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Abstract: We present the polarization-dependent highly absorptive in Ka-band composition of
conventional polyurethane foam filled with in situ synthesized aerogel coated by reduced graphene
oxide (rGO). The rGO-based aerogel was in situ prepared into the open-cell polyurethane foam
(PUF) skeleton through a bidirectional freeze-drying process. The aerogel is composed of the flat
lamellas stacks, possessing the anisotropic structure and unique electromagnetic properties. Further
improvement of the electromagnetic shielding ability was possible by the rGO coating introduction
as a coupling layer between PUF and rGO-based aerogel. This enhances the overall conductivity of
the resulting composites: 1.41 + 3.33i S/m vs. 0.9 + 2.45i S/m for PUF loaded with in situ synthesized
aerogel without rGO coating.With this mechanically robust plane easy to process coating one could
achieve −20 dB by power with the record light structure (0.0462 g/cm2). That could compete in view
of the weight per cm2 even with graphene-based absorbers comprising either dielectric matching
elements or back metal reflectors, or both.

Keywords: reduced graphene oxide; polyurethane foam; aerogel; microwave; absorption;
electromagnetic interference shielding; compressive deformation

1. Introduction

Carbon porous structures are known as effective ultra-light electromagnetic shields [1–13].
However, in most of the cases foams, aerogels, xerogels, and periodic architectures made of highly
conductive glassy carbon skeleton (the conductivity is in the range from a few thousands to a few tens
of thousands S/m) are highly reflective in microwave range. This is because all their characteristic
geometrical parameters, such as cells and windows sizes, are much smaller than the microwave
wavelength. Therefore, they could be presented schematically as a homogeneous conductive bulk
structure which conductivity in non-resonant regime is roughly proportional to the “foam” density. It
has been recently shown [13] that highly conductive skeleton is responsible for the sharp resonance
absorption peaks at given frequencies (in most cases in THz frequency ranges), which position
corresponds to the cell and/or window size of glassy carbon-based meshes.
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When we are looking for highly absorptive structures in wide frequency range intuitively, it is
clear that one needs to approach to as better as possible matching of shielding component with a free
space. The best matching could be achieved via either so called Salisbury screen (the thickness of the
absorptive dielectric should correspond to 1/4 of the electromagnetic wavelength) [14–16] or by cellular
structure composed of not so highly conductive as glassy carbon skeleton in order to suppress reflection.
In that sense, 3D printed components combining dielectric matrix and carbon containing conductive
filament with conductivity at the level of a few tens of S/m look very attractive [17]. Although 3D
printed layered structures are efficient (even if not perfect) absorbers of microwave radiation, they are
relatively heavy in comparison with carbon porous monoliths [13] or graphene-based absorbers on the
top of appropriate dielectric layer [18–20], as well as metamaterials like epsilon-near-zero substrate [21]
or back reflector [22].

An interesting alternative to all the mentioned options could be provided by the structure
combining the light (density 0.065 g/cm3) polymer foam with conductive ultra-light aerogel (density
0.0081 g/cm3), which original synthesis route has been recently proposed in our papers [23,24].

The present work will (i) study the electromagnetic properties of these polyurethane foams
(PUF) and reduced graphene oxide (rGO) coated PUF loaded with in situ synthesized aerogel
embedding rGO; and (ii) advertise them as one of the newly developed lightest absorbers of microwave
radiation that demonstrates an outstanding mechanical robustness against compression deformations.
The rGO-based aerogel was in situ prepared into the open cell PUF skeleton through a bidirectional
freeze-drying process [25]. The obtained aerogel consisted of the flat lamellas stacks, which possessed
the anisotropic structure and unique electromagnetic properties. In order to further improve the
electromagnetic properties, the rGO coating was used as coupling layer between PUF and rGO-based
aerogel to enhance the overall conductivity of the resulting composites. Chitosan (CS) was chosen to
prepare rGO-based aerogel because it can stabilize the GO in suspensions thus allowing the formation
of reliable aerogels [26] and because the -NH2 groups on the CS macromolecular chains can promote
the thermal reduction of GO [27].

