with broken spheres clearly visible.
[0079] The size of spheres is controlled by altering the ratio of styrene to water in the emulsion, as well as by varying
the amount of graphite. Table 1 shows the progression of sphere size from a 9/1 to a 1/1 water/styrene ratio with a
constant graphene concentration. The dependence of graphene/graphite concentration is shown in FIGS. 7A and 7B.
[0080] The relative amount of each solvent in the initial mixture also determines the volume fraction of the emulsion
phase. In a 7/3 water/styrene ratio, the final volume of the sample is composed entirely of the emulsion. If the volume
fraction of the water is lowered, the system has an excess styrene phase, and when the volume fraction of water is
raised, the emulsion loses its stability and the graphene spheres coalesce, leaving an excess of water. The relationship
between solvent volume ratio and emulsion volume fraction is plotted in FIG. 8.
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[0081] Both compression strength and electrical conductivity are shown to be strongly dependent on sphere size, with
smaller spheres appearing to lead to higher compressive strengths. Compressive strength is roughly constant until the
spheres reach 166 mm at a 3/1 solvent ratio. At this and greater ratios, the emulsions begin to coalesce and the volume
fraction of emulsion in the mixtures becomes smaller. At a 4/1 ratio, the regular foam structure is nearly gone and an
average sphere size cannot be determined. Even though the composite contains a large fraction of graphite, the collapse
of the regular sphere structure results in a weak material.
[0082] Electrical conductivity is observed to trend in the opposite direction, with larger spheres showing increased
conductivity. In contrast to the compressive strength, the increase in graphite loading leads directly to higher conduc-
tivities. Although the packed sphere structure of the graphene/graphite foam composite results in electrical conductivity
at low loadings, the conductivity is not dependent on the structure and can be achieved by large graphite loading levels.
[0083] The areas where the spheres are in contact with one another provide both electrical contact between the sphere
as well as passage ways for the removal of water. They also provide an opportunity by which other solutions may be
infused into the system. Submerging a composite sample in a solution and placing the system under gentle vacuum,
the solution replaces the air in the foam. Infusing the graphene/graphite composite foam with an aqueous suspension
of poly(3,4-ethylenedioxythiophene):poly(styrene sulfonate) (PEDOT:PSS), followed by the evaporation of water, leaves
a layer of PEDOT:PS lining the interior surfaces of the foam. Alternatively, an aqueous PEDOT:PSS solution is used in
place of the water phase in the initial preparation of the emulsions. After the water evaporates from the foam, the
PEDOT:PSS left behind "draped" over the PS beads and graphene sheets as shown in FIG. 9. A dramatic increase in
conductivity and compressive strength is observed, with conductivities improved by up to two orders of magnitude, from
0.08 S/m to 7 S/m for a 0.7 initial water volume fraction sample, and the compressive strength increased by up to 20%.
[0084] Although the graphene/graphite foam composite described uses water with styrene as the oil phase, many
other monomers have been used. These include isoprene, butyl acrylate, divinylbenzene, and butyl methacrylate. Flexible
foam composites are observed with polyisoprene and ultra low densities are realized with butyl acrylate. Limitations on
the choice of oil phase comes from the theory behind the interface trapping method. The oil phase should have a surface
energy less than the surface energy of graphene and be nearly insoluble in the water phase. As graphene has a surface
energy of 54.8 mN/m, and water has a surface energy of 72.9 mN/m, the surface energy of the oil phase must be below
54.8 mN/m. The low surface energy of styrene and most other monomers easily fits this criteria.
[0085] In summary, the present disclosure has provided a technique to produce low density, conductive, high com-
pressive strength polymer/graphene/graphite foam composites using an interface trapping method to form emulsions
that serve as the composite template. The graphene/graphite sheets that line the foam cavities form a conductive network
in the system at very low graphite loadings. Additionally, the present disclosure demonstrates that the electrical con-
ductivity and strength of the composite foams may be increased dramatically through the infusion of conductive polymers
such as PEDOT:PSS. The foams are inexpensive and the processing method is environmentally friendly with no volatile
organic solvents, oxidations, reductions, or high temperatures required. Applications such as strong and lightweight
building materials, ultra capacitor electrodes, conductive catalyst supports, and filtration are expected to be enabled by
these materials and are being investigated.

