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We demonstrate a method for in situ monitoring of the
crystallisation of basic magnesium chlorides using a laboratory-
based SAXS (small angle X-ray scattering)/ WAXS (wide angle X-
ray scattering) instrument. By simultaneous acquisition of SAXS/
WAXS, time-resolved particle size and phase evolution informa-
tion was obtained from room temperature to 120 °C. The WAXS
data were analysed using two-phase Rietveld refinements, to
produce crystallisation curves. From Avrami-type kinetic analysis
two competing mechanistic processes were proposed for the
formation of Mg3Cl(OH)5 · 4H2O with a nucleation-type mecha-

nism extending further into the reaction with increased temper-
ature. When comparing SAXS and WAXS, an offset between the
consumption of MgO and the reduction of the sphere
contribution to the SAXS scattering is observed. This is
rationalised by the formation of an amorphous Mg(OH)2 layer
on the MgO particle surface. Although laboratory-based SAXS/
WAXS instruments have limitations compared to synchrotron-
based sources, we have demonstrated how they can provide
new insights into the formation of materials.

Introduction

When synthesising crystalline materials, time-resolved study of
their crystallisation is important to understand formation
mechanism. This allows for direct observation of reaction
kinetics and observation of any intermediate phases to provide
mechanistic insight into their formation. With this knowledge,
the most efficient reaction conditions for materials preparation
can be identified, and potentially these can then be used to
control the crystallinity of the material to optimise its properties
for practical application. The importance of time-resolved in situ
experiments is further emphasised as an alternative to manual
quenching of the reaction at various time points, which is time-
consuming and can change the nature of the material being
analysed, limiting the true mechanistic information that can be
determined.[1,2]

In situ powder diffraction experiments have been used to
study a variety of crystallisation reactions including solvother-
mal formation of materials such as the zeotype CoAlPO-5,[3]

metal–organic frameworks,[4,5] mixed-metal oxides,[6,7] and the
formation of oxides from molten salts.[8] These time-resolved
diffraction experiments often rely upon synchrotron-based
radiation sources as the high incident X-ray energies and
intensities allow penetration of reaction vessels and fast data
acquisition, compared to data from laboratory X-ray sources, to
yield data with good time resolution. Ideally, in situ diffraction
data from which structural information can be determined,
such as lattice parameters and crystallite size information from
Bragg peak broadening, is required. Complementary to powder
XRD, or wide-angle X-ray scattering (WAXS), is the use of small-
angle X-ray scattering (SAXS) to monitor the evolution of
nanostructure during the formation of materials. For SAXS,
synchrotron-based sources allow for fast acquisition times and a
wider range of q values, hence lower q values, to be measured
therefore giving the opportunity to assess larger length scales.
In situ SAXS experiments have been reported using a synchro-
tron-based source for the formation of a variety of materials,
including alumina-zirconia-silicate ceramics,[9] the crystallisation
of silicate clays,[10] and have been also used to study growth
mechanisms for silica[11] and gold nanoparticles.[12] The use of
in situ SAXS using a laboratory-based source has been reported
following the formation of silica, gold and silver
nanoparticles,[13,14] however, as with diffraction experiments,
synchrotron-based SAXS experiments are much more prevalent
within literature.

Inherently, SAXS and WAXS provide different information
about the system being studied, therefore the combination of
these two measurements is important to attain a more holistic
view of crystallisation. For example, combined SAXS/WAXS
experiments have been used to compare the effect of Zn-
doping on hydroxyapatite (HA) nanoparticles,[15] where WAXS
data were used to assess the effect of Zn-doping on the
crystallinity of the HA nanoparticles, which was then compared
to the SAXS signal which was used to assess morphology of the
HA nanoparticles. The use of in situ SAXS/WAXS experiments
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has been reported to study the formation of ZnO nanoparticles
in which SAXS was used to evaluate sphere particle size and
then compared to the WAXS signal, which was used to evaluate
mean particle size using the Scherrer equation.[16] SAXS/WAXS
have also been paired with other techniques such as in situ
SAXS/WAXS/PDF for the analysis of Ce-stabilised ZrO2 nano-
particles growth in supercritical fluids,[17] and in situ SAXS/
WAXS/UV-Vis to study the growth of Au nanoparticles.[18]

