
Magnetic Fe2O3–Al2O3 composites prepared by a modified wet

impregnation method

Michael A. Karakassides,*a Dimitrios Gournis,a Athanasios B. Bourlinos,a

Pantelis N. Trikalitisb and Thomas Bakasc

aDepartment of Materials Science and Engineering, University of Ioannina, GR-45110,
Ioannina, Greece. E-mail: mkarakas@cc.uoi.gr; Fax: 130 26510 97081;
Tel: 130 26510 97276

bDepartment of Chemistry, Michigan State University, East Lansing, MI 48823, USA
cPhysics Department, University of Ioannina, GR-45110, Ioannina, Greece

Received 19th November 2002, Accepted 27th January 2003

First published as an Advance Article on the web 18th February 2003

Fe2O3–Al2O3 composites were prepared by interaction of acetic acid vapors with iron oxides dispersed on the

surface of a sol–gel derived porous alumina. Upon pyrolysis the created iron acetate species were transformed

to magnetic iron oxide nanoparticles. The atmosphere which is used during the synthetic procedure affects

significantly the nature of the nanoparticles which could be either c-Fe2O3 or magnetite, or non-magnetic such

as a-Fe2O3. X-Ray diffraction, surface area measurements and scanning electron microscopy (SEM) were used

for the structural characterization and determination of the sorption properties of the composite material

properties. The development of magnetic phases decreases the specific surface area of alumina by seeding of

the alumina particles and, in parallel, the coverage of their free surface. Mössbauer spectroscopy, magnetic

measurements and transmission electron microscopy (TEM) provide evidence for the formation, size and type

of magnetic iron oxide phases.

Introduction

It is well known that porous ceramics are used in a wide range
of applications including catalysts, effective absorbents, ionic
conductors, filtering membranes, coatings and insulating
aerogels.1–4 On the other hand, there is a great deal of interest
in the preparation of nanosize magnetic particles and under-
standing of their properties, which are drastically different
from those of the corresponding bulk materials.5–7 These
nanosize magnets are used in potential applications such as
information storage, color imaging, magnetic refrigeration,
ferrofluids etc.8–11 Combining the above two kinds of materials
it is possible to develop new ceramic–nanoceramic composites
endowed with synergetic and improved properties. For
example, in the environmental and biotechnology fields such
composites could be used as absorbents and magnetic supports
of high effectiveness because of their ability to be prepared in
granular or other engineered forms.12–15

There are usually two chemical methods for the preparation
of nanomagnetic ceramic composites: (a) sol–gel synthesis,
where the magnetic phase is formed in situ inside a ceramic
matrix, using precursors such as salts, complexes or alkoxides
in the form of colloidal magnetic oxides. This route minimizes
the aggregation of the magnetic oxide particles upon thermal
treatment and thus imposes an upper limit on their size; (b)
wet impregnation of a salt solution on a ceramic support: the
impregnated support is then calcined to produce a composite
material constituted of a ceramic matrix and an assembly
of magnetic nanoparticles. Other methods have also been
developed depending on the nature of the ceramic matrix and
the magnetic oxides, involving some special apparatus,16–18

sputtering19,20 or using microemulsions.21 Recently, a new
method was used for developing magnetic clays22 and silica–
maghemite composites.23 This method is based on route (b) in
conjunction with the ability of iron carboxylate compounds to
transform upon pyrolysis into crystalline magnetic phases.24,25

More specifically, the carboxylate species were synthesized

by wet impregnation of the appropriate amount of
Fe(NO3)3?9H2O salt solution on a porous matrix followed
by exposure to vapors of acetic acid. Finally, calcination of the
porous matrix and the carboxylate guest compound at 500 uC
leads to the preparation of magnetic composites. We used the
latter method in order to prepare Al2O3–Fe2O3 nanocompo-
sites. These materials could be used in the development of
new magnetically stabilized fluidized beds (MSFB) as bioreac-
tors26,27 for the chemical and biochemical industries. For
example magnetizable biosupports with activated carbon and
natural zeolites have been developed in the last few years28 and
have been tested as carriers for immobilized yeast cells for
continuous ethanol production.29 The new composites allow a
decrease of the particle size toward that applied for conven-
tional enzyme immobilization, combine high magnetic suscept-
ibility with low permanent magnetization, a commercially
available non-magnetic matrix and promise to avoid the
negative effects of higher dissolution rates in the bioreactors.

