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Solvent Effect on the Catalytic Performance of Cinnamaldehyde
Hydrogenation over Pt/MIL-100(Fe)
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Abstract This study employs an environmentally-friendly method to synthesize MIL-100 (Fe) , and utilizes a
double-solvent impregnation approach to confine Pt nanoparticles within the pores of MIL-100 (Fe) , subsequent to
acidification with HCI and reduction with formaldehyde, a bifunctional catalyst, PYMIL-100 (Fe) , featuring
hydrogenation and Lewis acid centers, is prepared. The catalytic performance is evaluated using the selective
hydrogenation of cinnamaldehyde (CAL) as a probe reaction. Under optimal conditions (60 C, 1 MPa H,) , the
conversion of CAL reaches 88.3% in 2 h, with a cinnamyl alcohol (COL) selectivity of 84.9%. By comparing the
reaction performance of P/MIL-100 catalysts with Cr, Al and Fe metal centers, it is revealed that the Fe center
favors for the hydrogenation of C=0 bonds in both CAL to COL and furfural to furfuryl alcohol. The impact of water
content in the reaction system on the selective hydrogenation of CAL is extensively studied. Characterization and
static adsorption experiments indicate that removal of free water from the pores of Pt/MIL-100(Fe) facilitates direct
enrichment of CAL in the channels, leading to an enhanced conversion. Additionally, removal of coordinated water
from the Fe cluster promotes the adsorption of the C=0 group of CAL, resulting in an improved selectivity toward

COL. After five catalytic cycles under optimal conditions, PUMIL-100 (Fe) maintains the catalytic performance.
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Results of powder X-ray diffraction (XRD), transmission electron microscopy (TEM), and low-temperature nitrogen

adsorption characterization confirm the stability of the catalyst structure after reaction.

Keywords Cinnamaldehyde; Selective hydrogenation; MIL-100(Fe); Pt; Cinnamyl alcohol
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Scheme 1 Pathway of selective cinnamaldehyde hydrogenation
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PR, AR AP 1 23 e AR (0 T I A v, 1 AR PR /AR D ) PR e S iz e 3 G S5 e
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SRR, FE AR RLT A (FTIR ) | #5200 R IR R R T T IR A BIRFSE .
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1.1 RXFI 5

1,3,5- 28 =HIR (H,BTC, 2l 98%) . WeEhIR (Bt 734k 36. 7%) . To/K LEE(EOH)  F&HIR . ToK
HI i (MeOH) . S#NEE(i-PrOH) . ZJE (MeCN) \ N, N-—HI ZEH Bt (DMF) . DU kR (THE ) 1 P :
(CAL) B Ryt KB b R A PR vl 5 SN . BB AR ANE C el ot 2t (524
SEAL AT A BR A R 5 F B K VTR (40 8040% ), REETT KA 2405 AU T B (-BuOH, 4347
ali), i M AR A TRAF