Being broadband absorber in Ka-band (26–37 GHz) investigated ultra-light structures could be
utilized for many practical applications, solving a number of hot problems such as electromagnetic
security in space, widespread absorbers in secure electronic schemes suppressing re-scattered and
crosstalk signals, anti-scanning/cloaking coatings and microwave sensors to detect and decode low
intensity microwave signals.

2. Sample Preparation

2.1. Materials

Flake graphite (~75µm) was purchased from Qingdao Tianhe Graphite Co. Ltd. (Qingdao,
China). Potassium permanganate (KMnO4) were purchased from Chengdu Kelong Chemical Reagent
Company (Chengdu, China). Hydrochloric acid (HCl) and concentrated sulfuric acid (H2SO4), which
were all analytical-grade, were purchased from Sichuan Xilong Chemical Co. Ltd. (Chengdu, China).
Medium molecular weight chitosan (448877 Aldrich with a deacetylation degree greater than 75–85%),
ascorbic acid, acetic acid (ACS reagent, ≥99.7%) and silver paste were purchased from Sigma-Aldrich
(Milan, Italy).

Polyurethane foams were prepared by using Methylene diphenyl diisocyanate (MDI), SpecflexNE
134 (isocyanate index 0.8) and synthetic polyol, SpecflexNF 660 (hydroxyl value: 65.3–75) kindly
provided by Dow chemicals, Italy, and Bio-based polyol, FF1BiosucciniumTM, (hydroxyl value equal
to 61.5 mgKOH/g) kindly provided by Reverdia, Netherlands. CH3COOK, L6164, PM40 (kindly
provided by Momentive, Italy) and distilled water were used as catalyst, surfactant, and blowing
agent, respectively.
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2.2. Preparation of GO and GO/CS Solution

The preparation of graphene oxide was described in our previous work [23]. The GO/CS solution
(5/5 mg/mL) was prepared by mixing CS solution (10 mg/mL, 40 mL) and GO solution (10 mg/mL,
40 mL) in a 100 mL centrifuge tube under 30 min probe-sonication treatment. The CS solution
(10 mg/mL) was prepared by dissolving CS powder (10 g) into 1000 mL of 1 v/v% acetic acid solution
and stirred for 12 h at room temperature. A uniform GO suspension (10 mg/mL) was obtained by
dispersing GO powder (0.4 g) into deionized water (40 mL) and sonicated in a bath-sonicator for 2 h.

2.3. Preparation of PUFs and rGO-Coated PUFs

Open-cell polyurethane foams were prepared by adding MDI (38.6 g) to a mixture of polyols
(i.e., bio-based polyol/synthetic polyol, 10 g/40 g), CH3COOK (0.1 g), PM40 (0.1 g) and L6164 (0.1 g)
and H2O. After stirring for about 20 s, the mixture was quickly poured into a mold. The resulting
polyurethane foams were post-cured in oven at 75 ◦C for 1 h, and 120 ◦C for further curing for
3 h, respectively.

The reduced graphene oxide-coated PUF foams (rGO-PUF) were prepared by deposition of in
situ thermal reduced graphene oxide nanoplatelets onto the surfaces of polyurethane foams. First,
the GO/ascorbic acid premixed solution (50 mL) was filled into a centrifuge tube (50 mL) containing
PUF samples (15 mm × 15 mm × 15 mm) under vacuum. The GO/ascorbic acid premixed solution
was prepared by mixing GO (100 mg) and ascorbic acid (4000 mg) into 100 mL DI water. Second,
the centrifuge tube containing PUF and GO/ascorbic acid solution was transferred into an oven
at 90 ◦C for 2 h to in-situ reduce the GO and let the rGO deposited on the PUF surfaces. Finally,
the resulting rGO-PUF samples were washed with ethanol and deionized water, and dried in an oven
at 90 ◦C for an additional 3 h.