In this paper we demonstrate the use of a laboratory
instrument for the measurement of SAXS and WAXS using the
example of crystallisation of basic magnesium chloride (BMC)
salts. BMC salts are a group of chemical compounds with
general formula Mgx+y(OH)2xCl2y · zH2O, and they are known as a
key component within Sorel cement.[19] In recent years, the use
of BMC salts as precursor materials for nano-sized Mg(OH)2 have
been reported,[20,21] which is of interest due to the flame
retardant properties of Mg(OH)2.

[22,23] The formation of BMC salts
including Mg3Cl(OH)5 ·4H2O and Mg10Cl2(OH)18 · 5H2O, was pre-
viously studied in situ by Christensen et al. using synchrotron
radiation.[24,25] The effect of MgCl2 concentration and reaction
temperature were found to be determining factors in which
BMC phase was formed and the integrated intensities of
selected Bragg peaks were used to determine relative quantities
of the phases present. In addition, the FWHM of selected Bragg
peaks were used to estimate the particle size of Mg(OH)2 during
the reaction. However, the extent to which particle size
evolution was studied was limited and no more detailed reports
of crystallisation mechanism have been reported in the
intervening years. By combination of WAXS and SAXS signals,
we aimed to provide mechanistic insight into the crystallisation

of BMC salts, in particular Mg3Cl(OH)5 · 4H2O and Mg5Cl-
(OH)9 · 2H2O, Figure 1, by combining phase identification and
quantification from WAXS with particle sizing from SAXS.

Experimental Details

Preparation of MgO

Mg(OH)2 was synthesised via addition of 10 mL of NaOH (1 M)
solution to 10 mL of MgCl2 (0.5 M) solution in a 2 :1 [OH� ] : [Mg2+]
molar ratio at a rate of 30 mL/min over a period of 20 min. The
resulting precipitate was then left to age for 24 hr in solution then
collected using a centrifuge, washed using deionised H2O and
ethanol then dried at 70 °C overnight. The resulting Mg(OH)2 was
then calcined at 400 °C for 1 hr then 800 °C for 6 hr resulting in
MgO.

Reaction cell design

When designing an in situ reaction cell, two main aspects were
considered, the compatibility of the cell with a laboratory based
SAXS/WAXS instrument and the ability of the cell to contain the
reagent mixture. For the cell to be suitable to be used with the
instrument the cell had to be thin, as X-ray scattering data were to
be measured in transmission mode and absorption by the reagent
mixture needed to be minimised. The sample cell was sealed with
Kapton® (polyimide) tape to prevent reagents escaping or dehy-
dration of the cell with heating. With these two considerations in
mind a reaction cell consisting of a stainless-steel washer (Ø 4 mm,
0.5 mm thick) sandwiched between two pieces of Kapton® tape
was designed, Figure 2.

Figure 1. a, b) Views of the crystal structure of Mg3Cl(OH)5 · 4H2O,[26] and c, d) Views of the crystal structure of Mg5Cl(OH)9 · 2H2O.[27] In these visualisations the
orange octahedra represent Mg, Cl represented by green spheres, O represented by red spheres and H represented by white spheres.
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The reaction cell was prepared via addition of 25 μL of MgCl2 (4 M)
solution to 0.3 mmol (0.0125 g) of MgO powder with a molar ratio:
3.1 :1 MgCl2 :MgO i.e. an excess of chloride. The two were mixed
and transferred onto the stainless-steel metal washer with Kapton®
tape sealing one side of the washer. The other side of the stainless-
steel washer was sealed with Kapton® tape ensuring a tight seal so
that all reagents remain within the reaction cell.