Rigaku D/Max 2400 %! X B &7 5L, HASER2A2/0H] 5 Nicolet 6700 FU{H B AR 2T AMEIEAL , 26
Thermo Fisher Scientific /A ] ; Tristar 11 3020 20 FER Y, 92 EZ2 5/ 1l ; NOVA NanoSEM 450 %4
i T2, 6 FELZA 6] 5 AutoChemll 2920 BYFE 7 FHEAL AW B 0 A4, 3¢ [ Micromeritics 23 1)
TF30 A% 5 B 7 788, 5% Thermo Scientific 23 ] 3 ESCALAB 250Xi 74 X 28 6 H FRETEAYL, £ [H
Thermo Scientific 23 A ; 7890B BV AH A TEAN , SE[E Agilent 23 A .
1.2 SCEEtFE
1.2.1 MIL-100(Fe) th ] % £ SCHk [ 22 [ HGE A FEmE EIEATO bt . FRECL. 20 g A AL4H (30 mmol )
2,10 g 1,3,5-7K =H (10 mmol) , JIA 30 mL 22 FK, MM, B0 RLRARGMHER1,3,5-K =
R [ 1A, B )29 . FEVE TP I 60 mL oK 1, MR @ZRY, &0, FJoK Ok
1R, ZFHEA53) H 8 Na,BTC [H1A . FRELO0. 93 g Na,BTC (3. 4 mmol) Fl 1. 13 g HilZ 4% (7. 4 mmol ) 431
T 62. 5 mLEEFKT, IBATEERTHEELS h, B0, TEEFKEER3I IR, ST 320t 0 b
AWK, 18 MIL-100(Fe).
1.2.2 PUMIL-100(Fe) 89 %l & R B 235015 6l 25 PUMIL-100(Fe) ™. L P g i (BT 5050 0
1% B PYMIL-100(Fe ) A4 : FRELO. 10 g MIL-100(Fe) , JIA 20 mL1E kg, #8575 30 min, £5 %143 50K .
135 L BT SrE0R 0. 7% B @EARRK I, #2550 50h 0. 5%, 16 IR IEHE I 280K
o, BERES h, B EMAR . XTSRRI TR AL, BR AL FEAE SCHR [ 24 308 LA BT Tk
fi1) [ AR R H A 10 mL JG/K ST 10 mL 2585 1K, B 2= AR 5] 408, 76 IR HE FIA 86 pL
WeERR , BidE 3 h, B0, FR B oKuEs, AR, 2058 B 1258 1 BT 11 i #2244 MIL-100(Fe)
B R i ) —COONa B4 H—COOH. [ [EA R IIA 20 mL pH=8 i AL AN /K I, 4875 235, T
A2 mL TR E0ON 40% BB BEKER, T 70 CRBEFE2 h, B0, AEE FREEE, WERIK, &
100 “CTJ& 1 h 155 PUMIL-100(Fe ).
123 FARMER K60 mg AT 56 WL AFERER 15 mLIEFITRA, Hidl2 hE B, B2 ER
PEAT G AT, 0 5 A6 10 790 v A A 0 0] P A A R B i 5 WSO B0 i AL ), e i
T 5 T LLAMGIERAE . SIS K 3%t fLIE N R D B 5200, 645 15 mL S N AT 15 mL 5
PIEE+100 WL K53 WA R T 7% LS
124 EFERITN  EERSEFM NS NAE 75 mL 89718 B VUG 20 N AT B A5 80 1 1 S v 28
R . B 60 mg fEALTR L 56 WL IAEEEFN 15 mLIEF AR U LG M R, FN,EHRENER
S, BJa A WA, B SN E e R G R i, PR — BN E] . R R R I B
Tk, W SO R 0o A 1, B R M T S o b . WO O e B AEAR R, JCOK SRR TR
3, ATIEA R S

2 FHR5iTE

21 EUFIRIE
AN TALGE R R: , ASCAL T MIL-100(Fe) Bl 48 545, 445 1,3, 5- 4 = HI IR sk e , i
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TG 4 O BT 42 1 R, 3RS o P 75 TR VAR PR K S R 20 LA P . % v R
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BALH], B A . P 1A JM

Y MIL-100 (Fe) & PUMIL-100 (Fe) B ¥y A& X -
ST (XRD) I . AR MIL-100(Fe) UAM
RS H B0 XRD 3 % H B, N
75 B9 MIL-100(Fe ) A ATT S04 AV S RH XTI 5%

Pt/MIL-100(Fe)

MIL-100(Fe)

FESEAXt N, HIJoAkg, RNZ A Simulated MIL-100(Fe)
THAT FAREEH Y MIL-100(Fe). 24 Pt %0
B BRALFIR AR IE 5, MIL-100(Fe ) B 425 20/¢)

A B 2R . M PUMIL-100 (Fe ) 41 4k 71 Fig. 1 XRD patterns of simulated MIL-100(Fe),
XRID 1 [6] oo LA PR T 50, 38 MIL-100(Ke) and PUMIL-100(ke)