2.4. Preparation of Graphene-Based Chitosan Aerogel/PUF Composites by Bidirectional Freeze-Drying

First, the GO/CS solution (5/5 mg/mL, 50 mL) was filled into a centrifuge tube (50 mL) containing
three pieces of PUF cubes (15 mm× 15 mm× 15 mm) under the action of vacuum. The centrifuge tube
with three pieces of PUF cubes was placed in a vacuum desiccator with an 80 kPa below atmospheric
pressure in advance. Then, we kept the vacuum constant for about 30 min for degassing. Second,
the PUF cubes filled with GO/CS solution were carefully transferred into a silicone rubber mold
placed on the top of a steel plate for bidirectional freezing. One end of the steel plate was immersed
in liquid nitrogen to induce a temperature gradient on the plate surface. When the samples were
completely frozen, they were removed from the mold and lyophilized to remove the ice phase. Finally,
the obtained aerogel/PUF composites were thermally dried for removing the residual acetic acid
and then thermally treated at 200 ◦C for 12 min to promote the thermal reduction of the GO/CS
aerogel. Graphene-based aerogel/rGO-PUF samples were produced with a similar procedure by
starting from polyurethane foams coated with reduced graphene oxide (rGO-PUF). More details about
the preparation of all samples are provided in publications by our research team [24].

3. Experimental

The microwave measurements (26–37 GHz frequency range, Ka-band) were carried out using
scalar network analyzer R2-408R, (ELMIKA, Vilnius, Lithuania) by means of the waveguide method.
Samples were accurately cut in parallelepiped shape in order to fit the waveguide cross section of
7.2 × 3.4 mm. Samples thickness was chosen as 2.3 mm in order to comprise at least five pores (typical
pore size was estimated as approx. 500 microns). The electromagnetic (EM) responses were measured
as ratios of transmitted/input (S21) and reflected/input (S11) signals. Absorption was re-calculated as
A = 1 − R − T = 1 − (S21)2 − (S11)2.
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The compressive properties of the materials were tested by using an Instron (5564) universal
testing instrument. The specimens (40 mm × 40 mm × 10 mm) were compressed with a 3 mm/min
strain rate along the shortest direction.

The results of Thermogravimetric analysis (TGA) can be found in Supplementary materials.

4. Results and Discussion

4.1. Structural Characterization

The aerogel/foam composites were prepared by the in situ growth of rGO/CS aerogel inside
the PUF through bidirectional freeze-drying method, which is schematically illustrated in Figure 1.
3D coordinates were established according to the ice growth direction. The freezing starting line is
determined as the x-axis. The vertical ice growth direction with the growth rate of 1.2 mm/min is
defined as the z-axis, and the horizontal ice growth direction with the growth rate of 7.5 mm/min is
defined as the y-axis.
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Figure 1. Schematic illustrations of the fabrication of rGO/CS aerogel/polyurethane foam (PUF) composite.

Figure 2 shows schematic illustration of the resulting aerogel/PUF composite with 3D coordinates.
Comparing the coordinates established in Figure 1, the coordinates were rotated to show the S (x, 0, z)
and S (0, y, z) surfaces. The parallel lamellas structure of the aerogel/PUF composite can be clearly
seen when the composite was observed from S (x, 0, z) surface, Figure 2b; while, the flat wall structure
was obtained when the S (0, y, z) surface was observed, Figure 2a. The photographs of pristine
PUF, the outside surface and the cross section of the aerogel/foam composite are presented in
Figure 2c–e, correspondently.
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Figure 2. Scanning electron microscope (SEM) images to show (a) the flat wall structure of the
aerogel/PUF composites observed in the surface of S (0, y, z) and (b) the aligned lamellas structure
observed in S (x, 0, z). Optical photos of (c) the pristine PUF, (d) the outside surface and (e) the cross
section of the aerogel/foam composite.
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According to Figure 3 pore size of the PUF was estimated as 503 ± 76 µm.
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Figure 3. SEM images to show the porous structure of the (a) pristine PUF and (c) rGO coated PUF.
High magnification SEM images to show the (b) smooth surface of the pristine PUF and (d) rough rGO
coating layer on the surface of rGO coated PUF.

Figure 4 presents the distance between two aerogel’s walls as 12.4 ± 2.8 µm.
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Figure 4. SEM images to show the aligned lamellas structure of the aerogel and the bonding interface
of the (a) aerogel/PUF composite and (b) aerogel/rGO-PUF composite.

