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Selective hydrogenation of acetylene over Cu(211),
Ag(211) and Au(211): Horiuti–Polanyi mechanism
vs. non-Horiuti–Polanyi mechanism†

Bo Yang,*ab Robbie Burch,b Christopher Hardacre,*bc P. Hu*b and Philip Hughesd

Two hydrogenation mechanisms, namely the Horiuti–Polanyi and non-Horiuti–Polanyi mechanisms, are ex-

amined and compared for acetylene hydrogenation to ethylene over Cu(211), Ag(211) and Au(211) using

density functional theory (DFT) calculations. In the Horiuti–Polanyi mechanism, hydrogen molecules dissoci-

ate first followed by the sequential addition of hydrogen atoms to the hydrocarbon, whilst in the non-Horiuti–

Polanyi mechanism, hydrogen molecules react with the hydrocarbon directly. It is found that the Horiuti–

Polanyi mechanism is favoured on Cu(211) for the hydrogenation reactions of acetylene to ethylene, whilst

the non-Horiuti–Polanyi mechanism is favoured for the reactions over Ag(211). In contrast, on Au(211) the

hydrogenation of C2H2 and C2H3 follows the Horiuti–Polanyi mechanism, but the hydrogenation of C2H4

follows the non-Horiuti–Polanyi mechanism. Further analyses suggest that the non-Horiuti–Polanyi mecha-

nism is favoured when the reactants weakly adsorb while strong adsorption gives rise to the Horiuti–Polanyi

mechanism, which is consistent with the observations reported in our previous work. From the energy pro-

files obtained, the activity and selectivity of the hydrogenation reactions are also quantitatively estimated

and compared.

1. Introduction

The process of molecular hydrogen dissociation followed by
the sequential addition of hydrogen atoms to a wide range of
unsaturated compounds, including aldehydes, ketones, al-
kenes etc., is widely recognised as the Horiuti–Polanyi mecha-
nism. It has been utilized for the explanation of heteroge-
neous hydrogenation reactions since it was first proposed in
the 1930s.1–3 However, our recent work, investigating the hy-
drogenation of the simplest α,β-unsaturated aldehyde, acro-
lein, provided strong evidence that, instead of atomic hydro-
gen, molecular hydrogen (H2) might be the reacting species
in hydrogenation reactions occurring over Au surfaces with
different structures, which gives rise to a non-Horiuti–Polanyi
mechanism.4 Furthermore, two pathways, i.e. Horiuti–Polanyi
and non-Horiuti–Polanyi hydrogenation pathways, were exam-
ined by comparing the energies of the rate determining tran-
sition states in each pathway.4

In addition to the selective hydrogenation of aldehydes
and ketones, another large group of hydrogenation reactions
in the industry is the selective hydrogenation of alkynes, and
the catalysts used in the industry mainly consist of Pd alloyed
with other metals. Although group 11 metals have commonly
been used as promoters for Pd,5–20 they were found to be ac-
tive and highly selective towards alkyne hydrogenation while
in supported nano-particle formulations. Recent experimen-
tal studies on propyne hydrogenation over Cu catalysts
showed that the selectivity to propene formation is rather
high under optimal reaction conditions, but the activity is
relatively low: the conversion is as low as ∼40% at tempera-
tures up to 423 K.21,22 Further density functional theory
(DFT) calculations showed that the dissociation of molecular
hydrogen on Cu(111) is marginally endothermic (0.16 eV)
and is hindered by a large barrier of 0.83 eV, which is higher
than those of the subsequent hydrogenation steps. The hy-
drogenation of acetylene over Ag catalysts was investigated by
Sárkány and Révay.23 They found that Ag catalysts possess
low activity for acetylene hydrogenation, but 100% semi-
hydrogenation selectivity to ethylene at low temperatures. Al-
kyne hydrogenation using gold as catalysts has been studied
by many groups,17,22,24–33 and was firstly reported by Jia et al.
Therein, it was reported that the selective hydrogenation of
acetylene over Au/Al2O3 would give 100% selectivity to ethyl-
ene in the temperature range between 313 and 523 K. More-
over, the hydrogenation of ethylene on the catalyst occurred
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only at much higher temperatures above 573 K.24 One can
see from the above results that supported Cu, Ag and Au cata-
lysts all show high selectivity but lower activity than those
conventional heterogeneous PGM catalysts, e.g. Pd and Pt.
Recent studies by Vilé et al., combining experiments and the-
oretical calculations, found that the hydrogenation of
propyne over Ag also follows the non-Horiuti–Polanyi mecha-
nism.34 Therefore, it is of interest to extend our findings
from the hydrogenation of α,β-unsaturated aldehydes to the
hydrogenation of other unsaturated hydrocarbon and from
the effect of surface structures to the effect of using different
metal catalysts, in order to obtain a more complete picture of
the mechanisms involved and, more importantly, the trends
of the activity and selectivity of heterogeneous hydrogenation
reactions.