HH P Y f 8 R AR A R A

T o F G T (SEMD) 3 S L 7 2 60455 (TEM) 2R 4E 1T MIL-100(Fe) £l PUMIL-100(Fe) (&
55 K2 90K ORI A0 AT SO . a0 2 (A) Fir i, MIL-100(Fe) S MEFR A N TEIATE S, Ki 4% 24 4 300~400
nm; WK 2(B) PR, 2k PeaRBURLIS fEAL FLEAR BRI ARTE S, b Rmike f AR BT, X n]
B 22 2012 Tt IR A A LA o A 2y 43 4 4 B D10 0 5% AR RS2 8. 3k 5 XRD &5 25—, ik
W14 3 S5 R BT MIL-100 (Fe) BUTESRSZ MR AN K . i 1 5 PRE 5 37538 56 v 7 12 855 (HAADF-TEM) A& )
IR, PUAK R A O BT, SE YRR LR 1. 8 nm [ & 2(C) ], M ok () SAR 1T 5 S5 B0 R PR, ke
#2470, 226 nm[ & 2(D) I, XA F P (111) dhia >, 2R PLgR ok C 71288 MIL-100(Fe) |

dE0.226 'nin

Fig.2 SEM images of MIL-100(Fe)(A) and Pt/MIL-100(Fe)(B), HAADF-TEM image(C) and
TEM image(D) of Pt/MIL-100(Fe)
Inset of (C): particle size distribution of PUMIL-100(Fe).

MIL-100(Fe) £ Pt/MIL-100(Fe ) 1% 040 S B -J58 B S0 4 An 161 3 B/ . O i 250 3R 30y e 7
TV R B2 I0% , RIIRER R AEAEN FLES M . N 1 /R, MIL-100(Fe) i FL 10 A 1334 m¥g, A
LA 0. 65 em™g, HAGIALILE R 0. 45 em’lg; T1EL 1. 0% PLAKURS , PUMIL-100(Fe) Y b 2 1
WA T RE (1317 mYg) , AFLZEMEAT I, 32 0 8l At it Bl i [ R AL 2 st i L AL 25 %
K Z0. 39 em’/g, A VAT Pegh A B0k 17 28 2 FLAE H R .
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Table 1 Structural properties of MIL-100 and Pt/MIL-100(Fe)

Entry Catalyst S/ (m*eg™) Ve Cem®og™) Vi (em®+g™) Pt loading’ (%) surface Pt*(%)
1 MIL-100(Fe) 1334 0.65 0.45 — —
2 PUMIL-100(Fe) 1317 0.68 0.39 1.00 0.13

a. Total pore volume determined by N, desorption at p/p;=0.99; b. micropore volume determined by t-plot method; c. Pt loading

(mass fraction) determined by ICP analysis; d. Pt loading(mass fraction) determined by XPS surface analysis.
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Fig. 3 N, adsorption-desorption isotherms of Fig. 4 FTIR spectra of MIL-100(Fe)(a)
MIL-100(Fe) and Pt/MIL-100(Fe) and Pt/MIL-100(Fe)(b)

MIL-100(Fe) Fl PMIL-100(Fe ) () FTIR 3% UK 4 it s . A7 F 482 em ™ AEAGPRBHIE T JE T Fe—O 1Y
PRl ; 711, 760 F1 1040 cm™ 4b (4R shid ) & T FC AR 55 & 28 C—H 25 3R 305 1380, 1570
1630 cm™ &b (4R s ) @ F oA R R ik A1 —COO0 W4 3R 3 5 7 T 3414 em™ 42 A4 5205 015 & T
MIL-100(Fe)fLi&H H,0 43T 4aRsh . 7138 PeE 09 FTIR 35 KR KNS, 454 XRD A Wy Bng it 2=
HE4E W PUMIL-100(Fe ) HH B 2R 5 AT R4 52 %

Tk X S FRETE (XPS) FAE T PUMIL-100(Fe) ()02 41 A 2R T H FPE . B PUMIL-100
(Fe) B XPS 25 I [ I S (A) I AT %0, HEALFIZRIE 54 C, O, PtRIFe GZE . K 5(B)N O, 59 XPS 1%
K, 25T, 454 BEA0 T 530. 21 eV AYFRAEIE T & T MIL-100 H 28 I 4 J& %05 H1 () Fe—O0;
531. 80 F1533. 46 eV AL RFAENE N 4351 H & T A HLECIA 1Y C=0F1 C—O0; TEE 5(C) FTR I Fe,, iF 43

