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Table S1: XPS chemical analysis of MWNT-p, MWNT-a, MWNT-NiArg 

atomic % C C sp2 other C N O Ni P F B 

MWNT-p 98.7 87.4 11.2  1.3     

MWNT-a 93.5 80.8 12.7 1.1 5.4     

MWNT-NiArg 75.8 46.9 29.0 6.5 9.2 0.8 3.3 3.2 1.2 

NiArg elemental ratio from 
formula C56H114B2F8N16NiO8P4 

44.8 0 44.8 12.8 6.4 0.8a 3.2 6.4 1.6 

a The NiArg elemental composition from its raw formula was scaled to match the Ni content with the 

measured Ni content in MWNT-NiArg, for easier comparison.  

 

 

Table S2: detailed XPS analysis of the C1s spectra. 

atomic % C sp2 
284.2eV 

C sp3 

285.6eV 
C-OH/C-N 
286.5eV 

C=O 
287.8eV 

O-C=O 
288.9eV 

MWNT-p 88.6 4.1 4.5 2.2 0.6 

MWNT-a 86.4 5.1 5.1 2.2 1.2 

MWNT-NiArg 61.7 18.8 13.3 4.1 2.1 
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Figure S1: XPS spectra of MWNT-p (black line), MWNT-a (yellow line) and MWNT-NiArg (cyan line) of 

regions O1s and N1s.  

 

 

 
 
 
Figure S2: HAADF-STEM images of MWNT-a and MWNT-NiArg after electron irradiation. The 
agglomerated functionalized species are shown by arrows, whereas the contrast of aggregates in 
MWNT-NiArg is stronger than those in MWNT-a.   
 



 

Figure S3: SANS profiles for MWNT-a (circles) and MWNT-C1 (triangles) in the fully hydrogenated 

solvent. The top curves are data in absolute intensity, showing how the data for both samples 

superimposed. The curves below are shifted copies with their corresponding fits. The fit to a core-

shell cylinder profile1 is excellent from 0.02 to 0.3 Å-1. An additional signal appears at lower Q, due to 

MWNT aggregation.  

SANS fitting parameters. SANS profiles were fitted using the SASView software, with the core-shell 

cylinder model. This corresponds to the following model: 
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and    𝑉𝑠 = 𝜋(𝑅 + 𝑇)2(𝐿 + 2𝑇) 

and α is the angle between cylinder axis and q, Vs is the total volume, Vc is the volume of the core, L is 

the length of the core, R is the radius of the core, T is the thickness of the shell, ρc is the scattering 

length density of the core, ρs is the scattering length density of shell, ρsolv is the scattering length 

density of the solvent, and background is the background level. J1 is the first order Bessel function. 



Size dispersity was considered with a Boltzmann distribution for the core and shell diameters. A 

dispersion factor of PD=0.4 was found optimal. First, the SLD of the core and shell were adjusted by 

fitting the model on the MWNT-a series. The best fitting parameters are presented in Fig. S2. Only 

the core SLD depends significantly on the %D, showing that the core of the MWNT is partly open to 

solvent penetration.  

 

Figure S4: best fitting parameters for the SANS profiles of the MWNT-a series. 

Using these shell SLD and average core radius and shell thickness values and distributions, the SANS 

profiles of the MWNT-NiArg series were fitted with adjustment of the core and solvent SLD. The best 

fit are presented on Fig. S3. It can be seen that the adjusted core SLD was the same for MWNT-NiArg 

and MWNT-a. The solvent SLD was found to follow the pure solvent, showing no effect of NiArg on 

the shell-solvent contrast. 

  

Figure S5: best fitting parameters for the SANS profiles of the MWNT-NiArg series. 

 

 



MWNT-NiArg in the presence of Nafion. 

 

Figure S6: NiArg interfering in Nafion-MWNT interaction in the catalytic layer. (a,b) Porod plots of 

MWNT-a (a), and MWNT-NiArg (b) without and with Nafion in a non-deuterated solvent. The Nafion 

nanostructure peak (vertical arrow) appears on the MWNT-NiArg/Nafion profile (b), but it is missing 

on the MWNT-a/Nafion profile (a). Horizontal arrows on the right indicate the IQ4 limit at high Q for 

each Porod profile. (c,d,e,f) SEM images of MWNT-a (c) and MWNT-NiArg (d), and MWNT-a (e) and 

MWNT-NiArg (f) with Nafion in a 1:1 MWNT/Nafion mass ratio. 