In the current work, the adsorption of the reactants, i.e.
C2H2 and H2, have been compared on Cu(211), Ag(211) and
Au(211), which are typical surface terminations used to repre-
sent the active sites of these metals with low coordination
number. The Horiuti–Polanyi and non-Horiuti–Polanyi hydro-
genation pathways have also been examined in detail for the
hydrogenation of C2H2, C2H3 and C2H4 over these surfaces. In
order to obtain the corresponding activity and selectivity of
C2H2 hydrogenation over each surface, the energy profiles of
C2H2 hydrogenation were obtained by combining the favoured
Horiuti–Polanyi/non-Horiuti–Polanyi hydrogenation pathways.

2. Computational details

DFT calculations were performed using the Vienna ab initio
simulation package (VASP) in slab models.35–38 The ex-
change–correlation functional of PW91 was used to calculate
the electronic structure.39 The projector augmented wave
(PAW) method was employed to describe the interaction be-
tween the atomic cores and electrons.40,41 For Cu(211),
Ag(211) and Au(211), 12-layer 1 × 4 unit cells with the top 6
layers relaxed during optimization were used to model the ad-
sorption and reaction processes. A 4 × 2 × 1 k-point sampling in
the surface Brillouin zone was used for these surfaces. The
vacuum was set to be more than 12 Å. A cut-off energy of 500
eV and a force threshold on each relaxed atoms below 0.05
eV Å−1 were used in the current work. The transition states
were located with a constrained minimization method.42–44

The adsorption/binding energies (Ead/bind) are defined as:

Ead/bind = Etotal − (Eg + Eslab) (1)

where Etotal is the energy of the system after adsorption, Eg is
the energy of the gas phase species and Eslab is the energy of
the slab. The temperature was set to 523 K, which is com-
monly used in the hydrogenation of acetylene with Cu, Ag
and Au catalysts experimentally, while obtaining the free
energies.17,21,22,24,27,30,31,45,46

3. Results and discussion

The adsorption of H2 and C2H2 was investigated initially
and the adsorption energies of H and C2H2 on the
Cu(211), Ag(211) and Au(211) surfaces are listed in
Table 1. It should be noted that the adsorption energies
of H are referenced with the total energy of gaseous 1/2H2.
We have calculated the energies of all the possible adsorp-
tion and transition state configurations at the possible
surface active sites, the corresponding adsorption energies
and reaction barriers are listed in the ESI,† and those
presented in the main text are the lowest ones. Hence,
the dissociative adsorption energies of H2 on Cu(211),
Ag(211) and Au(211) are −0.48 eV, 0.38 eV and 0.08 eV,

Table 1 Adsorption/binding energies (eV) of H, C2H2, C2H3 and C2H4 on
Cu(211), Ag(211) and Au(211). The adsorption/binding energies are calcu-
lated with eqn (1), and those of H are with respect to the total energy of
gaseous 1/2H2. All the energies are ZPE corrected

H C2H2 C2H3 C2H4

Cu(211) −0.24 −1.36 −2.44 −0.54
Ag(211) 0.19 0.06 −1.74 −0.21
Au(211) 0.04 −0.56 −2.00 −0.35

Table 2 Calculated reaction barriers (eV) of hydrogen dissociation (Ea,D),
hydrogenation by atomic hydrogen (Ea,A) and molecular hydrogen (Ea,M)
of C2H2, C2H3 and C2H4 on Cu(211), Ag(211) and Au(211). These barriers
are with respect to the energies of the adsorbed C2 species and gaseous
H2 or 1/2H2. All the energies are ZPE corrected

Cu(211) Ag(211) Au(211)