(A) O, (B) 531.80
Fezp C1S
Pty
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Fig. 5 XPS spectra of Pt/MIL-100(Fe)
(A) full spectrum; (B) fine spectrum of O, ; (C) fine spectrum of Fe,; (D) fine spectrum of Pt,,.
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HEXPSiEE T, 255 R0 T 711. 31 F1724. 62 eV BIFHIEWE ST 5V JE T Fe 1Y 2p,, F1 2p,, HL1E ; 713. 17 F11
726. 58 eV AL FFAE I 53 5 U & T Fe* 1) 2p,, A1 2p,, BLIE 5 717. 62 F1730. 42 eV AL {E 5 H)E F T2
W42 XPS RAFLE KM, MIL-100(Fe) B2 Fe LI+2 AI+3 3677 . W0 S(D) B, P, A9 XPS K
Y 5555, IS PUMIL-100(Fe) i XPS 0] Pt & S AUN 0. 13% (£ 1), B &K T Pr i zie
(1. 0%) , Ut B 38 3 B0 AR5 AT LUK AR 43 Pt NPs T Z807E MIL-100(Fe ) fLIE N .

22 AEEEFMEMSIEEE

221 #HEMH®  RRAIEPENT CALSEEPE IS A HEZ M . A MOFs 4G i s AL 4T, & %
T 3R HA AN 4 g H 0 (Cr, ALFIFe) B MIL-100 75 A 2844k , HoHd MIL-100( Cr) A MIL-100( Al) f XRD
T RN 2R PR 5 - Mo B ST R AN T SO AR SCRZ MR B s . PR ERA 1 XRD 15 & A AT 56 0 7
5 MIL-100 457 XRD 35 58 % v, H oA, SRR A LG R T BA BAs45 4 1 MIL-100
(Cr) Fl MIL-100 CAL). 75 Fofr 285 A< F10 20 A 40y 3L MR T - 36 e <5 1% 28 359 SR TV AU I o 45 3R 4, MIIL-100 (Cr) Fl
MIL-100( A1) i) BET HL2% 1 R399 1369 1 1420 m¥/g, 5 MIL-100(Fe ) i) H F2 i AR AH 2 .

#5517 MIL-100 (Cr, AlEY Fe) T2k Pt J5 A9 8 A B e B N AR GE . Q0 R 2 Fr s, [ 2 h,
PYMIL-100( Cr) Fl PUMIL-100 (AD) HAT 8 5 ) R EERS A PERE , CALEALEIY R T 99. 9%, F LYk
SERNNET Y HCOL(F 2 Entries 1 f13) 5 4% SOV AFAIZE 0. 5 h, HAR=#) COLEZIERRAL, F2™
Y15 HCAL(F 2 1 Entries 2 f14). PUMIL-100(Fe ) 7640 [A] 5544 T AL 264518 (88. 3%) , ik & T Fe
M A PR W COL BE R4 8 (84. 9%). S [ vy Bif 0] 22 3 h, CAL # AL R Tt #1597, 5%,
COL % $& 1 B AK 2 75. 8%, 1 HCAL BE £ PEAR 2 1. 5%, 58 & A 7= ) HCOL & M I i (e 2
Entry 6). % H 3 B AL AL S5 0T 1, PUMIL-100(Fe ) 75 PRVEE R & A i i 1y i EUA B 251
Pedse, XJEH T CAL /9 C=0 A& T3 A™", MifER Lewis B2 HH.00 9 Cr, AL Fe 1 Fe (W HL BB
Fikik, Xt C=0 MR , AR T C=0 A, COLMEFIEE =™, RRiEX—Us , X
T 3R 48 Hh iy PUMIL-100 fE AL BRIE (FAL) SN A ERE . fi 3R STULARSCSCRHE ) FTAL, FEAH
[F] 5 N 25 7F T, PUMIL-100 (Cr) F1 PUMIL-100 (AL) 34 32 3 H 48 & 19 FAL AT 1, 5 H A5 7™ P b i
(FOL) YEFENERAR (32 2 1 Entries 1 F12) 5 1 PUMIL-100(Fe ) 4k FAL %4 4k 2 451 (32. 2% ) , {H FOL %
PEVERIE 99. 4%, X 5 RFEREM S S AL —3, 9k T PUMIL-100(Fe) M EALFIEL a-B AN FA
BEINART, X C=0 B &Y AT B e 5k . boh, SRS Lewis R 70 BOTE P AE R 24
% T PUCHEALF > (2 Fh Entry 7) , HF=H143 A0 0l A1, PUCAHEAL AL I AERE IR A 842 C=0 IR
(COLIEREM: 43. 3%) Fl C=C fin& (HCAL #E#:1: 36. 8%) F17 .