Alumina is one of the widely used technical ceramics. We
used the sol–gel technique to prepare the necessary alumina
matrix since with this method it is possible to obtain Al2O3 in
granular form having high specific surface area and very good
thermal stability.30 Due to these characteristics porous alumina
is generally the first choice as a catalyst carrier. Although
alumina is used very frequently as a ceramic matrix for metal–
composite materials, only a few works have been published
concerning its participation in magnetic composites. Along
these lines maghemite formation on aluminium oxide has been
obtained by dispersing iron(III) hydroxoacetate on the alumi-
nium oxide and heating strongly.31 Films from c-alumina
doped with c-Fe2O3 particles were also prepared using
poly(vinyl alcohol)–alumina hydrate precursors and sol–gel
chemistry.32 Fe2O3-containing aluminas were also prepared
using a crystalline precursor derived from ammonium dawso-
nite.33 Preparing such materials is of true value because
c-Fe2O3 (maghemite) is one of the most frequently used
ferromagnetic materials for recording. It is known that
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c-Fe2O3 is an oxidation product of magnetite (Fe3O4), while
the same compound in the form of fine particles has become a
subject of considerable interest concerning both its preparation
and its magnetic properties.

In the present work our efforts were focused on preparing a
composite material consisting of magnetic iron oxide nano-
particles and porous alumina. The preparation stages and the
structure of composites were examined using X-ray diffraction
(XRD), surface area measurements and electron microscopy
(SEM and TEM). The nature of the magnetic particles and
their magnetic behavior were examined by means of Mössbauer
spectroscopy and magnetic measurements over a wide tem-
perature range.

Experimental

Materials

The porous alumina used as matrix for the preparation of
magnetic composites was prepared by means of sol–gel
chemistry following the method described by Vazquez.34 The
as-produced gel was dried in air under ambient conditions for
24 h and then heated at 450 uC. This product (porous alumina)
was used as the porous matrix for the magnetic composite
preparation due to its high surface area.

0.3 g of porous alumina was dispersed in 10 ml CH3OH
containing 606 mg of Fe(NO3)3?9H2O (Merck) to produced
samples containing 17% wt iron. The mixture was stirred for
1 h followed by rapid removal of the solvent at 80 uC. The
as-prepared solid was powdered and exposed to vapors of
acetic acid (99.5% Merck) at 80 uC for 1 h. The obtained sample
was dried for 15 min at 80 uC in order to remove any physically
absorbed acetic acid. Three different products were obtained
by calcination for 1 h at 400 uC in air (Almag-air17), in nitrogen
(Almag-N17) and in oxygen (Almag-O17) in order to examine
the role of the calcination conditions in the magnetic and
structural properties of the final products.

Techniques

X-Ray powder diffraction data were collected on a D8
ADVANCE BRUKER diffractometer using CuKa (40 kV,
40 mA) radiation and a secondary beam graphite mono-
chromator. Diffraction patterns were collected in the 2H range
from 10 to 90 degrees, in steps of 0.01 degrees and 1 s counting
time per step. Scanning electron images were recorded using
a JEOL JSM-6400V scanning electron microscope (SEM). The
samples were gold sputtered to avoid charging effects on the
images. Transmission electron micrographs were obtained with
a JEOL 120CX instrument equipped with a CeB6 filament and
operating at 120 kV. TEM samples were prepared by gently
grinding the powders and casting on a holey carbon grid. The
images are typical and representative of the samples under
observation.

Mössbauer spectra were recorded with a conventional con-
stant acceleration spectrometer and a 57Co(Rh) source and the
parameters were obtained by a least-squares minimization
program assuming Lorentzian line shapes. The Mössbauer
spectrometer was calibrated with an a-Fe absorber and all
isomer shift values reported here are relative to iron at room
temperature.

Magnetic measurements were carried out at room tempera-
ture in a Quantum Design Magnetometer (SQUID), while the
samples were measured in their powder form. Thermal
variations of zero field cooled (ZFC) and field cooled (FC)
magnetization curves were taken from 250 K to 4.2 K.

The N2 adsorption–desorption isotherms were measured at
78 K on a Quantachrome Autosorb–I porosimeter. Specific
surface areas SBET were determined with the Brunauer–
Emmett–Teller (BET) method using adsorption data points
in the relative pressure P/Po range 0.01 to 0.30. The desorption

branches of the isotherms were used for the pore size calcu-
lations according to the Kelvin equation rk ~ 4.146/log Po/P
(Å), where Po is the saturated vapour pressure in equilibrium
with the adsorbate condensed in a capillary or a pore, P
is the vapour pressure of a liquid contained in a cylindrical
capillary, and rk is the Kelvin radius of the capillary or pore.
All samples used for the surface analyses were outgassed at
250 uC for 10 h under high vacuum (1025 mbar) before the
measurements.