4.2. Microwave Probing

Taking into account the fact that the wavelengths range corresponding to the studied microwave
frequencies 26–37 GHz are 8–11 mm, obviously the characteristic distances for microwaves at
least in (0, y, z) plane are much higher than the sample morphologic elements (both pores
and lamellas). Microwave frequencies the interaction of the PUF, as well as aerogel/PUF and
aerogel/rGO-PUF composites could be described by macroscopic parameters like conductivity or
complex dielectric permittivity.
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In fact, the foam-like porous structure can be roughly considered as the composite of air and
the skeleton as the second phase inclusion, percolated in all three directions. Since the material is
considered as homogeneous composite, the Fresnel formula may be applied for the calculation of
S-parameters:

S11 =
−2sin(γτ)

(
γ2

0 − γ2)
sin(γτ)

(
γ2

0 − γ2
)
+ 2iγγ0cos(γτ)

, (1)

S21 =
2γ/γ0

−2γ
γ0

cos(γτ) + i
((

γ
γ0

)2
+ 1
)

sin(γτ)

, (2)

where γ =
√( 2π

λ

)2
ε−

(
π
a
)2,γ0 =

√( 2π
λ

)2 −
(

π
a
)2, τ is the sample’s thickness, a = 7.2 mm is the width

of waveguide, and ε is the complex dielectric permittivity of the investigated sample.
Measured and modeled S-parameters of studied samples are presented in Figure 5.
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data, lines are modeling results.

As one can see, the pure polyurethane foam is fully transparent for the microwave radiation
and does not provides any impact on the transmitted (S21) signal, while modified foams transmit
only 25–40% of the initial radiation. In contrast, the conductivity of tannin and polyurethane
template-based carbon foams [5,10,11,13] could be described as the conductivity of metal-type material
by a simple formula:

ε(ω) = 1 +
iσ

ωε0
, (3)

the conductivities of modified PUF, both aerogel/PUF and aerogel/rGO-PUF, are complex values
σ(ω) = σ′(ω) + iσ” (ω), and thegeneral formula ε(ω) = σ

iωε0
should be used.

Comparing the best fit (lines in Figure 5) calculated using Equations (1) and (2) and measured
data (symbols in Figure 5), the conductivity of the modified foams has been reconstructed as
σ = 1.41 + 3.33i S/m and 0.9 + 2.45i S/m for aerogel/rGO-PUF and aerogel/PUF respectively.

The absorption spectra of loaded foams are demonstrated in Figure 6a for 2.3 mm thick layer
of aerogel/PUF samples. Both aerogel/PUF and aerogel/rGO-PUF show high absorption ability
(up to 56% of initial radiation), having extremely low density (0.065 g/cm3 and 0.066 g/cm3 for
Aerogel/PUF and Aerogel/rGO-PU correspondently). This means that both samples are really
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perspective candidates for producing lightweight electromagnetic absorbers for microwaves, in favor
of aerogel/rGO-PUF.
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The calculated electromagnetic interference shielding efficiency (T = (S21)2, R = (S11)2) in dB is
presented in Figure 6b vs samples thickness. One arrives to the state-of-the-art figures of merits for
Ka-band, i.e., −20 dB, for 7 mm thick aerogel/foam, being 0.00462 g/cm2. That is the given porous
structures could compete even with a graphene based absorber, as those surface densities should
include also the density of matching conventional dielectrics, polymer spacers, and/or back reflectors.

4.3. Anisotropy Study

For the anisotropic properties measurements two different types of samples were studied, one was
oriented with lamellas in parallel to the electric field (0, y, z) plane, and another one had aperpendicular
orientation (x, 0, z) plane. The results for aerogel/rGO-PUF are presented in Figure 7.
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In contract to previously collected data for other types of isotropic rGO based aerogels (see [28,29]),
significant difference was observed in electromagnetic response of aerogel/PUF of two different
orientations; i.e., S21 was close to 0.2 vs. 0.33 for electric field parallel to the z and x direction,
respectively. Moreover, there was no substantial difference in the reflection ability of the collected
samples (S11 = 0.55 vs. 0.58 at 32 GHz), which corresponded to 30% and 33% of reflection. Thereby,
namely absorption of aerogel comprising foams is sensitive to the polarization of electromagnetic field.