Table 2 Influence of the supports for cinnamaldehyde hydrogenation®

Sel.(%)
Entry Catalysts Conv. (%)
COL HCAL HCOL Others
1 Pt/MIL-100(Cr) >99.9 1.6 5.5 90.4 2.6
2! PYMIL-100(Cr) 91.8 26.0 39.8 33.0 1.2
3 Pt/MIL-100(Al) >99.9 0 5.7 92.8 1.5
4 Pt/MIL-100(Al) 95.0 8.5 48.7 41.8 1.0
5 Pt/MIL-100(Fe) 88.3 84.9 2.6 12.5 0
6 PUMIL-100(Fe) 97.5 75.8 1.5 22.7 0
7 Pu/C 73.0 433 36.8 19.9 0

a. General reaction conditions: CAL: 56 uL, catalyst: 60 mg, Pt loading: 1% (mass fraction) , i-PrOH: 15 mL, 1 MPa H,, 60 ‘C, 2 h;

b. the reaction time is 0. 5 h; ¢. the reaction time is 3 h.

222 N HE LA 7EPUMIL-100(Fe ) il £ 13 F i 3 i+ Ak sS4 AT MIL-100(Fe ) B 42K
Ui A WL A 58 42 i —COONa 22 e —COOH™., Q& 6 (A) fizR , AL id i1 a8 e (A AL 370 0 SO 1%
P, BB Na X P A0 &0 Be AT 25 A il v A s i BT 1Al s 40 Ja i Ak LA A Ak S g T 4
H AT b B R Wk B X AL MR BE RS, YRR M 0. 08 mol/L B, CAL %4k AUH
8. 5%, VLIS R4 Na R B4 s MERFRUEEHIINZE 0. 1 mol/LIF, CALFE bR 5 (75. 1%), COLBE
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PEVE R 81. 6% ERERHEFE 1 0. 12 mol/LI, CALHEAL R TREZE 69. 0%, COLEF M5 (84. 7%) 5 243k
PR FE R F 0. 14 mol/L Y, CALFL LRI T [, 156 BH A% 55 A% £ 82 1k 5 X6 MIL-100 (Fe ) B 2215 A T i
IREL R, 0. 1 mol/L A i F A p i Eh iRk i .

A B
100 _St2Con\n [JCOL CJHCALCJHCOL) 100 100 _( —)*—Conv. [JCOL [JHCAL[JHCOL
] [ s e *
80+ | | 1180 80F [
—_~ *\\\ ~ = | —_
X | *\ — | X S * X
T 60f 160 % R S
z = 5 *—T % =
2 aof vl 20 3 z 40F 8
) T~x [5} o [53
Q 2 ] wn
20 20 20
*
0 1 0 0
0 008 010 012 0.14 020 1.0 15 20 25 30 35
Concentration/(mol-L-1) Reduction time/h

Fig. 6 Effect of concentration of acid in protonation(A) and reduction time(B) of the Pt/MIL-100(Fe)
catalyst on the cinnamaldehyde hydrogenation
Reaction conditions: CAL: 56 pL, catalyst: 60 mg, Pt loading: 1%, i-PrOH: 15 mL, 1 MPa H,, 60 °C, 2 h.

LTI TR ) X CAL e i U S vz RS2 e a8 6 (B) 7 . 8 U] 2 1~3 hiRf, CALFLfb A
i 25 38 SR ] () SR T . M3 JEURHE] N 3 h B, CALBE AL FRIA RN KA, COL IR, Uit
JERSE] 24 3 h i PRI SR TE 0, SR U S 0] 5 53 JE i (] E R 2 3. 5 h i, CALFZ AL COL
PEPRPER) R R, B0 BT PUMIL-100(Fe) K I I ZEGRMERRES T AR S, RAEBYHE , 255 H Pk
kL, C=C IS 2, SECOLEREME TR, HCALIEREMERG .