Measurement of processing of in situ SAXS and WAXS data

SAXS measurements were made using a Xenocs Xeuss 2.0 instru-
ment equipped with a micro-focus CuKα source collimated with
Scatterless slits. The scattering was measured using a Pilatus 300k
detector with a pixel size of 0.172 mm × 0.172 mm. The distance
between the detector and the sample was calibrated using silver
behenate (AgOOC(CH2)20CH3), giving a value of 2.481(5) m. The
magnitude of the scattering vector (q) is given by q ¼ 4psinq=l,
where 2θ is the angle between the incident and scattered X-rays
and λ is the wavelength of the incident X-rays. This gave a q range
for the detector of 0.004 Å� 1 and 0.16 Å� 1. An azimuthal integration
of the 2D scattering profile was performed using FOXTROT[28]

software and the resulting 1D data corrected for the absorption,
sample thickness and background. Finally, the scattering intensity
was then rescaled to absolute intensity using glassy carbon as a
standard.[29]

The WAXS data were collected using a Pilatus 100k detector
mounted at an angle of 36° from the beam and a distance of
162(2) mm from the sample providing a 2θ range of 18.5–45.5°. An
Azimuthal integration of the WAXS data was performed using
Xenocs XSACT software.[30]

For variable temperature measurements a Linkam HFSX 350 furnace
was used. Once the dwell temperature was reached a set of repeat
measurements was made, which consisted of 5 separate 60 s
collections followed by a 0.1 s collection with the beam stop
removed. The 0.1 data were used for absorption and background
corrections on the SAXS data. In this work every 5 WAXS measure-
ment collections were summed. The SAXS signal allowed for a
single 60 s data collection to be used for the analysis. The SAXS
data were analysed at 30 minute intervals which provided good
enough time resolution to follow the changes in the nanostructure.

Kinetic Analysis of WAXS data

A general model for the nucleation and growth of a phase was
proposed by Avrami,[31–33] in which the crystallisation of any phase
can be explained by a cluster of particles of a stable phase
surrounded by an unstable phase. These clusters can be described
as nuclei which will continue to grow until reaching a critical size.
Above such critical size the nuclei can be described as “growth

nuclei” to form the new phase.[33] This model has been refined by
various researchers since, and general equation proposed by
Erofe’ev, is the simplest to determine a rate constant and to provide
some mechanistic insight, Equation (1).[34]

a ¼ 1 � expf� ðktÞng (1)

Here a represents the extent of crystallisation, k is the rate constant
of the reaction and n is the Avrami coefficient. A method of analysis
was proposed by Sharp and Hancock using the nucleation growth
model proposed by Avrami in where plots of ln � ln 1 � að Þ½ � against
ln tð Þ should yield a linear function with gradient n and intercept
nln kð Þ, Equation (2).[35]

ln � ln 1 � að Þ½ � ¼ nln tð Þ þ nln kð Þ (2)

Avrami-type kinetics were applied to the growth of the product
phase, quantified using two-phase Rietveld refinement using the
GSAS software[36] with lattice parameters and peak shape parame-
ters refined. The phase fraction of the product phase was taken as
the a value to represent the extent of crystallisation.

Fitting of SAXS in situ data

The SAXS signal was fitted using a combination of two models. The
first model treated the initial scattering from the MgO as from
spherical particles. The intensity from spherical scatterers is given
by Equation (3).[37]

I qð Þ ¼
ScaleSphere

V
3V sin qrð Þ � qrcos qrð Þð Þ

qrð Þ3

� �2

(3)

I qð Þ ¼ ScalePorod*q� 4 (4)

Where ScaleSphere is a scale parameter, V is the volume and r is the
radius. The radius is modelled with a log-normal distribution. The
second models uses Porod’s law and is given by Equation (4), where
ScalePorod is a scale factor.[38] The background was fixed at a value of
0.001 for all fits. All modelling was done using the SasView analysis
software.[39]

Results and Discussion

Low temperature (28–60 °C) in situ reaction WAXS data

For the reaction carried out at 28 °C the WAXS data initially
shows two Bragg peaks at 36.8 and 42.7 2θ which were
assigned respectively to the [111] and [200] Bragg reflections
of MgO.[40] Over a period of 20 hr we observed decay of the
Bragg peaks of MgO and growth of diffraction peaks of a new
phase, which corresponds to the BMC salt Mg3Cl(OH)5 · 4H2O,[26]