C2H2 Ea,D 0.38 1.16 0.56
Ea,A 0.61 0.80 0.52
Ea,M 1.09 0.45 0.94

C2H3 Ea,A 0.48 1.00 0.66
Ea,M 0.48 0.87 0.76

C2H4 Ea,A 0.15 0.76 0.66
Ea,M 0.90 0.87 0.72

Fig. 1 Adsorption configurations of C2H2, C2H3 and C2H4 on Cu(211),
Ag(211) and Au(211). The red, blue, yellow, grey and white balls denote
the copper, silver, gold, carbon and hydrogen atoms, respectively. This
notation is used throughout this paper.
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respectively, and the dissociation barriers with respect to
the gaseous total energy of H2 on Cu(211), Ag(211) and
Au(211) were calculated to be 0.38 eV, 1.16 eV and 0.56
eV, respectively, as listed in Table 2.

Using different methods (mobile, immobile and collision
theory models), we found recently that the rate of adsorption/
desorption step is strongly affected by the entropic factor,
and real adsorption transition states generally locate between

Fig. 2 Energy profiles of the hydrogenation of C2H2 (first panel), C2H3 (second panel) and C2H4 (third panel) by atomic and molecular hydrogen
on Cu(211), Ag(211) and Au(211). (g) and * indicate the gaseous and adsorption states, respectively. TS1, TS2 and TS3 are the transition states of
hydrogen dissociation, hydrogenation by atomic and molecular hydrogen, respectively. Also shown are the corresponding transition state
structures of the hydrogenation by atomic (TS2) and molecular (TS3) hydrogen.
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those obtained with mobile and immobile models.47 In the
current work, we use the immobile model to estimate the up-
per limit of the adsorption free energy barriers by assuming
that the adsorbate loses all the entropy at the adsorption
transition state. Therefore, the free energy barriers of the ad-
sorption processes are close to TS where T and S are the tem-
perature and the entropy of gaseous molecules, respectively.
This approach has been widely used in our previous work
and we found it is effective to estimate the adsorption free
energy barriers.19,20,33,48–54 However, we will show later that
the approach used to estimate the adsorption/desorption free
energy barriers would not vary the conclusions made in our
work. Due to the entropic effects, the effective dissociative ad-
sorption free energy barriers of H2 on Cu(211), Ag(211) and
Au(211) surfaces at 523 K are estimated to be 1.09 eV, 1.87 eV
and 1.27 eV, respectively, using the entropy data reported be-
fore.55 Furthermore, the adsorption free energy barriers of
C2H2 onto the catalyst surfaces can be estimated to be 1.09
eV at 523 K. Considering that the adsorption energies of
C2H2 on these surfaces are also higher than those of H2 on
all the surfaces studied (see Table 1), we find that, at the ini-
tial stage of the reaction, it is more difficult for H2 adsorption
onto the surfaces than for C2H2.

The adsorption/binding energies of C2H3 and C2H4 on the
surfaces calculated are also listed in Table 1 and the corre-
sponding adsorption configurations on the surfaces are
shown in Fig. 1. It is clear that the adsorption geometries of
C2H3 and C2H4 on all the three surfaces are almost identical,
i.e. C2H3 adsorbs at the bridge sites along the step edge and
C2H4 adsorbs at the step edges in a π-bonded configuration.
All the transition states of the elementary reactions, i.e. the
dissociation of H2 molecules, hydrogenation of C2 species
with atomic and molecular hydrogen species, are located on
each surface and the reaction barriers are listed in Table 2.
The energy profiles of the hydrogenation pathways of C2H2,
C2H3 and C2H4 by molecular and atomic hydrogen on
Cu(211), Ag(211) and Au(211) are shown in Fig. 2, along with
the transition state structures of hydrogenation reactions.
From these results, the following trends are readily obtained:

(i) On Cu(211), the hydrogenation of all the C2 species fol-
low the Horiuti–Polanyi mechanism, whilst on Ag(211) the
non-Horiuti–Polanyi mechanism is favoured for all the hydro-
genation pathways.

(ii) On Au(211), the hydrogenation of C2H2 and C2H3 fol-
low the Horiuti–Polanyi mechanism and the hydrogenation
of C2H4 follows the non-Horiuti–Polanyi mechanism.