The MWNT-NiArg composite was mixed with Nafion as in inks for the preparation of a fuel cell anode 

catalytic layer. We showed previously that the presence of MWNTs can strongly disturb the self-

organization of Nafion.1 Indeed, it was shown that Nafion has a strong affinity for the MWNT surface2 

and can displace or hinder some MWNT-grafted catalysts.3 

Difference between MWNT-a/Nafion and MWNT-NiArg/Nafion by SANS: As an amphiphilic 

compound, Nafion adopts, in the presence of water, a nanostructure in which the hydrophobic 

backbone forms a network surrounding pockets of water. The high contrast in SLD between water 

and fluorinated backbone and the regular size of the aqueous pockets produces a strong SANS 

signal,1,4 with a characteristic peak at Q = 0.16Å–1 when Nafion is in an excess of water. The Porod 

plot (IQ4 vs Q) of the MWNT-NiArg/Nafion sample show this Nafion peak as expected (arrow in Fig. 

S6b), while the peak is remarkably absent from the profile of MWNT-a/Nafion (Fig. S6a). This can be 

explained by the strong hydrophobic interaction between the MWNT surface and the fluorinated 

Nafion backbone, as previously reported.1–3 Under our conditions (a 1:1 mass ratio with MWNT), all 

of the ionomer is adsorbed at the carbon nanotube surface and no self-organized Nafion structure 

can be formed. On the contrary, the presence of the cationic NiArg layer at the surface of MWNT-

NiArg prevents such hydrophobic interaction, so that Nafion can self-organize in its usual 

nanostructure.  

The Porod plots of the SANS data brings a quantitative information on the sample’s surface area. The 

Porod profile plateaus at a high Q value, into a signal summing all the contrasted interfaces in the 

sample. The Porod intensity at the plateau is thus proportional to the specific area of the material 

and to its SLD contrast. Here, the plateau is measured around Q =  0.2-0.3 Å–1, after the characteristic 

core-shell cylinder double peak, as noise becomes predominant at Q>0.3 Å–1 (values aside Fig. S6a-b). 

As the SLD contrasts measured in this sample series by fitting the core-shell cylinder profile were very 

close (6 to 8.10–6 Å–2), the IQ4 plateau at high Q is a good indication of the specific area of the 



material. It can be noticed that this limit is very close for the MWNT-a, MWNT-NiArg and MWNT-

a/Nafion. This stable specific area indicates that modifications of the composite mainly happen in the 

form of layer deposition onto the MWNTs. By contrast, the specific area of the MWNT-NiArg/Nafion 

is almost doubled, showing the creation of a large amount of nanostructures independent of the 

MWNTs.  

Difference between MWNT-a/Nafion and MWNT-NiArg/Nafion by SEM: The MWNT-a/Nafion 

sample shows a similar aspect as MWNT-a (Fig. 6c) with an additional thin and homogeneous coating 

(Fig. S6e). Conversely, the MWNT-NiArg/Nafion sample contains additional globular structures 

surrounding the MWNTs (Fig. S6f), that does not appear on MWNT-NiArg (Fig. S6d).  

Difference between MWNT-a/Nafion and MWNT-NiArg/Nafion in electrocatalysis: We quantified 

the amount of electrochemically wired NiArg in the MWNT-NiArg film by studying its reversible 

electrochemical signature at neutral pH and under argon (Fig. 2a). The integration of the oxidation 

wave of the reversible redox event at E1/2 = 0.04V vs RHE, attributed to the 2e–/2H+ Ni-centered 

redox process of NiArg,5 corresponds to a density of electrochemically active catalyst of 42 and 

32 nmolNiArg/mgMWNT without and with Nafion, respectively. The share of electrochemically connected 

catalyst thus represents about 20% of the total amount of deposited catalyst in MWNT-NiArg, and 

15% for MWNT-NiArg/Nafion. These are reasonable yields as compared to other molecular 

systems.1,6,7  
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