Figure 3a.
The WAXS data were analysed using a two-phase Rietveld

refinement, where lattice parameters, micro strain, size and Uiso

values were refined for both the starting MgO phase and
Mg3Cl(OH)5 · 4H2O product phase, Table 1. It should be noted
that for the Rietveld refinements an instrument parameter file
was determined using data measured sample from LaB6.
Figure 4 shows example plots of the Rietveld refinements

Figure 2. Schematic of reaction cell designed for in situ SAXS/WAXS experi-
ments.
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carried out for the starting MgO material, at 3 hr and of the
product at 20 hr. It should be noted that any small discrepancy
between the peak intensities from the refinement compared to
the observed data could be attributed to preferred orientation
within the sample. Considering the refined lattice parameter
values for the product Mg3Cl(OH)5 · 4H2O in Table 1, we observe
all lattice parameters to be slightly larger than the literature
values, and this is most evident along the a axis, with the
refined value being approximately 0.09 Å larger than in the
literature.

Using the refined values of structural parameters, Table 1,
the phase fraction of the two phases were refined for all
intermediate times, so that a crystallisation curve for the weight

fractions of MgO and Mg3Cl(OH)5 · 4H2O could be plotted. We
observe 50% consumption of the MgO starting material and
the formation of 50% of the Mg3Cl(OH)5 ·4H2O product at 2.5 hr
(t0.5), then at 8 hr we observe 95% consumption of MgO with
>99% consumption of reagents being observed at 20 hr,
Figure 4d.

The same reaction was then conducted at 40, 50 and 60 °C
and Mg3Cl(OH)5 · 4H2O was found to be the resultant product at
all three temperatures, Figure 3. All three temperatures all show
a similar evolution, with the consumption of the MgO phase
and the crystallisation of the Mg3Cl(OH)5 ·4H2O phase with no
diffraction peaks from crystalline intermediates observed. After
sequential Rietveld refinement of the in situ data at 40, 50,

Figure 3. Contour maps of the in situ WAXS data collected at a) 28 °C, b) 40 °C, c) 50 °C and d) 60 °C. All four contour maps show the formation of
Mg3Cl(OH)5 · 4H2O from MgO with no crystalline intermediates.

Table 1. A comparison of lattice parameters and cell volume as reported in literature for MgO[30] and Mg3Cl(OH)5 · 4H2O,[25] compared to the values obtained
from Rietveld refinements using the WAXS data at the beginning and end of the reaction.

Structure Space Group Source a [Å] b [Å] c [Å] β [°] Cell volume [Å3]

MgO Fm�3m observed 4.2531(8) – – – 76.93(8)
literature 4.214(1) – – – 74.83(7)

Mg3Cl(OH)5 · 4H2O P2/m observed 9.7380(1) 3.1701(7) 8.3789(2) 113.86(3) 236.55(4)
literature 9.6412(5) 3.1506(2) 8.3035(5) 113.98(6) 230.44(7)
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60 °C, t0.5 was evaluated to be 0.88, 0.79 and 0.49 hr,
respectively.

Considering the crystallisation curves produced from Riet-
veld refinements, Avrami-type kinetics were used to quantify
the kinetics of product formation. When this was applied to the
in situ data we observe for all four temperatures two distinct
linear regions with different gradients hence different n values,
Figure 5. It should be noted that lower values of a were not
included in the calculations as they would be subjected to
larger error with respect to resolution of the peaks within the
background.

At 28 °C, the first linear region can be fitted for a <0.57
with n=2.14 and the second region applies for a �0.57 and

yields a gradient of n=1.40. As the reaction temperature is
increased the first region extends further into the crystallisation
period. In the first stage of the reaction, we see Avrami
coefficients (n) between 2.06–2.42 whereas in the second stage
of the reaction we observe Avrami coefficients between 1.20–
1.40, Table 2. The change in Avrami coefficient observed is
distinct enough between the two regions to suggest competi-
tion between two mechanistic processes and a switch of
dominant crystallisation mechanism part way through the
crystallisation.