Results and discussion

Structural characterization and sorption properties

Fig. 1 presents the XRD patterns of Almag-air17, Almag-N17
and Almag-O17 samples along with porous alumina. The
positions of the diffraction lines of c-Fe2O3, magnetite (Fe3O4)
and a-Fe2O3 are also indicated. As shown in this figure,
the patterns of Almag-air17 and Almag-N17 exhibit a broad
relatively intense reflection near 35.7u, clearly separated from
the amorphous part, which can be attributed to the formation
of nanophase c-Fe2O3 or magnetite particles.23 Using the
Scherrer equation, the particle size of these particles can be
estimated to be about 7–10 nm. On the other hand, the XRD
pattern of Almag-O17 contains the characteristic reflections
of a-Fe2O3 (stronger lines) and also of c-Fe2O3 or magnetite
(weaker lines). From the full width at half maximum (FWHM)
of the sharp reflections in this pattern, using as above the
Scherrer equation, the particle size of the a-Fe2O3 can be
estimated to be about 40–60 nm. However, it is difficult to
assign the observed reflections, in the above patterns, to
c-Fe2O3 or magnetite nanoparticles, since both phases show
similar XRD patterns.

The surface area and the pore structure of our samples were
determined from nitrogen isotherm analysis. As shown in
Fig. 2 the porous alumina displayed a type-IV isotherm,
charac- teristic for mesoporous materials, while hysteresis was
observed indicating the occurrence of capillary condensation
in the pores. Using these data, the specific surface area SBET

was calculated to be 514 m2 g21, the pore size 52 Å, and the
total pore volume 0.59 mL g21. On the other hand, the
magnetic composites, which were prepared using the above
porous alumina as a ceramic matrix, displayed similar type-IV
isotherms but the curves at high P/Po values were flatter and

Fig. 1 XRD patterns of porous Al2O3 (a) and magnetic composites
Almag-air17 (b), Almag-N17 (c), and Almag-O17 (d).
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showed greater hysteresis. The total adsorbed N2 volume was
under 0.3 mL g21 for the three composites (Fig. 2). Using these
data, smaller effective pore radii and specific surface areas SBET

under 330 m2 g21 were obtained (Table 1). Among the three
composites, the Almag-air17 sample appears to have the largest
specific surface area. Although the reduction of SBET for all
magnetic composites is predictable, since the development of
magnetic particles inside the porous alumina restricts the free
surface of the solids, the reason for the observed differences in
the sorption properties among them is not obvious. Probably
the different atmospheric conditions during each composite
preparation lead to a different morphology of each sample,
which affects the sorption properties of the samples.

The particle morphology in the samples at the micrometer
scale length was investigated using scanning electron micro-
scopy (SEM). Shown in Fig. 3 are typical images of the
as-synthesized host material (porous alumina) and the different
composites. The images reveal a striking difference on the
overall microstructure between the host material and the
composites. In particular, porous alumina consists of irregu-
larly shaped particles with sizes in the range of 1–70 mm, typical
of highly porous alumina. In contrast, the nanocomposites
show a more compact structure consisting of smaller particles
(ca. v25 mm). Among the three nanocomposites, Almag-O17
shows the less porous structure. The microstructures of Almag-
N17 and Almag-air17 samples have similar morphology and
larger pores than Almag-O17. The difference between the
host alumina matrix and composite materials originates from
seeding effects of the iron oxide particles, which are used as
precursors for the nanocomposite’s preparation. In fact, it
is well known that various oxides, including hematite, play
the seeding role in nucleation and growth of a-Al2O3 from
boehmite.35,36 The initiation of transformation in porous
alumina demands sufficient energy which must be supplied
to the system in order to exceed the nucleation barrier. As the
existence of iron oxide particles in the composites supplies the
system with nuclei, the nucleation step effectively is eliminated,
and as a result less energy is required for the transformation,

which therefore occurs at a lower temperature. Probably the
transformation of porous alumina to the c-form starts at lower
temperature resulting in different microstructures in the porous
alumina and in the magnetic composites (Fig. 3).