EXAMPLE 3: - Creation of Composite Materials Containing Exfoliated and Dispersed Graphene/Graphite for use as a 
"Master Batch":

[0086] A method of producing a source of pre-exfoliated and dispersed graphene/graphite for use as a "Master Batch"
is disclosed. Current procedures to create polymer composites with graphite based filler materials are limited to using
chemically modified graphite or graphene to aid in dispersion and exfoliation. The chemical modification involved leads
to severely degraded mechanical, electrical, and thermal properties. The methods used are also often time consuming,

TABLE 1:

Ratio (H2O/
Styrene)

Apparent Sphere 
Size (um)

Density 
(g/cm3)

Compressive Breaking 
Strength MPa (psi)

Conductivity 
(S/m)

Loading 
Percent

1/1 75 0.26 5.3 (773) 0.043 5.73

3/2 113 0.27 5.2 (762) 0.051 4.9

7/3 140 0.3 5.4 (781) 0.054 4.81

3/1 166 0.22 3.6 (527) 0.07 2.22

4/1 x 0.15 1.1 (155) 0.148 8.76

9/1 x x x x x
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expensive, and harmful to the environment.
[0087] By mixing graphite, monomer, and water and adding energy, emulsions are formed with graphene/graphite
lining spheres of water. The monomer may then be polymerized and the water evaporated out to produce porous
composite materials. In these materials, dispersed and exfoliated graphene/graphite is present at the surface of the
spheres.
[0088] If one were to simply mix graphite or reduced graphene oxide into a polymer melt, phase separation would
occur and the percolation threshold would not be reached, therefore there would be no conductivity. By taking the
composite material described above and mixing it into the melt (usually the composite is made from the same polymer
as the melted polymer), the graphene/graphite mixes uniformly throughout the sample since it is both exfoliated and
dispersed prior to mixing. This would enable the facile creation of large amounts of conductive polymer/graphene/graphite
composites in an environmentally friendly and cost effective manner.

EXAMPLE 4: - Creation of Flexible Conductive Composite Materials:

[0089] A method of producing flexible graphene/graphite/polymer composites is disclosed. By simply altering the
monomer used in the creation of the emulsions, one may vary the properties to match the application desired. One such
embodiment substitutes a mixture of butyl acrylate and a crosslinking agent (such as divinylbenzene or tetra(ethylene
glycol) diacrylate) for styrene. This substitution enables the creation of a flexible variant of the composite utilizing the
same theory as previous composites.
[0090] The continuous network of graphene/graphite throughout the composite enables them to be used in flexible
electronics, such as capacitors and batteries. Additionally, the cost of such devices would be substantially lower than
traditional metal-based devices.
[0091] Due to the ordering of the graphene/graphite sheets in the composite, the resistance changes upon compression.
Specifically, resistance has been seen to change by about two orders of magnitude. Furthermore, the effect is repeatable
over many compression and release cycles. One such possible application of this effect is as a pressure sensor. Again,
pressure sensors made using this material would be lightweight, cheap, and environmentally friendly.
[0092] In addition to the electronic properties of the material, the composites have the potential to be used for oil
cleanup. Upon placing the composite into a mixture of oil and water (simulating an oil slick), the composite readily absorbs
the oil, while leaving most (if not all) of the water behind. Furthermore, the composite swells dramatically to accommodate
large amounts of oil. After the oil has been absorbed, it may then be removed, and the oil squeezed out for the composite
to be re-used. Additionally, the composite also removes some of the contaminants from the oil soaked up.