4.4. Mechanical Properties

The mechanical strength of rGO/CS aerogels prepared by freeze-drying methods is generally
poor. The PUF plays the role of elastic scaffold to enhance the strength of the aerogel/PUF composites.
Figure 8 shows that mechanical strength of both aerogel/PUF and aerogel/rGO-PUF composites
is higher than that of pristine PUF. For instance, the compressive strength of the pristine PUF at
40% strain is 21.8 kPa while the strengths of the aerogel/PUF and aerogel/rGO-PUF composites
compressive in x-axis at same strain are 40.3 and 38.9 kPa, respectively. As anisotropic materials,
the composites possessed higher strength in the z-axis, which are 52.8 and 56.6 kPa for aerogel/PUF
and aerogel/rGO-PUF composites at 40% strain, respectively. The aligned lamellas structure in
the z-axis, Figure 2b, provide higher compression resistance than the parallel lamellas in the x-axis.
Compared to the aerogel/PUF composites, the rGO coating layer did not show obvious influence on
the mechanical properties of the aerogel/rGO-PUF composites.
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Figure 8. Compressive properties under 40% compressive strain.

5. Conclusions

One of the lightest materials—polyurethane foam loaded with in situ synthesized aerogel in
some cases coated with reduced graphene oxide—demonstrates an appropriate level of conductivity
(σ = 1.41 + 3.33i S/m and 0.9 + 2.45i S/m) to provide a high level of electromagnetic interference
shielding in Ka-band being only a few mm thick due to mostly absorption ability. According to TGA
(see Supplementary materials), 12 min was chosen as the treatment time for thermal GO reduction,
because satisfactory conductivity has been obtained at this treatment time (not too large to be fully
reflective like glassy carbon made porous structures [13] or not too small like neat resin [11] to be fully
transparent for microwave radiation). The prominent anisotropy of the electromagnetic response was
observed: it is coursed by the polarization affected absorption of the studied shielding layers. With
this record 0.00462 g/cm2 graphene oxide based coating one may achieve more than −20 dB of EMI
SE for the simple plane of a mechanically robust structure for absorptive or anti-reflection microwave
components applications.
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Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at http://www.mdpi.com/1996-1944/12/2/213/s1,
Figure S1: Thermogravimetric curve of the GO/CS aerogel/PUF composite thermal treated under 200 ◦C for 2 h.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization: P.K., M.L. and H.X.; Materials designing: M.L., H.X., C.S. and L.V.;
Materials preparation, mechanical and thermal properties and morphology characterization: T.Z.; electromagnetic
measurements and data processing: A.P.; writing—original draft preparation: A.P., T.Z., P.K.; writing—review
and editing: M.L. and H.X.; project administration, P.K., M.L. and H.X.

Funding: This research was funded by H2020 RISE project 734164 Graphene 3D, The Science and Technology
Foundation of Guizhou Province (No. [2019]1188) and the Union State Technology-SG program.

Acknowledgments: P.K. is thankful for support by Tomsk State University Competitiveness Improvement
Program. We are thankful to Konstantin Batrakov and Dzmitry Bychanok, Institute for Nuclear Problems of
Belarusian State University, for valuable discussions.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Yang, J.; Shen, Z.; Hao, Z. Microwave characteristics of sandwich composites with mesophase pitch carbon
foams as core. Carbon 2004, 42, 1882–1885. [CrossRef]

2. Fang, Z.; Cao, X.; Li, C.; Zhang, H.; Zhang, J.; Zhang, H. Investigation of carbon foams as microwave
absorber: Numerical prediction and experimental validation. Carbon 2006, 44, 3368–3370. [CrossRef]

3. Fang, Z.; Li, C.; Sun, J.; Zhang, H.; Zhang, J. The electromagnetic characteristics of carbon foams. Carbon
2007, 45, 2873–2879. [CrossRef]

4. Moglie, F.; Micheli, D.; Laurenzi, S.; Marchetti, M.; Primiani, V.M. Electromagnetic shielding performance of
carbon foams. Carbon 2012, 50, 1972–1980. [CrossRef]

5. Micheli, D. Mitigation of Human Exposure to Electromagnetic Fields Using Carbon Foam and Carbon
Nanotubes. Engineering 2012, 4, 928–943. [CrossRef]

6. Kuzhir, P.P.; Paddubskaya, A.G.; Shuba, M.V.; Maksimenko, S.A.; Celzard, A.; Fierro, V.; Amaral-Labat, G.;
Pizzi, A.; Valušis, G.; Macutkevic, J.; et al. Electromagnetic shielding efficiency in Ka-band: Carbon foam
versus epoxy/carbon nanotube composites. J. Nanophotonics 2012, 6, 061715. [CrossRef]