As discussed above the Avrami coefficient (n) gives
mechanistic insight into the reaction. Typically Avrami coeffi-
cient of n �0.5 indicates a diffusion controlled mechanism,

Figure 4. Two-phase Rietveld refinement of MgO and Mg3Cl(OH)5 · 4H2O at 28 °C using the WAXS data measured at a) 0 hr, b) 3 hr, c) 20 hr, d) crystallisation
curve of Mg3Cl(OH)5 · 4H2O from MgO, weight fraction of each phase was evaluated using a two phase Rietveld refinement.

Table 2. The a ranges analysed using a Sharp–Hancock plot and the calculated Avrami coefficients and rate constants for the reaction at 28, 40, 50 and
60 °C.

Temperature [°C] Extent of reaction [a� Avrami coefficient [n] Rate constant [k/s� 1]

28 0.36<a<0.57 2.14�0.12 9.17×10� 5�6.81×10� 5

0.57�a<0.91 1.40�0.02 8.94×10� 5�1.91×10� 5

40 0.03<a<0.60 2.44�0.10 2.82×10� 4�1.31×10� 4

0.60�a<0.99 1.24�0.01 2.61×10� 4�2.98×10� 5

50 0.35<a<0.79 2.06�0.06 2.94×10� 4�1.02×10� 4

0.79�a<0.95 1.20�0.03 3.32×10� 4�9.32×10� 5

60 0.25<a<0.82 2.42�0.02 4.86×10� 4�4.73×10� 5

0.82�a<0.99 1.30�0.03 5.88×10� 4�1.57×10� 4
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n �1a phase-boundary controlled mechanism and n ¼2–3
nucleation controlled mechanism.[35,41] We observe two Avrami
coefficients of n=2.06–2.42 for the first stage of the reaction
suggesting dependence on the nucleation of the particles and
a coefficient between n=1.20–1.40 suggesting dependence on
the transport of the reagents, Table 2.

With increasing temperature we observe the first region
extending over a wider a range, suggesting that the nucleation
step extends further into the crystallisation of the BMC phase
with increasing temperature. This is mirrored with the second
region representing the transport of reagents, spanning across
a decreasing range of a values with increasing temperature. For
both the nucleation and the transport limited region we
observe temperature dependence on the calculated rate
constant. An Arrhenius plot was then made for each region.
Considering the linear region for the first stage of the reaction
the activation energy was calculated to be 35.7 kJmol� 1.
However, if we consider the rate constants from the second
stage of the reaction, the activation energy is calculated to be
higher than that of the nucleation stage of the reaction with a
value of 47.3 kJmol� 1.

If one relates this to the interplay between the two regions
observed in the Avrami fitting, we can suggest that with
increasing temperature nucleation (first region) extends further
into the reaction as this requires a lower activation energy
(35.7 kJmol� 1). The second (transport) region becomes less
prominent within the reaction, which is evident by the higher
calculated activation energy (47.3 kJmol� 1). Therefore, at higher
temperatures nucleation dominates until all nucleation sites are
created at which point transport becomes significant within the
reaction.

We consider it is reasonable to propose two different
mechanistic processes occurring with different activation ener-
gies, as similar situations have been presented in literature for
the crystallisation of various different materials. Avrami kinetics
have been applied to the intercalation of LiNO3 into Al(OH)3,
and a change in Avrami coefficient at α �0.5, indicated a shift
in reaction mechanism from diffusion controlled to nucleation
controlled.[42] A shift in reaction mechanism with temperature
has also been reported in literature for the hydrothermal
crystallisation of BaTiO3 it was found that at 100 °C the Sharp–
Hancock plot displayed two linear regions (n=0.2 and n=1.7),
whereas at higher temperature (150 °C) only one linear region
was observed (n=3.7).[43] Similarly in the study of aqueous
recrystallisation of Mg2+/Al3+ double layered hydroxides, using
Sharp–Hancock plots at 25 °C one linear region was observed
whereas at 60 °C two linear regions were observed, then at
higher temperatures (120 °C) the first stage of the reaction
became less dominant.[44] In a study of formation of TiO2