EXAMPLE 5: - Creation of Composite Materials Containing Hexagonal Boron Nitride:

[0093] A method of creating boron nitride/polymer composites is disclosed. As previously mentioned, the theory does
not simply encompass graphene and or graphite as the two dimensional surfactant. One example of another filler to be
used in a similar fashion is hexagonal boron nitride. While similar in shape to graphene/graphite, boron nitride has very
different properties, which are highly desirable for many modern applications. Perhaps most useful is that boron nitride
is both a thermal conductor and electrical insulator.
[0094] The fabrication of the boron nitride/polymer composites utilizes the same principles as the graphene/graphite
based examples, although a slight varying of the ratios and initiator is generally required. Specifically, benzoyl peroxide
is used (just for one example) instead of AIBN as AIBN is thought to react with boron nitride.
[0095] Ultimately, composites with similar properties to those of the graphene/graphite/polymer composites are cre-
ated. Usually, the composites have slightly higher densities, due to more polymer being incorporated. However, this is
accompanied by significantly higher compressive strengths. Possible uses for the boron nitride/polymer composites
include catalyst support, filters, and industrial materials. Additionally, one promising application is as a heat-sink in
electronics. As the composites would be thermally, but not electronically, conductive, they would be able to be placed
directly against electronic components to remove heat without worrying about electrical shorts.
[0096] Flexible composites may also be created in a manner similar to that of the graphene/graphite/polymer com-
posites. These composites also have the potential to be used in oil cleanup. After soaking the oil up, the oil in the
composites may be lit and burned without compromising the structure of the composite material. It may then be reused.

METHODS:

Production of Polystyrene/Graphene/Graphite Composites:

[0097] The following is the procedure for the production of an emulsion-templated foam composite with a graphene
concentration of 4.4 mg/mL and a 75/25 water/styrene ratio. The other ratios and concentrations are simply adjusted
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accordingly.
[0098] A flask is charged with 880 mg of graphite (Asbury Carbons Grade 2299), along with 150 mL water (Deionized),
50 mL styrene (Acros Organics, 99.5%), 12 mL divinylbenzene (Aldrich, 80%), and a stir bar. The contents are then
mixed on a stir plate for 30 seconds, followed by 30 seconds of bath sonication (Branson 80W B2510DTH). 150 mg of
azobisisobutyronitrile (Aldrich, 98%) is then added to the same flask. The system is then mixed on a stir plate for a
minimum of 15 minutes while being purged with Ar gas (Fisher). After the purging process, the contents of the flask are
poured into a Waring Commercial Blender (Model 33BL79) and covered with Ar gas. The blender is then turned on full
power for about 1 minute. The newly formed emulsion is then placed into a 250 mL jar and sealed under Ar gas. The
jar is then placed in an oven (Thermo Electron Corporation, Model 6500) at about 70°C for 24 hours. After the reaction
is complete, the composite samples are removed from the jars and heated at around 80°C for about 2 days to remove
substantially all water from the cavities. Excess bulk polystyrene may simply be cut off of the top if necessary.
[0099] Alternatively, the reaction may be heated in an oil bath for the same amount of time. Although the oven is more
convenient, there are sometimes "bubbles" that form in the composites that are believed to be from the inability to escape
through a liquid top layer. When heated from the bottom in an oil bath, the system starts polymerizing from the bottom,
therefore leaving a layer of liquid at the top for the gas to escape.

Microscopic Characterization:

[0100] To prepare the samples for the electron microscope, they were first cut with a razor blade. The slices were
then mounted on aluminum stubs and coated with Au/Pd in a sputter coater (Polaron Unit E5100). It is noted that the
samples were put under vacuum both during sputter coating, as well as in the microscope itself. Some of the holes in
the sample may be due to this process. The samples were characterized with a JEOL 6330 field emission scanning
electron microscope with a 10 kV accelerating voltage.

Electrical Measurements:

[0101] To prepare the samples for electrical conductivity testing, they were first cut into rectangular prisms on the
scale of a few centimeters in length. The ends were then covered with silver paint (Ted Pella) and allowed to dry. Copper
tape (Ted Pella) was then attached to the silver contacts and the resistance was measured using a Keithly Model 2420
SourceMeter.