Magnetic measurements and mechanism of formation of
magnetic nanocomposites

Fig. 4 shows the magnetization curves versus the applied
magnetic field at room temperature for the Almag composites.
These curves are typical of samples possessing magnetic pro-
perties. By extrapolation, we deduce the following saturation
magnetization values for the three composites: Almag-N17,
y6.5 emu g21; Almag-air17, y3 emu g21; and Almag-O17,
y2 emu g21. Taking into consideration that the nominal
iron loading in the three composites is the same (17% wt), one
can attribute the differences in the magnetization of the
composites to other reasons. In fact it seems that the
atmospheric conditions which were used during the composite
preparation are very important. As reported earlier25 the
mechanism leading to the magnetic phase formation over the
alumina support is based on the ability of the iron–carboxylate
compounds to be transformed upon pyrolysis to crystalline
magnetic iron oxidic nanoparticles. For instance, it is known
that pyrolysis in air of the salt Fe(NO3)3?9H2O at 300 uC leads
to the formation of the non-magnetic a-Fe2O3 (hematite).37–40

In contrast, the trinuclear iron complex [Fe3Ac6O?3H2O]NO3,
prepared according to a published route,41 affords pure

Fig. 2 Nitrogen adsorption–desorption isotherms of the samples:
porous Al2O3 (a), Almag-air17 (b), Almag-N17 (c) and Almag-O17
(d). Inset, pore size distribution calculated from the N2-desorption
branch.

Table 1 Specific areas and pore sizes of alumina magnetic composites

Sample
SBET/
m2 g21

Pore
diameter/Å

Total pore
volume/mL g21

Alumina 514 52 0.59
Almag-N17 247 30 0.19
Almag-O17 173 28 0.12
Almag-air17 328 44 0.30

Fig. 3 Scanning electron micrographs of the samples: porous Al2O3 (a),
Almag-air17 (b), Almag-N17 (c) and Almag-O17 (d).

Fig. 4 Magnetization versus applied field curves for the samples:
Almag-N17 (a), Almag-air17 (b) and Almag-O17 (c).
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magnetic c-Fe2O3 or produces magnetite (Fe3O4) nanocrys-
tallites, if calcination takes place in an inert atmosphere.
Therefore, complexation of the trivalent iron centers by the
carboxylate moieties42 is essential prior to transformation to
each particular magnetic phase after pyrolysis. According to
other reports, the key step for this kind of transformation is the
reduction of the parent trivalent iron centers to their divalent
state by the carboxylate units, the reducing power of which is
well known in the literature.43 More specifically, magnetite is
first formed through ion re-organization and re-crystallization
and subsequently c-Fe2O3 is formed via oxidation of magnetite,
provided that oxygen is present throughout the reaction
process.44 In our work, the pyrolysis of the alumina/iron–
acetate system takes place under three different atmospheres,
i.e. (a) an inert atmosphere, (b) air (significant amount of
oxygen) and (c) 100% oxygen, and thus it is expected that
magnetite, c-Fe2O3 or a-Fe2O3 based alumina composites
could be synthesized. Thus, the observed differences in satura-
tion magnetization for the three composites of Fig. 4 can
be attributed to the specific magnetic phases which have
developed in each composite.

The questions that emerge at this point concern the size and
the state of dispersion of magnetic particles into the pores of
alumina. Magnetic measurements provide evidence for the size
and interactions of the magnetic nanoparticles. According to
theory, if a random assembly of small particles is cooled down
under an applied field, the magnetic moment vectors tend to
freeze parallel to the field. Upon increasing the temperature,
the magnetization will decrease due to relaxation (MFC curve).
If the same process takes place without the application of a
magnetic field, the magnetic moments are distributed ran-
domly. If a small static field is applied, the magnetic moments
tend to align along the field, so magnetization will also increase,
but as the temperature increases the effect of relaxation will
result in the decrease of the total magnetization (MZFC curve).
The temperature (Tmax) corresponding to the maximum in the
MZFC curve is the blocking temperature and is related to a
certain averaged volume of magnetic particles. Such behavior
is characteristic of superparamagnetism and it is due to the
progressive blocking of the magnetization of smaller and
smaller particles as the temperature decreases. Along these
lines, the zero field cooled magnetization MZFC and field cooled
magnetization MFC of the Almag-N17 sample are shown in
Fig. 5. As shown in this figure, superparamagnetic behavior is

observed, i.e. at high temperature the two curves coincide,
while at lower temperatures Tbra y 120 K (Tbra is the
branching temperature) MZFC and MFC start to separate,
where the MZFC magnetization shows a broad maximum.
In addition, the MFC curve increases up to Tmax and then
saturates, while the ratio Tbra/Tmax is almost 1. According to
the above comments we can assign the observed curves to small
magnetic particles exhibiting maximum interactions and there-
fore strong aggregation.45 Similar behavior was observed for
the other two composites with the exception of a different Tbra.