nanoparticles, Eltzholtz et al. fitted Sharp–Hancock plots using
two linear regions.[45] The first region was concluded to be
nucleation type mechanism and the second a phase boundary
type mechanism, as determined using the Avrami coefficients.
Considering these examples in the literature, it is reasonable
that there are two distinct mechanistic processes in the
formation of Mg3Cl(OH)5 · 4H2O, and that the extent to which
nucleation-type mechanism extents into the reaction is depend-
ent on temperature.

Figure 5. Sharp-Hancock plots for the formation of Mg3Cl(OH)5 · 4H2O at a) 28 °C, b) 40 °C, c) 50 °C and d) 60 °C. e) Arrhenius plot of the formation of
Mg3Cl(OH)5 · 4H2O using k values as evaluated using the first region observed in the Sharp-Hancock plots and f) Arrhenius plot using k values as evaluated
using the second region observed in the Sharp-Hancock plots.
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Low temperature (28–60 °C) in situ SAXS data

The initial MgO starting material was analysed using SAXS, and
from the scattering curve we observe a plateau at low q (Å� 1)
values with an elbow like feature around 0.01 q (Å� 1), which
confirmed the presence of nano-sized material. The data were
fitted using a sphere mode and the sphere diameter was
evaluated to be 27.65�0.02 nm, Figure 6a.

Figure 6d shows the in situ SAXS scattering curves for the
reaction at 28 °C where over time we detect a reduction in
intensity from the elbow feature at 0.01 q (Å� 1) and the
emergence of a linear slope. It is noteworthy that a change in
position of the elbow at 0.01 q (Å� 1) is not seen, but instead a
reduction of intensity of the feature over time. If the feature
had changed position (i. e. moved to different q values) it would
suggest a reduction in size of the particles. However, what we
observe is a reduction of intensity: this could be explained by
either a reduction in the number of nanoparticles or a reduction
in the scattering length density difference between the particle
and the matrix/solvent. As the reaction proceeds, the linear
slope in the SAXS signal starts to dominate, until this is the
main feature observed. We suggest that this linear slope can be
interpreted as the presence of material >160 nm, which could
be particles or related to an aggregate formed during the
reaction. As the reaction proceeds the proportion of the
reaction mixture that contains material of this size increases
hence the intensity of the linear slope increases over time.

The SAXS scattering response during the reactions can be
split into three stages. In the initial stage the scattering from
the initial MgO particles can modelled as a log-normal
distribution of spheres. As the reaction progresses there is an
intermediate stage where both model are required to fit the
scattering. In the final stage the scattering is fully modelled
using Porod’s law. Two examples of a combined fit to the
scattering at 5 hr and 20 hr are shown in Figure 6b and
Figure 6c with the scattering from spheres shown by the red
line, the Porod scattering by the blue line and the combined fit
by the green line.

As we used a combined sphere and Porod gradient model,
we can assess the extent to which each the model contributes
to the scattering observed. The scale factor for both the sphere
model and Porod model were both normalised and the
assumption that the scale of each model correlated to the
volume fraction of that type of material within the reaction cell
was made.

Considering the SAXS fitted data we observe an initial
sphere diameter of 27.65 nm. We then observe a minor
reduction in the fitted sphere diameter over time, (26.50 nm at
2 hr, 22.12 nm at 4 hr). This suggests that the scale factors for
the spherical model and Porod slope will provide more insight
into the reaction process than the change in size of the initial
nanomaterial.