Mechanical Measurements:

[0102] To prepare the samples for testing, they were first cut into cylinders around 5 centimeters in diameter (the
diameter of the glass jars they are prepared in) and a few centimeters in height. They were then tested using an Instron
Model 5869 in compression mode.
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Claims

1. A method for fabricating a composite comprising:

a) providing a phase separated system of two non-mixing solvents, the phase separated system including: (i)
a first solvent and a second solvent, and (ii) an interface between the first and second solvents;
b) introducing an unaltered pristine graphene or unaltered pristine graphite layered material to the interface of
the phase separated system;
c) forming an emulsion of the first and second solvents, at least a portion of the unaltered pristine graphene or
unaltered pristine graphite layered material stabilizing the emulsion; and
d) adding a monomer and polymerizing the first solvent phase of the emulsion to form a matrix material having
cavities lined with portions of the unaltered pristine graphene or unaltered pristine graphite layered material.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein the first solvent is an oil and the second solvent is water;
wherein the emulsion is a water/oil emulsion;
wherein the oil phase of the emulsion is the continuous phase of the emulsion; and
wherein after step c), the water/oil emulsion includes spheres of water surrounded by oil, the spheres of water coated
and stabilized by layers or sheets of the layered material.

3. The method of claim 2, wherein the oil is styrene and the layered material is unaltered pristine graphite;
wherein the emulsion is formed via mixing and sonication; and
wherein after step d), the matrix material includes polystyrene.

4. The method of claim 1, wherein the first solvent phase of the emulsion includes monomers selected from the group
consisting of styrene, isoprene, butyl acrylate, divinylbenzene, methyl acrylate, tetra(ethylene glycol) diacrylate, and
butyl methacrylate.

5. The method of claim 1, wherein the cavities of the matrix material include spherical cavities.

6. The method of claim 1, wherein step d) includes a thermally initiated free-radical polymerizing step/process.

7. The method of claim 1, wherein after step d), the second solvent is removed from the matrix material;
wherein the second solvent is removed from the matrix material via an evaporation step/process; and
wherein after the second solvent is removed from the matrix material, the matrix material has an open pore foam
structure.

8. The method of claim 1, wherein the portions of the layered material lining the cavities include individual sheets or
layers of graphene or graphite.

9. The method of claim 1, wherein the first solvent is an oil and the second solvent is water; and
wherein the emulsion is a water/oil emulsion.

10. The method of claim 1, wherein the first solvent phase of the emulsion is the continuous phase of the emulsion; and
wherein the matrix material is a polymeric matrix material.

11. The method of claim 1, wherein the second solvent phase of the emulsion is also polymerized to form the matrix
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material; and
wherein prior to polymerization, the second solvent phase of the emulsion includes monomers.

12. The method of claim 1, wherein after step d) the matrix material is electrically conductive.

13. The method of claim 1, wherein prior to step d) the second solvent includes poly(3,4-ethylenedioxythiophene)
poly(styrenesulfonate); and
wherein after step d) the poly(3,4-ethylenedioxythiophene) poly(styrenesulfonate) forms a conductive coating on at
least a portion of the cavities of the matrix material.

14. The method of claim 7, wherein after the second solvent is removed from the matrix material, the matrix material is
contacted with a solution containing poly(3,4-ethylenedioxythiophene) poly(styrenesulfonate); and
wherein after contacting the matrix material with the solution containing poly(3,4-ethylenedioxythiophene) poly(sty-
renesulfonate), the matrix material is dried and the poly(3,4-ethylenedioxythiophene) poly(styrenesulfonate) forms
a conductive coating on at least a portion of the cavities of the matrix material.

15. The method of claim 1,
wherein the first solvent is oil and the second solvent is water;
wherein the layered material is unaltered pristine graphene or unaltered pristine graphite;
wherein the oil phase of the emulsion includes monomers, the water/oil emulsion includes spheres of water sur-
rounded by oil, the spheres of water are coated and stabilized by layers or sheets of the graphene or graphite;
wherein the polymeric matrix material has spherical cavities lined with layers or sheets of the graphene or graphite,
the oil phase of the emulsion is the continuous phase of the emulsion;
wherein, after step d), the water is removed from the polymeric matrix material, so that the polymeric matrix material
has an open pore foam structure, and is electrically conductive.