Further analysis is carried out by plotting the transition
state energies of the rate determining steps in each pathway,
with respect to the corresponding gas phase energies of C2H2

+ H2, C2H3 + H2 and C2H4 + H2 (defined as ETS-gas), as a func-
tion of the adsorption/binding energies of C2H2 + 2H, C2H3 +
2H and C2H4 + 2H (defined as Ead), respectively, over each
surface. In all cases, a linear relationship is obtained (see
Fig. 3). Importantly, it is clear that the non-Horiuti–Polanyi
mechanism is favoured when the reactants weakly adsorb
whilst the strong adsorption leads to the Horiuti–Polanyi

mechanism being favoured. This is consistent with the re-
sults reported in our previous work,4 indicating that the
trend of different hydrogenation mechanisms observed for
the hydrogenation of α,β-unsaturated aldehydes can also be
applied to understand the hydrogenation reactions of unsatu-
rated hydrocarbons.

From the elementary steps obtained, the activity and se-
lectivity of ethylene formation from acetylene hydrogenation
on Cu(211), Ag(211) and Au(211) have been determined.
The energy profiles derived for the hydrogenation of acety-
lene to ethylene are shown in Fig. 4. It should be noted
that the Horiuti–Polanyi pathway of C2H3 hydrogenation is
hindered by the high dissociation barrier of H2 over
Ag(211), as one can see from Fig. 2. However, in the whole
process of C2H2 hydrogenation to C2H4 over Ag(211), the
first hydrogenation step, i.e. C2H2 hydrogenation, follows
the non-Horiuti–Polanyi mechanism, and the surface con-
tains adsorbed hydrogen atoms for the subsequent reaction
to C2H3. Interestingly, the subsequent hydrogenation of
C2H3 with this surface adsorbed hydrogen atom is found to
be favoured over the corresponding hydrogenation with mo-
lecular hydrogen, and a similar result was also observed in
the recent work reported by Vilé et al.34 Therefore, the pro-
cess of the hydrogenation of C2H2 to C2H4 over these sur-
faces can be written as:

Fig. 3 The relationship between the transition state energies of the
rate determining steps in each pathway referenced to the gas phase
C2H2 + H2, C2H3 + H2 or C2H4 + H2 energy (ETS-gas) and the adsorption
or binding energies of C2H2 + 2H, C2H3 + 2H or C2H4 + 2H (Ead)
investigated in this work. HP mechanism and NHP mechanism are the
Horiuti–Polanyi mechanism and non-Horiuti–Polanyi mechanism,
respectively.
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where (g) and (ad) represent the gaseous and adsorption
states, respectively.

On Cu(211), Ag(211) and Au(211), the free energy of
gaseous C2H2 + H2, −1.80 eV with respect to their gaseous to-
tal energy, can be considered to be the energy of the initial
state on all surfaces. Therefore, the effective barriers (Eeffa ) of
C2H2 hydrogenation to C2H4 on Cu(211), Ag(211) and Au(211)
can be estimated as 1.09 eV, 2.23 eV and 1.74 eV, respectively,
using the approach introduced previously,19,20,51,52,56 and the
dissociative adsorption of H2 or the hydrogenation of C2H2 to
C2H3 is rate-determining in the whole process of acetylene
hydrogenation over all the surfaces studied. Considering that
the adsorption energies of C2H2 over Cu(211), Ag(211) and
Au(211) surfaces are −1.36 eV, 0.06 eV, −0.56 eV, respectively,
it is observed that the activity of C2H2 hydrogenation in-

creases with the stronger C2H2 adsorption, indicating that
the activity of these surfaces lies on the weak adsorption side
of the volcano curve of acetylene hydrogenation.52,57 The se-
lectivity, which is defined as ΔEa, can be estimated from the
difference between the hydrogenation barrier of C2H4 and
the absolute value of the C2H4 adsorption energy on each sur-
face, i.e. ΔEa = Ea,hydr − |Ead|. Therefore, the higher the value
of ΔEa is, the higher the selectivity of ethylene will be. As
mentioned above, the hydrogenation of ethylene follows the
Horiuti–Polanyi mechanism over Cu(211), whilst on Ag(211)
and Au(211) the non-Horiuti–Polanyi mechanism is followed.
Therefore, the hydrogenation barriers of ethylene are strongly
dependent on temperature due to the entropic factor. At 523
K, the ΔEa values on Cu(211), Ag(211) and Au(211) are
obtained to be 0.55 eV, 1.37 eV and 1.08 eV, respectively.