When comparing the weight fraction MgO (from Rietveld
analysis of the WAXS) over time with the sphere scale from the
SAXS fitting, we observe a delay in the reduction of the sphere

Figure 6. a) SAXS fitted data of the MgO starting material, data fitted using a sphere model, b) SAXS in situ data for the formation of Mg3Cl(OH)5 · 4H2O at
28 °C collected at 5 hr modelled using a combined sphere and Porod gradient model, c) SAXS in situ data collected at 20 hr and d) Full set of SAXS in situ
measurements taken at 28 °C.
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scale compared to the decay of the MgO phase in the WAXS,
Figure 7a. We propose that an initial reaction with the solution
occurs on the surface of the particle, forming an amorphous
Mg(OH)2 layer. This results in a reduction in the MgO WAXS
signal but does not cause a change in the nanoparticle size. The
formation of an amorphous Mg(OH)2 layer would allow for
Mg2+ to be released into the solution, allowing for the product
to start forming before we observe reduction in the contribu-
tion of spheres in the SAXS signal. It is important to note that
the sphere model was used to represent the MgO starting
material, however from the SAXS signal we cannot distinguish
between different phases. Therefore, when analysing the
spherical contribution to the SAXS scattering it is possible we
are not only looking at the reagent material but also possibly
looking at the formation of sphere-like product which may also
contribute the sphere scattering.

If we consider the Porod model contribution to the SAXS
scattering, we also observe an offset in the WAXS signal of the
product forming and the onset of the Porod gradient. This
suggests that the product starts to crystallise and then larger
material is observed in the SAXS signal. We propose that this is
due the product forming which then agglomerates together to
form material that can no longer be characterised via SAXS,
Figure 7b.

High temperature (80–120 °C) in situ SAXS/WAXS
experiments

High temperature in situ reactions between 80–120 °C were
carried out. In each case no crystalline intermediates were
observed, Supporting Information, Figure S1, as with the lower
temperature reactions, but here the product formed was
identified to be Mg5Cl(OH)9 · 2H2O.[27] This is consistent with
results reported in literature that at higher temperature, under
the same conditions, the BMC salt phase formed would have a
higher hydroxide content.[24] It is noteworthy that the formation
of Mg5Cl(OH)9 · 2H2O occurs directly with no evidence for the
formation of Mg3Cl(OH)5 · 4H2O as a transient phase.

Similarly to the method used for the low temperature
reactions, crystallisation curves were produced via two-phase
Rietveld refinement of the WAXS diffraction data, Figure 8a and
Supporting Information, Figure S2. The refined parameters of
the BMC phase Mg5Cl(OH)9 · 2H2O are shown in Table 3. Overall
the refined lattice parameters result in a cell volume of
568.408 Å3, which is larger than reported literature value of
562.862 Å3.[27] This can be rationalised by the fact that the
observed WAXS data were measured at 120 °C whereas the
reported literature values were measured at 20 °C.

It is to be expected that with increasing temperature the
rate of reaction will significantly increase, this being the most
evident at 120 °C with the reaction reaching completion within
3 mins. With the reaction proceeding at this rate, kinetic
information could only be obtained for temperatures lower
than 120 °C. Using an Arrhenius plot the activation energy for
the crystallisation of Mg5Cl(OH)9 · 2H2O was calculated to be
70.9 kJmol� 1, Figure 8b.

The increased rate of the reaction is further emphasised in
the SAXS in situ data. Figure 9 shows the in situ SAXS scattering
curves for the reaction at 120 °C, where within minutes we
observe a linear slope in the SAXS data. The presence of the
linear region indicates larger material that cannot be quantified
using the laboratory based SAXS/WAXS instrument due to the
observable q range. In this case, using a laboratory based SAXS/
WAXS instrument we are sensitive to particles <160 nm, to
quantify material larger than this q values below 0.004 Å� 1

would need to be measured, hence a synchrotron-based source
would be required in order to quantify the size of the material
observed here.

Conclusions

We have demonstrated the use of a laboratory based SAXS/
WAXS instrument to follow the formation and crystallisation of
two BMC salt phases in situ. The in situ WAXS data were

Figure 7. a) Comparison of MgO weight fraction, as evaluated from two
phase Rietveld refinement of the WAXS data with respect to time, and the
normalised sphere contribution to the SAXS fitted model. b) Comparison of
the Mg3Cl(OH)5 · 4H2O weight fraction and the Porod gradient contribution
to the SAXS fitted model with respect to time.