Patentansprüche

1. Ein Verfahren zur Herstellung eines Verbundwerkstoffs, umfassend:

a) Bereitstellen eines phasengetrennten Systems aus zwei sich nichtvermischenden Lösungsmitteln, wobei
das phasengetrennte System umfasst: (i) ein erstes Lösungsmittel und ein zweites Lösungsmittel und (ii) eine
Grenzfläche zwischen den ersten und zweiten Lösungsmitteln;
b) Zuführen eines Schichtmaterials aus unverändertem, ursprünglichem Graphen oder unverändertem, ur-
sprünglichem Graphit zu der Grenzfläche des phasengetrennten Systems;
c) Bilden einer Emulsion aus den ersten und zweiten Lösungsmitteln, wobei mindestens ein Teil des Schicht-
materials aus unverändertem, ursprünglichem Graphen oder unverändertem, ursprünglichem Graphit die Emul-
sion stabilisiert; und
d) Hinzufügen eines Monomers und Polymerisieren der ersten Lösungsmittelphase der Emulsion, um ein Ma-
trixmaterial mit Hohlräumen zu bilden, die mit Teilen des Schichtmaterials aus unverändertem, ursprünglichem
Graphen oder unverändertem, ursprünglichem Graphit ausgekleidet sind.

2. Das Verfahren nach Anspruch 1, wobei das erste Lösungsmittel ein Öl ist und das zweite Lösungsmittel Wasser ist;
wobei die Emulsion eine Wasser/Öl-Emulsion ist;
wobei die Ölphase der Emulsion die kontinuierliche Phase der Emulsion ist; und
wobei, nach Schritt c), die Wasser/Öl-Emulsion von Öl umgebene Sphären aus Wasser enthält,
wobei die Sphären aus Wasser durch Schichten oder Blätter des Schichtmaterials beschichtet und stabilisiert sind.

3. Das Verfahren nach Anspruch 2, wobei das Öl Styrol ist und das Schichtmaterial unveränderter, ursprünglicher
Graphit ist;
wobei die Emulsion durch Mischen und Beschallen gebildet wird; und
wobei, nach Schritt d), das Matrixmaterial Polystyrol aufweist.

4. Das Verfahren nach Anspruch 1, wobei die erste Lösungsmittelphase der Emulsion Monomere enthält, die ausge-
wählt sind aus der Gruppe bestehend aus Styrol, Isopren, Butylacrylat, Divinylbenzen, Methylacrylat, Tetra(ethy-
lenglycol)diacrylat und Butylmethacrylat.
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5. Das Verfahren nach Anspruch 1, wobei die Hohlräume des Matrixmaterials sphärische Hohlräume einschließen.

6. Das Verfahren nach Anspruch 1, wobei Schritt d) einen/ein thermisch initiierten/initiiertes radikalischen/radikalisches
Polymerisierungsschritt/-verfahren einschließt.

7. Das Verfahren nach Anspruch 1, wobei das zweite Lösungsmittel nach Schritt d) aus dem Matrixmaterial entfernt wird;
wobei das zweite Lösungsmittel durch einen/ein Verdampfungsschritt/-verfahren aus dem Matrixmaterial entfernt
wird; und
wobei nach dem Entfernen des zweiten Lösungsmittels aus dem Matrixmaterial das Matrixmaterial eine offenporige
Schaumstruktur aufweist.

8. Das Verfahren nach Anspruch 1, wobei die Teile des Schichtmaterials, die die Hohlräume auskleiden, einzelne
Blätter oder Schichten aus Graphen oder Graphit enthalten.

9. Das Verfahren nach Anspruch 1, wobei das erste Lösungsmittel ein Öl ist und das zweite Lösungsmittel Wasser
ist; und
wobei die Emulsion eine Wasser/Öl-Emulsion ist.

10. Das Verfahren nach Anspruch 1, wobei die erste Lösungsmittelphase der Emulsion die kontinuierliche Phase der
Emulsion ist; und
wobei das Matrixmaterial ein polymeres Matrixmaterial ist.