Fig. 5 shows the values of −Eeffa , which could be used to
measure the catalytic activity, and ΔEa as a function of the ad-
sorption energy of acetylene over the surfaces studied. From
Fig. 5 the Cu(211) surface is found to have the highest activity
but lowest selectivity to ethylene, whereas Ag(211) shows the
lowest activity, but the highest selectivity. The activity and se-
lectivity of Au(211) are between the values of Ag and Cu. Im-
portantly, one can see that these trends would not be
changed with the approach we used to estimate the adsorp-
tion free energy barriers as mentioned above. It should be
mentioned that these results are consistent with the trend
observed experimentally, e.g. at 523 K, the hydrogenation of
alkynes gives 100% conversion and <80% selectivity to al-
kenes on Cu catalyst, whilst Au catalyst gives ∼50% conver-
sion and ∼90% selectivity for the hydrogenation.21,27

4. Conclusions

The Horiuti–Polanyi and non-Horiuti–Polanyi mechanisms
have been examined with respect to the hydrogenation of
acetylene on Cu(211), Ag(211) and Au(211) surfaces, in order
to further investigate the universality of the trends of the

Fig. 4 Energy profiles of acetylene hydrogenation over Cu(211),
Ag(211) and Au(211). (g) and * indicate the gaseous and adsorption
states, respectively. The relevant elementary steps considered are also
shown. Entropic effects are considered for the energy of gaseous C2H2

+ H2 and C2H4. The adsorption/desorption transition state free
energies are estimated with the corresponding total energies.

Fig. 5 Activity and selectivity of Cu(211), Ag(211) and Au(211) for the
hydrogenation of acetylene to ethylene plotted as a function of the
adsorption energy of acetylene. The activity and selectivity is measured
by the values of −Eeffa and ΔEa, respectively.
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Horiuti–Polanyi and non-Horiuti–Polanyi mechanisms
reported recently for the hydrogenation of carbonyl
containing molecules. Herein, on Cu(211), the hydrogenation
of C2 species was found to follow the Horiuti–Polanyi mecha-
nism, whilst on Ag(211) the non-Horiuti–Polanyi mechanism
is preferred for all the hydrogenation pathways of C2 species.
However, when combining all the hydrogenation pathways to-
gether, we found that the hydrogenation of C2H3 with atomic
hydrogen is preferred over Ag(211). On Au(211), the hydroge-
nation of C2H2 and C2H3 follows the Horiuti–Polanyi mecha-
nism and the hydrogenation of C2H4 follows the non-
Horiuti–Polanyi mechanism. Therefore, it can be concluded
more generally that the whole hydrogenation processes are a
combination of the two mechanisms. After quantitatively esti-
mating the activity and selectivity of acetylene hydrogenation
from the energy profiles of acetylene hydrogenation on all
the surfaces, it was observed that the Cu(211) surface pos-
sesses the highest activity but lowest selectivity and Ag(211)
shows the lowest activity but highest selectivity. The activity
and selectivity of Au(211) is found to lie between the values
found for Ag and Cu. The current work provides an extended
understanding on the mechanisms of hydrocarbon hydroge-
nation over noble transition metals surfaces, and further
strengthens the importance of considering both mechanistic
pathways in the study of hydrogenation reactions.

Acknowledgements

We thank the support from EPSRC and Johnson Matthey. B.
Y. acknowledges the funding from ShanghaiTech University,
National Science Foundation of China (21603142), Shanghai
Pujiang Program (16PJ1406800) and Shanghai Young Eastern
Scholar Program (QD2016049). We also thank The Queen's
University of Belfast and Shanghai Supercomputer Center for
computing time.

References

1 J. Horiuti and M. Polanyi, Nature, 1933, 132, 819.
2 J. Horiuti and M. Polanyi, Nature, 1933, 132, 931.
3 J. Horiuti and M. Polanyi, Nature, 1934, 134, 377.
4 B. Yang, X.-Q. Gong, H.-F. Wang, X.-M. Cao, J. J. Rooney and

P. Hu, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2013, 135, 15244–15250.
5 A. Sarkany, Appl. Catal., A, 1997, 149, 207–223.
6 L. Guczi, Z. Schay, G. Stefler, L. F. Liotta, G. Deganello and

A. M. Venezia, J. Catal., 1999, 182, 456–462.
7 Q. W. Zhang, J. Li, X. X. Liu and Q. M. Zhu, Appl. Catal., A,

2000, 197, 221–228.
8 A. Sárkány, A. Horváth and A. Beck, Appl. Catal., A,

2002, 229, 117–125.
9 B. Ngamsom, N. Bogdanchikova, M. A. Borja and P.