7. Chen, Z.; Xu, C.; Ma, C.; Ren, W.; Cheng, H.-M. Lightweight and Flexible Graphene Foam Composites for
High-Performance Electromagnetic Interference Shielding. Adv. Mater. 2013, 25, 1296–1300. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

8. Albano, M.; Micheli, D.; Gradoni, G.; Morles, R.B.; Marchetti, M.; Moglie, F.; Primiani, V.M. Electromagnetic
shielding of thermal protection system for hypersonic vehicles. Acta Astronaut. 2013, 87, 30–39. [CrossRef]

9. Micheli, D.; Morles, R.B.; Marchetti, M.; Moglie, F.; Primiani, V.M. Broadband electromagnetic
characterization of carbon foam to metal contact. Carbon 2014, 68, 149–158. [CrossRef]

10. Letellier, M.; Macutkevic, J.; Paddubskaya, A.; Plyushch, A.; Kuzhir, P.; Ivanov, M.; Banys, J.; Pizzi, A.;
Fierro, V.; Macutkevic, J.; et al. Tannin-Based Carbon Foams for Electromagnetic Applications. IEEE Trans.
Electromagn. Compat. 2015, 57, 989–995. [CrossRef]

11. Bychanok, D.; Plyushch, A.; Piasotski, K.; Paddubskaya, A.; Voronovich, S.; Kuzhir, P.; Baturkin, S.;
Klochkov, A.; Korovin, E.; Letellier, M.; et al. Electromagnetic properties of polyurethane template-based
carbon foams in Ka-band. Phys. Scr. 2015, 90, 094019. [CrossRef]

12. Zhang, Y.; Huang, Y.; Zhang, T.; Chang, H.; Xiao, P.; Chen, H.; Huang, Z.; Chen, Y. Broadband and Tunable
High-Performance Microwave Absorption of an Ultralight and Highly Compressible Graphene Foam.
Adv. Mater. 2015, 27, 2049–2053. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Letellier, M.; Macutkevic, J.; Kuzhir, P.; Banys, J.; Fierro, V.; Celzard, A. Electromagnetic properties of model
vitreous carbon foams. Carbon 2017, 122, 217–227. [CrossRef]

14. Bauer, S.; Bauer-Gogonea, S.; Ploss, B. The physics of pyroelectric infrared devices. Appl. Phys. B 1992, 54,
544–551. [CrossRef]

15. Min Woo, J.; Kim, M.S.; Woong Kim, H.; Jang, J.H. Graphene based salisbury screen for terahertz absorber.
Appl. Phys. Lett. 2014, 104, 081106. [CrossRef]

16. Li, W.; Jin, H.; Zeng, Z.; Zhang, L.; Zhang, H.; Zhang, Z. Flexible and easy-to-tune broadband electromagnetic
wave absorber based on carbon resistive film sandwiched by silicon rubber/multi-walled carbon nanotube
composites. Carbon 2017, 121, 544–551. [CrossRef]

http://www.mdpi.com/1996-1944/12/2/213/s1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2004.03.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2006.07.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2007.10.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2011.12.053
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/eng.2012.412A118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1117/1.JNP.6.061715
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.201204196
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23300002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.actaastro.2013.02.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2013.10.074
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TEMC.2015.2430370
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0031-8949/90/9/094019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.201405788
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25689269
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2017.06.080
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00325524
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4866665
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2017.06.034


Materials 2019, 12, 213 10 of 10

17. Paddubskaya, A.; Valynets, N.; Kuzhir, P.; Batrakov, K.; Maksimenko, S.; Kotsilkova, R.; Velichkova, H.;
Petrova, I.; Biró, I.; Kertész, K.; et al. Electromagnetic and Thermal properties of 3D Printed Multilayered
Nano-carbon/Poly(lactic) Acid Structures. J. Appl. Phys. 2016, 119, 135102. [CrossRef]