11. Das Verfahren nach Anspruch 1, wobei die zweite Lösungsmittelphase der Emulsion auch polymerisiert wird, um
das Matrixmaterial zu bilden; und
wobei, vor der Polymerisation, die zweite Lösungsmittelphase der Emulsion Monomere aufweist.

12. Das Verfahren nach Anspruch 1, wobei, nach Schritt d), das Matrixmaterial elektrisch leitfähig ist.

13. Das Verfahren nach Anspruch 1, wobei, vor Schritt d), das zweite Lösungsmittel Poly(3,4-ethylendioxythiophen)po-
ly(styrolsulfonat) enthält; und
wobei, nach Schritt d), das Poly(3,4-ethylendioxythiophen)poly(styrolsulfonat) eine leitfähige Beschichtung auf min-
destens einem Teil der Hohlräume des Matrixmaterials bildet.

14. Das Verfahren nach Anspruch 7, wobei nach Entfernen des zweiten Lösungsmittels aus dem Matrixmaterial, das
Matrixmaterial mit einer Lösung in Kontakt gebracht wird, die Poly(3,4-ethylendioxythiophen)poly(styrolsulfonat)
enthält; und
wobei nach dem in Kontakt bringen des Matrixmaterials mit der Lösung, die Poly(3,4-ethylendioxythiophen)poly(sty-
rolsulfonat) enthält, das Matrixmaterial getrocknet wird und das Poly(3,4-ethylendioxythiophen)poly(styrolsulfonat)
eine leitfähige Beschichtung auf mindestens einem Teil der Hohlräume des Matrixmaterials bildet.

15. Das Verfahren nach Anspruch 1,
wobei das erste Lösungsmittel Öl ist und das zweite Lösungsmittel Wasser ist;
wobei das Schichtmaterial unverändertes, ursprüngliches Graphen oder unveränderter, ursprünglicher Graphit ist;
wobei die Ölphase der Emulsion Monomere enthält, die Wasser/Öl-Emulsion von Öl umgebene Sphären aus Wasser
aufweist, wobei die Sphären aus Wasser durch Schichten oder Folien des Graphens oder Graphits beschichtet und
stabilisiert sind; wobei das polymere Matrixmaterial sphärische Hohlräume aufweist, die mit Schichten oder Blättern
des Graphens oder Graphits ausgekleidet sind, wobei die Ölphase der Emulsion die kontinuierliche Phase der
Emulsion ist;
wobei, nach Schritt d), das Wasser aus dem polymeren Matrixmaterial entfernt wird, sodass das polymere Matrix-
material eine offenporige Schaumstruktur aufweist und elektrisch leitfähig ist.

Revendications

1. Procédé pour fabriquer un composite comprenant :

a) la fourniture d’un système séparé en phases de deux solvants non mélangeables, le système séparé en
phases incluant : (i) un premier solvant et un second solvant, et (ii) une interface entre les premier et second
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solvants ;
b) l’introduction d’un matériau en couches de graphite vierge non modifié ou de graphène vierge non modifié
dans l’interface du système séparé en phases ;
c) la formation d’une émulsion des premier et second solvants, au moins une partie du matériau en couches
de graphite vierge non modifié ou de graphène vierge non modifié stabilisant l’émulsion ; et
d) l’ajout d’un monomère et la polymérisation de la première phase de solvant de l’émulsion pour former un
matériau matriciel présentant des cavités recouvertes de parties du matériau en couches de graphite vierge
non modifié ou de graphène vierge non modifié.

2. Procédé selon la revendication 1, dans lequel le premier solvant est une huile et le second solvant est de l’eau ;
dans lequel l’émulsion est une émulsion eau/huile ;
dans lequel la phase huile de l’émulsion est la phase continue de l’émulsion ; et
dans lequel après l’étape c), l’émulsion eau/huile comporte des sphères d’eau entourées d’huile, les sphères d’eau
étant enrobées et stabilisées par des couches ou feuilles du matériau en couches.

