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OVERVIEW

Spillover occurs when Hydrogen Molecules near a precious metal catalyst (spillover source) dissociate into atomic hydrogen. This atomic hydrogen then migrates or ‘spills” onto the carbon receptor (spillover receptor) by surface diffusion. Finally, the atomic hydrogen can
then be adsorbed on the carbon receptor. This adsorption is reversible, and is thus being investigated for the on-board storage of hydrogen, with hopes of ultimately making Hydrogen Fuel Cell Vehicles more attainable.
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EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS
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