Praserthdam, Catal. Commun., 2004, 5, 243–248.
10 R. N. Lamb, B. Ngamsom, D. L. Trimm, B. Gong, P. L. Silveston

and P. Praserthdam, Appl. Catal., A, 2004, 268, 43–50.
11 P. A. Sheth, M. Neurock and C. M. Smith, J. Phys. Chem. B,

2005, 109, 12449–12466.

12 H. Zea, K. Lester, A. K. Datye, E. Rightor, R. Gulotty, W.
Waterman and M. Smith, Appl. Catal., A, 2005, 282, 237–245.

13 A. Borodziński and G. C. Bond, Catal. Rev.: Sci. Eng.,
2006, 48, 91–144.

14 A. Borodziński and G. C. Bond, Catal. Rev.: Sci. Eng.,
2008, 50, 379–469.

15 F. Studt, F. Abild-Pedersen, T. Bligaard, R. Z. Sørensen, C. H.
Christensen and J. K. Nørskov, Angew. Chem., Int. Ed.,
2008, 47, 9299–9302.

16 D. H. Mei, M. Neurock and C. M. Smith, J. Catal., 2009, 268,
181–195.

17 X. Y. Liu, C. Y. Mou, S. Lee, Y. N. Li, J. Secrest and B. W. L.
Jang, J. Catal., 2012, 285, 152–159.

18 N. López and C. Vargas-Fuentes, Chem. Commun., 2012, 48,
1379–1391.

19 B. Yang, R. Burch, C. Hardacre, G. Headdock and P. Hu,
J. Catal., 2013, 305, 264–276.

20 B. Yang, R. Burch, C. Hardacre, P. Hu and P. Hughes,
J. Phys. Chem. C, 2014, 118, 1560–1567.

21 B. Bridier, N. López and J. Pérez-Ramírez, J. Catal.,
2010, 269, 80–92.

22 B. Bridier, N. López and J. Pérez-Ramírez, Dalton Trans.,
2010, 39, 8412–8419.

23 A. Sárkány and Z. Révay, Appl. Catal., A, 2003, 243, 347–355.
24 J. F. Jia, K. Haraki, J. N. Kondo, K. Domen and K. Tamaru,

J. Phys. Chem. B, 2000, 104, 11153–11156.
25 T. V. Choudhary, C. Sivadinarayana, A. K. Datye, D. Kumar

and D. W. Goodman, Catal. Lett., 2003, 86, 1–8.
26 J. A. Lopez-Sanchez and D. Lennon, Appl. Catal., A,

2005, 291, 230–237.
27 Y. Segura, N. López and J. Pérez-Ramírez, J. Catal.,

2007, 247, 383–386.
28 S. A. Nikolaev and V. V. Smirnov, Catal. Today, 2009, 147,

S336–S341.
29 A. Sárkány, React. Kinet. Catal. Lett., 2009, 96, 43–54.
30 Y. Azizi, C. Petit and V. Pitchon, J. Catal., 2008, 256, 338–344.
31 A. C. Gluhoi, J. W. Bakker and B. E. Nieuwenhuys, Catal.

Today, 2010, 154, 13–20.
32 A. Sárkány, Z. Schay, K. Frey, É. Széles and I. Sajó, Appl.