3. Procédé selon la revendication 2, dans lequel l’huile est du styrène et le matériau en couches est du graphite vierge
non modifié ;
dans lequel l’émulsion est formée par mélange et sonication ; et
dans lequel après l’étape d), le matériau matriciel comprend du polystyrène.

4. Procédé selon la revendication 1, dans lequel la première phase de solvant de l’émulsion comprend des monomères
sélectionnés à partir du groupe constitué de styrène, d’isoprène, d’acrylate de butyle, de divinylbenzène, d’acrylate
de méthyle, de diacrylate de tétra(éthylène) glycol et de méthacrylate de butyle.

5. Procédé selon la revendication 1, dans lequel les cavités du matériau matriciel comprennent des cavités sphériques.

6. Procédé selon la revendication 1, dans lequel l’étape d) comprend une étape/processus de polymérisation de
radicaux libres à amorçage thermique.

7. Procédé selon la revendication 1, dans lequel après l’étape d), le second solvant est retiré du matériau matriciel ;
dans lequel le second solvant est retiré du matériau matriciel via une étape/processus d’évaporation ; et
dans lequel après que le second solvant a été retiré du matériau matriciel, le matériau matriciel présente une
structure de mousse à pores ouverts.

8. Procédé selon la revendication 1, dans lequel les parties du matériau en couches recouvrant les cavités comportent
des feuilles ou couches individuelles de graphène ou graphite.

9. Procédé selon la revendication 1, dans lequel le premier solvant est une huile et le second solvant est de l’eau ; et
dans lequel l’émulsion est une émulsion eau/huile.

10. Procédé selon la revendication 1, dans lequel la première phase de solvant de l’émulsion est la phase continue de
l’émulsion ; et
dans lequel le matériau matriciel est un matériau matriciel polymère.

11. Procédé selon la revendication 1, dans lequel la seconde phase de solvant de l’émulsion est également polymérisée
pour former le matériau matriciel ; et
dans lequel avant la polymérisation, la seconde phase de solvant de l’émulsion comprend des monomères.

12. Procédé selon la revendication 1, dans lequel après l’étape d) le matériau matriciel est électriquement conducteur.

13. Procédé selon la revendication 1, dans lequel avant l’étape d) le second solvant comprend du poly(styrènesulfonate)
de poly(3,4-éthylènedioxythiophène) ; et
dans lequel après l’étape d) le poly(styrènesulfonate) de poly(3,4-éthylènedioxythiophène) forme un revêtement
conducteur sur au moins une partie des cavités du matériau matriciel.

14. Procédé selon la revendication 7, dans lequel après que le second solvant a été retiré du matériau matriciel, le
matériau matriciel est mis en contact avec une solution contenant du poly(styrènesulfonate) de poly(3,4-
éthylènedioxythiophène) ; et
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dans lequel après la mise en contact du matériau matriciel avec la solution contenant du poly(styrènesulfonate) de
poly(3,4-éthylènedioxythiophène), le matériau matriciel est séché et le poly(styrènesulfonate) de poly(3,4-éthylè-
nedioxythiophène) forme un revêtement conducteur sur au moins une partie des cavités du matériau matriciel.

15. Procédé selon la revendication 1,
dans lequel le premier solvant est de l’huile et le second solvant est de l’eau ;
dans lequel le matériau en couches est du graphite vierge non modifié ou du graphène vierge non modifié ;
dans lequel la phase huile de l’émulsion comprend des monomères, l’émulsion eau/huile comprend des sphères
d’eau entourées d’huile, les sphères d’eau sont enrobées et stabilisées par des couches ou feuilles du graphène
ou graphite ;
dans lequel le matériau matriciel polymère comprend des cavités sphériques recouvertes de couches ou feuilles
du graphène ou graphite, la phase huile de l’émulsion est la phase continue de l’émulsion ;
dans lequel, après l’étape d), l’eau est retirée du matériau matriciel polymère, de telle sorte que le matériau matriciel
polymère présente une structure de mousse à pores ouverts, et est électriquement conducteur.
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