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Abstract: CO, electroreduction was assessed at a Pt/C electrocatalyst of a membrane electrode assembly (MEA)
and a Pt electrode in 0.5 mol dm™® H,SO, solution. The CO, electroreduction behavior was evaluated by cyclic
voltammetry. As a result, the CO, electroreduction occurred to create adsorbed species on the Pt at the electrode
potential < 0.35 V vs. RHE. Under the condition, an H-adsorption reaction and the CO,, electroreduction reaction were
found to occur competitively. In addition, the results of CO- and methanol-stripping voltammograms imply one of the
adsorbed species on the Pt is methanol. When the coulombic ratios of the adsorbed species per CO, electroreduction
were compared in the MEA and the aqueous solution, the CO,, electroreduction is known to predominately occur in
the MEA.

Key Words: CO, reduction, Direct Methanol Fuel Cell (DMFC), Membrane Electrode Assembly (MEA), Polymer
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Fig. 1 Schematic illustrations of DMFC single cell (a) and
CO , reduction electrolyzer (b).
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Fig.2 Schematic of the three—electrode electrochemical cell
for aqueous solution.
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Fig.3 Cyclic voltammograms obtained by supplying inactive
gas (dotted line)and CO, gas (solid line)at the Pt/C of
the MEA (a)and the Pt electrode in the H,SO, solution

(b). Scan rate: 10 mV s™.
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Fig.4 Cyclic voltammograms obtained by supplying CO, gas

at the Pt/C of the MEA (a) and the Pt electrode in the
H,SO, solution (b) as a function of 5-min electrolysis
potential. Scan rate : 10 mV s™.
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Fig.5 5-min electrolysis potential dependence of coulombic

charges at the re-oxidation current appeared in Fig. 4.
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