We used transmission electron microscopy (TEM) to
investigate the nature of the magnetic nanoparticles in the
composite materials. Shown in Fig. 6 are representative TEM
images of the composites as well as that for the host
porous alumina (Fig. 6a) for comparison. The TEM images
of the composites Almag-air17 and Almag-N17 show that the
magnetic c-Fe2O3 nanoparticles are finely divided within the
resulting material, Fig. 6b, c. It was not possible to distin-
guish between the iron and alumina oxidic structures in the
nanometer scale length. The results clearly indicate that the
magnetic nanoparticles in these materials are very small, in
the range of a few nanometers. In contrast, for the sample
calcined in oxygen (Almag-O17), the TEM reveals the forma-
tion of significant larger magnetic nanoparticles (y50 nm)
clearly distinct from those of alumina, see Fig. 6d.

The nature and size evolution of the magnetic particles
in Almag samples were studied by variable-temperature
Mössbauer spectroscopy. Fig. 7 shows representative spectra
of the Almag-air17 sample, recorded in the temperature range
4.2 to 300 K. The spectra show a gradual evolution from a
paramagnetic doublet to a six-line spectrum as the temperature
decreases. This behavior is typical of samples containing super-
paramagnetic particles.46 According to theoretical models,
superparamagnetic behavior occurs if the thermal energy kBT is
comparable with the anisotropy energy of the particles. The
magnetization vector can fluctuate between the easy directions
of magnetization of the particle, with a relaxation time that
follows an Arrhenius equation:

t ~ to exp KV/kBT

where kB is Boltzmann’s constant, T the absolute temperature,

Fig. 5 Thermal variation of zero field cooled (ZFC) and field cooled
(FC) magnetization of magnetic particles in Almag-N17.

Fig. 6 TEM images of: (a) pure porous alumina, and magnetic alumina
nanocomposites: (b) Almag-air17, (c) Almag-N17 and (d) Almag-O17.
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K the effective anisotropy energy constant, V the volume of the
particle and to is a preexponential factor which is of the order
of 1029–10211 s. Superparamagnetic relaxation can conveni-
ently be studied by using Mössbauer spectroscopy since it
results in a broadening of the absorption lines for relaxation
times of the order of 1028 s, whereas for t ¡ 1029 s the
magnetic hyperfine splitting disappears. Thus, magnetic
hyperfine fields can be measured by Mössbauer spectroscopy
only if the time required for the measurements tobs corresponds
to tL ~ vL

21, where vL is the Larmor frequency of the nuclear
spin. Therefore, for tL % t, ferromagnetic behavior (sextet)
and for t % tL superparamagnetism (singlet or doublet) will
be observed. The temperature at which tL ~ t is the blocking
temperature TB and is often defined as the temperature at
which 50% of the spectral area accounts for the magnetic part.

As shown in Fig. 7, the R.T. spectrum of Almag-air17 (T ~

300 K) consists of one paramagnetic doublet only with isomer
shift d ~ 0.32 mm s21 and quadrupole splitting DEq ~

0.95 mm s21, similar to that observed by Brown et al.47 Both
values suggest isolated paramagnetic Fe31 centers in an
octahedral oxygen coordination. At 85 K the spectrum of
the same sample consists of a magnetic part in addition to the
paramagnetic, with relative areas 28% and 72% respectively. At
20 K the magnetic part is more intense, with broad lines, in
addition to the paramagnetic part. The simultaneous appear-
ance of the paramagnetic doublet and the magnetic sextet in
these spectra is characteristic of superparamagnetic behavior,
which is typical for small particles. At 4.2 K the spectrum
displays a paramagnetic doublet, accounting for 15% of the
total area of the spectrum, while the magnetic part requires
three magnetic sextets with approximately equal absorption
areas for acceptable analysis. The area of the paramagnetic
doublet decreases with decreasing temperature and this area
is transferred to the magnetic components. According to the
above description, the superparamagnetic patterns exhibited
by the Almag-air17 composite reveal that the system consists
of nanoscale magnetic particles with a distribution of sizes
dispersed in the alumina matrix.