Catal., A, 2010, 380, 133–141.
33 B. Yang, R. Burch, C. Hardacre, G. Headdock and P. Hu, ACS

Catal., 2012, 2, 1027–1032.
34 G. Vilé, D. Baudouin, I. N. Remediakis, C. Copéret, N. López

and J. Pérez-Ramírez, ChemCatChem, 2013, 5, 3750–3759.
35 G. Kresse and J. Hafner, Phys. Rev. B, 1993, 47, 558–561.
36 G. Kresse and J. Hafner, Phys. Rev. B, 1994, 49, 14251–14269.
37 G. Kresse and J. Furthmuller, Comput. Mater. Sci., 1996, 6, 15–50.
38 G. Kresse and J. Furthmuller, Phys. Rev. B, 1996, 54,

11169–11186.
39 J. P. Perdew and Y. Wang, Phys. Rev. B, 1992, 45,

13244–13249.
40 P. E. Blöchl, Phys. Rev. B, 1994, 50, 17953–17979.
41 G. Kresse and D. Joubert, Phys. Rev. B, 1999, 59, 1758–1775.
42 A. Alavi, P. Hu, T. Deutsch, P. L. Silvestrelli and J. Hutter,

Phys. Rev. Lett., 1998, 80, 3650–3653.
43 Z. P. Liu and P. Hu, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2003, 125, 1958–1967.

Catalysis Science & Technology Paper

O
pe

n 
A

cc
es

s 
A

rt
ic

le
. P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
 1

0 
M

ar
ch

 2
01

7.
 D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
on

 8
/2

/2
02

5 
4:

26
:2

1 
PM

. 
 T

hi
s 

ar
tic

le
 is

 li
ce

ns
ed

 u
nd

er
 a

 C
re

at
iv

e 
C

om
m

on
s 

A
ttr

ib
ut

io
n 

3.
0 

U
np

or
te

d 
L

ic
en

ce
.

View Article Online

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
https://doi.org/10.1039/c6cy02587k


1514 | Catal. Sci. Technol., 2017, 7, 1508–1514 This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2017

44 A. Michaelides, Z. P. Liu, C. J. Zhang, A. Alavi, D. A. King
and P. Hu, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2003, 125, 3704–3705.

45 B. Bridier and J. Pérez-Ramírez, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2010, 132,
4321–4327.

46 X. Y. Liu, Y. N. Li, J. W. Lee, C. Y. Hong, C. Y. Mou and
B. W. L. Jang, Appl. Catal., A, 2012, 439, 8–14.

47 X.-M. Cao, R. Burch, C. Hardacre and P. Hu, Catal. Today,
2011, 165, 71–79.

48 B. Yang, D. Wang, X.-Q. Gong and P. Hu, Phys. Chem. Chem.
Phys., 2011, 13, 21146–21152.

49 B. Yang, X.-M. Cao, X.-Q. Gong and P. Hu, Phys. Chem.
Chem. Phys., 2012, 14, 3741–3745.

50 H. G. Manyar, B. Yang, H. Daly, H. Moor, S. McMonagle, Y.
Tao, G. D. Yadav, A. Goguet, P. Hu and C. Hardacre,
ChemCatChem, 2013, 5, 506–512.

51 B. Yang, R. Burch, C. Hardacre, P. Hu and P. Hughes,
J. Phys. Chem. C, 2014, 118, 3664–3671.

52 B. Yang, R. Burch, C. Hardacre, G. Headdock and P. Hu, ACS
Catal., 2014, 4, 182–186.

53 H. G. Manyar, R. Morgan, K. Morgan, B. Yang, P. Hu, J.
Szlachetko, J. Sa and C. Hardacre, Catal. Sci. Technol.,
2013, 3, 1497–1500.

54 B. Yang, R. Burch, C. Hardacre, P. Hu and P. Hughes, Surf.
Sci., 2016, 646, 45–49.

55 P. Atkins and J. de Paula, Atkins' Physical Chemistry, Oxford
University Press, Oxford, 10th edn, 2014.

56 P. Wu and B. Yang, Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys., 2016, 18,
21720–21729.

57 J. Cheng, P. Hu, P. Ellis, S. French, G. Kelly and C. M. Lok,
J. Phys. Chem. C, 2008, 112, 1308–1311.

Catalysis Science & TechnologyPaper

O
pe

n 
A

cc
es

s 
A

rt
ic

le
. P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
 1

0 
M

ar
ch

 2
01

7.
 D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
on

 8
/2

/2
02

5 
4:

26
:2

1 
PM

. 
 T

hi
s 

ar
tic

le
 is

 li
ce

ns
ed

 u
nd

er
 a

 C
re

at
iv

e 
C

om
m

on
s 

A
ttr

ib
ut

io
n 

3.
0 

U
np

or
te

d 
L

ic
en

ce
.

View Article Online

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
https://doi.org/10.1039/c6cy02587k

	crossmark: 