18. Batrakov, K.; Kuzhir, P.; Maksimenko, S.; Paddubskaya, A.; Voronovich, S.; Lambin, P.; Kaplas, T.;
SvirkoEnhanced, Y. Flexible transparent graphene/polymer multilayers for efficient electromagnetic field
absorption. Sci. Rep. 2014, 4, 7191. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Batrakov, K.; Kuzhir, P.; Maksimenko, S.; Volynets, N.; Voronovich, S.; Paddubskaya, A.; Valusis, G.;
Kaplas, T.; Svirko, Y.; Lambin, P. Enhanced microwave-to-terahertz absorption in graphene. Appl. Phys. Lett.
2016, 108, 123101. [CrossRef]

20. Kuzhir, P.; Padabskaya, A.; Volynets, N.; Batrakov, K.G.; Kaplas, T.; Lamberti, P.; Kotsilkova, R.; Lambin, P.
The main principles of passive devices based on graphene and carbon films in microwave–THz frequency
range. J. Nanophotonics 2017, 11, 032504. [CrossRef]

21. Lobet, M.; Majerus, B.; Henrard, L.; Lambin, P. Perfect electromagnetic absorption using graphene and
epsilon-near-zero metamaterials. Phys. Rev. B 2016, 93, 235424. [CrossRef]

22. Kuzhir, P.; Paddubskaya, A.; Macutkevic, J.; Kuzhir, P.; Paddubskaya, A.; Macutkevic, J. Electromagnetics of
carbon: Nanovs. micro. In Carbon-Based Nanoelectromagnetics; Maffucci, A., Maksimenko, S., Svirko, Y., Eds.;
Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2019; Chapter 8; ISBN 9780081023938. in print.

23. Zhan, Y.H.; Wu, J.K.; Xia, H.S.; Yan, N.; Fei, G.; Yuan, G. Dispersion and Exfoliation of Graphene in Rubber
by an Ultrasonically-Assisted Latex Mixing and in situ Reduction Process. Macromol. Mater. Eng. 2011,
296, 590. [CrossRef]

24. Zhai, T.; Verdolotti, L.; Kaciulis, S. High Piezo-Resistive Performances of an Anisotropic Composite Realized
by EmbeddingrGO-based Chitosan Aerogel in Open Cell Polyurethane Foams. 2019, in press.

25. Gao, H.L.; Zhu, Y.B.; Mao, L.B.; Wang, F.C.; Luo, X.S.; Liu, Y.Y.; Lu, Y.; Pan, Z.; Ge, J.; Shen, W. Super-elastic
and fatigue resistant carbon material with lamellar multi-arch microstructure. Nat. Commun. 2016, 7, 12920.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Fang, M.; Long, J.; Zhao, W.; Wang, L.; Chen, G. pH-Responsive Chitosan-Mediated Graphene Dispersions.
Langmuir 2010, 26, 16771–16774. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Justin, R.; Chen, B.Q. Strong and conductive chitosan-reduced graphene oxide nanocomposites for
transdermal drug delivery. J. Mater. Chem. B 2014, 2, 3759–3770.

28. Song, W.L.; Guan, X.T.; Fan, L.Z.; Cao, W.Q.; Wang, C.Y.; Cao, M.S. Tuning three-dimensional textures with
graphene aerogels for ultra-light flexible graphene/texture composites of effective electromagnetic shielding.
Carbon 2015, 93, 151–160. [CrossRef]

29. Wan, Y.J.; Zhu, P.L.; Yu, S.H.; Sun, R.; Wong, C.P.; Liao, W.H. Ultralight, super-elastic and volume-preserving
cellulose fiber/graphene aerogel for high-performance electromagnetic interference shielding. Carbon 2017,
115, 629–639. [CrossRef]

© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4945576
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep07191
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25424525
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4944531
http://dx.doi.org/10.1117/1.JNP.11.032504
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.235424
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/mame.201000358
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms12920
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27676215
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la102703b
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20936800
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2015.05.033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2017.01.054
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Sample Preparation 
	Materials 
	Preparation of GO and GO/CS Solution 
	Preparation of PUFs and rGO-Coated PUFs 
	Preparation of Graphene-Based Chitosan Aerogel/PUF Composites by Bidirectional Freeze-Drying 

	Experimental 
	Results and Discussion 
	Structural Characterization 
	Microwave Probing 
	Anisotropy Study 
	Mechanical Properties 

	Conclusions 
	References