Fig. 8 presents the 57Fe Mössbauer spectra of the Almag-O17,

Almag-N17 and Almag-air17 samples at 4.2 K. All spectra
consist of one paramagnetic doublet plus a magnetic part. The
magnetic part requires three magnetic sextets with approxi-
mately equal absorption areas for acceptable analysis. The
third hyperfine magnetic sextet which was necessary for the
spectrum analysis could be attributed to another iron phase
in the sample or the particle size distribution. The spectrum
of the sample heated in an oxygen atmosphere has sharp
absorption lines and the paramagnetic area accounts for 8%.
For the sample heated in nitrogen the paramagnetic area is 10%
and the spectral lines are broader. For the air-heated sample
the absorption lines become even broader and the paramag-
netic contribution accounts for 15% at this temperature. The
paramagnetic area contribution at this temperature arises from
very small particles that do not order magnetically, due to their
small size. The observed difference in the paramagnetic area
between the three samples is attributed to the preparation
procedure and more specifically to the atmosphere during
heating, since all samples originate from the same preparation
batch. Therefore, we can conclude that heating in air produces
smaller particles than heating in nitrogen or in oxygen gas flow,
in agreement with the TEM images.

As far as the nature of the magnetic particles is concerned,
it is observed that all spectra are fitted by at least one broad
doublet and three or four sextets having different Mössbauer
parameters. The values of magnetic field (H), isomer shift (d),
quadrupole splitting (DEq) and relative area % for each
component of the spectra measured at 4.2 K are given in
Table 2. The Almag samples exhibited completely different
spectra at 4.2 K. The hyperfine values of the magnetic
components of Almag-O17 are very close to those of hematite
(a-Fe2O3)16,48 while the corresponding magnetic components
of Almag-air17 have hyperfine values similar to those of
maghemite (c-Fe2O3).16,49 Hematite exhibits larger quadrupole
splitting (DEq y 20.11 mm s21) as opposed to almost zero
quadrapole splitting of c-Fe2O3. Finally, the Mössbauer
spectrum of Almag-N17 was fitted by magnetic sextets
having isomer shift values of almost 0.6 mm s21 which is
characteristic of magnetite (Fe3O4).50 The SQUID measure-
ments discussed above provide additional support for the
existence of these phases as the main phases in the three

Fig. 7 Mössbauer spectra of Almag-air17 sample recorded at room
temperature, 85 K, 20 K and 4.2 K.

Fig. 8 Mössbauer spectra of Almag-air17, Almag-N17 and Almag-O17
samples recorded at 4.2 K.

J. Mater. Chem., 2003, 13, 871–876 875



samples. Almag-N17 containing magnetite as the main phase
shows larger magnetization than Almag-air17 containing
c-Fe2O3 while the Almag-O17 with hematite as the main
phase shows the poorest magnetization.

Finally, magnetic Fe2O3–Al2O3 composites with different
iron loadings, higher and lower than 17% wt, were prepared
and also examined. However the optimum value in magnetiza-
tion and porosity was obtained in composites containing 17%
wt iron.

Conclusions

Fe2O3–Al2O3 composites were prepared via interaction of
acetic acid vapors with iron oxides dispersed on the surface of
a sol–gel derived porous alumina. This preparation method
leads to Fe2O3-containing aluminas, which combine high
specific surface areas and a variety of iron oxide nanoparticles,
depending on the atmospheric conditions during preparation.
The experimental data from magnetic measurements and
Mössbauer spectra showed that the major magnetic iron
oxide phases in composites were c-Fe2O3 and Fe3O4 after
calcination in air and nitrogen atmospheres respectively. In
contrast, a-Fe2O3 was obtained in an atmosphere rich in
oxygen. Electron microscopy images indicated both the
coexistence of particles with sizes from a few to 50 nm and a
particle morphology that depends on the atmospheric condi-
tions during thermal treatment.
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Table 2 Mössbauer parameters resulting from least squares fits of the
4.2 K spectra of Almag-air17, Almag-N17 and Almag-O17 samples

H/T dFe/mm s21 DEq/mm s21 Area (%)

Almag-air17 — 0.43 1.46 15
51.7 0.47 0.00 27
48.2 0.46 20.01 30
44.0 0.45 20.03 28

Almag-N17 — 0.58 1.58 9
52.6 0.58 20.07 26
50.8 0.43 0.02 24
47.9 0.60 20.09 15
42.1 0.63 0.01 26

Almag-O17 — 0.42 1.62 8
53.6 0.49 20.10 47
51.0 0.47 20.12 22
46.9 0.43 20.08 23
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