Figure 8. a) Crystallisation curve for the formation of Mg5Cl(OH)9 · 2H2O from
MgO, produced via two phase Rietveld refinement of the in situ WAXS data
at varied temperature (80, 100 110 and 120 °C) and b) Arrhenius plot for the
formation of Mg5Cl(OH)9 · 2H2O from MgO at 80, 100 and 110 °C.

Table 3. A comparison of lattice parameters and cell volume for Mg5Cl(OH)9 · 2H2O as reported in literature[26] compared to the values obtained from a
Rietveld refinement of the product at 120 °C.

Structure Source Space Group a [Å] b [Å] c [Å] β [o] Cell volume [Å3]

Mg5Cl(OH)9 · 2H2O observed I2/m 22.1479(2) 3.1628(2) 8.1830(9) 97.43(3) 568.40(8)
literature 22.2831(6) 3.1350(1) 8.1315(7) 97.75(3) 562.86(2)
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analysed using a two-phase Rietveld refinement, from which
Avrami-type kinetics was inferred. Sharp–Hancock plots were
produced, from which two distinct linear regions were
observed. The two linear regions were attributed to two
mechanistic processes present in the formation of Mg3Cl-
(OH)5 · 4H2O, nucleation and transport. With variable temper-
ature experiments we observed the nucleation-type mechanism
extend further into the reaction with increased temperature,
suggesting at higher temperatures nucleation dominates until
all nucleation sites are created at which point transport
becomes significant within the reaction. This was attributed to
the nucleation-type mechanism having a lower calculated
activation energy of 35.7 kJmol� 1 as compared to the transport-
type mechanism which has a calculated activation energy of
47.3 kJmol� 1.

The in situ SAXS data were analysed using a combined
sphere model and Porod gradient with a fixed value of � 4. The
sphere contribution to the model was used to represent the
MgO starting material, and the Porod slope was used to model
the presence of larger material in the system. When comparing
the SAXS and WAXS signals an offset was observed between
the decay of the MgO phase in the WAXS and the reduction in
the sphere contribution in the SAXS scatting. This discrepancy
was rationalised by the presence of an amorphous Mg(OH)2
layer on the MgO particle surface.

High temperature reactions (80–120 °C) were also followed
in situ and the formation of Mg5Cl(OH)9 ·2H2O was observed.
The activation energy for the crystallisation of Mg5Cl(OH)9 · 2H2O
was calculated to be 70.9 kJmol� 1. The rate of reaction
significantly increases with increasing temperature, as a result
we observe rapidly the formation of material too large to
quantify using laboratory based SAXS instrument. Previous
in situ studies of BMC salt formation using synchrotron based
radiation relied only upon integrated intensities of Bragg
reflections to determine relative quantities of each phase, from
which an activation energy was calculated using the Arrhenius
expression.[23,24] In this work we have taken analysis further by
executing full pattern fitting to the in situ data using two-phase
Rietveld refinement. By analysis using Avrami-type kinetics we
have gained insight into the formation mechanism for Mg3Cl-
(OH)5 · 4H2O and how we suggest this varies with temperature.
In Christensen’s earlier work, the extent to which particle size
was analysed was limited to observation of the FWHM for the
one Bragg reflection for the formation of Mg(OH)2 at varied
temperatures, and that only showed a weak trend for slight
particle growth.[24] In this work, by use of a SAXS detector we
were able to monitor particle size evolution in more detail than
previously reported.

In conclusion, we have demonstrated that although
synchrotron-based sources do have significant advantages
especially with respect to the size of particles observable using
SAXS, in situ data can be collected using a laboratory-based
instruments to allow observation of crystallisation of materials
and determination of quantitative kinetic information. Further
mechanistic detail concerning the formation of basic magne-
sium chlorides is needed to build a more complete model for
crystallisation and in future work we will investigate the use of

complementary spectroscopic methods to examine local atomic
arrangement, for example to examine the formation of
disordered hydroxide layers as intermediates.
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