BT 1 0 4 J AN K OR A 23 B RE A 3 TS, R TRTSE IR CAL e REE U Rl . 5 T 35t
(A PRBRIRT ) 5 U AR Bt i 6 ) M AR B B0 AR REIEA T LA (3 3) , oy A MR B R A T R
T 4 19 PUMIL-100(Fe ) AL F PeAORAURL 55 158, S0 B EAR, 4 39. 9%, MHREA CAL S
LB, (LA 43. 5% XPSFAELM] , 5 i WA AL ) 4 (9 PUMIL-100(Fe) EALH, K250 Py
ARIORE £ B AE MIL-100(Fe) FLEEA T, 10T PLYI BRI E SN 0. 13%, MIL-100(Fe) J&l 34 47 7 L E X
PAATIURL HAT FRISAE FH L K PR UKL 43 O3 32 5 22 46. 8%, RN Y CALSE AL RIR =5 75. 1%.

Table 3 Effect of impregnation method on the cinnamaldehyde hydrogenation performance*

Sel.(%)
Impregnation method Dispersi(ml’ of Pt(%) Conv.(%)
COL HCAL HCOL
Incipient wetness impregnation 39.9 43.5 66.6 10.3 23.0
Double-solvent 46.8 75.1 81.6 7.8 10.6

a. Reaction conditions: CAL: 56 pL, catalyst: 60 mg, Pt loading: 1%, i-PrOH: 15 mL, 1 MPa H,, 60 C, 2 h; b. calculated based on
the CO pulse chemisorption.

223 RN A FERAINER B, FER PR S B i S F B R 2 AT I
WAL N PERE R, 45 A T3 4. LLi-PrOH RIEFINS, 2 kAN, 7 T HERREZ A+
o, ERAAA AT (Entry 2), R TP, FBFERS AR STk T 208 AT, 4R AREVE N
RIS (Entries 1, 3714), HEEMHAL CALINE, HLF79°0 COL. 7Ei-PrOH i fb i REfbr, CALFE{L
%}y 88. 3%, COLIEFENE N 84. 9%. MeOH F1 EtOH VER/NrFFE, 555 CAL K 2E RV, BRI &= ik
PRVERED 3 1BAE -BuOH H, CALBS LRI, UM 25. 9%, COL VLRI (81. 4%) 5 T 538 K2,
SV AE DMF HURRESEA T, JLJ5 K AT 2 DMF (W858 PRI T 5t 4@ i i &k RE- ; MeCN A1 THF 4351
VR & BAE ARZA L T (BEAR) L BEAT LS MIL-100 B9 4@ a0 Fe 64, WA S PLgS . MR
O PERE AT, MeCN s 70 R EE D6 T nE ERE . WFFT M, MeCN 1 Pt & i BEWE & 4= Pt---N fl Pt---C
BB DA 1 0 S0 N A HEA TR s T THE 2938 F A% O AT ZE Pe( 11T ) (5 1A A& 2B W R I i &0,
PLHO /R R, AEAb ) e .
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Table 4 Effect of solvent on the cinnamaldehyde hydrogenation®

Sel.(%)
Entry Solvent Conv.(%)
COL HCAL HCOL Others

1 i-PrOH 88.3 84.9 2.6 12.5

2 i-PrOH’ — — — — —
3 MeOH 57.3 60.9 16.8 3.8 18.4
4 EtOH 65.2 55.5 20.7 113 12.4
5 -BuOH 25.9 81.4 9.5 9.1

6 MeCN — — — —

7 DMF — — — —

8 THF 49.0 47.8 17.3 0.8 34.0
9 H,0 — — — —

a. Reaction conditions: CAL: 56 wL, catalyst: 60 mg, Pt loading: 1%, solvent: 15 mL, 1 MPa H,, 60 ‘C, 2 h; b. H, free; c. due to the

low boiling point of the solvent, the reaction is completed at 40 °C for safety.

MIL-100(Fe ) it 45 J& 4805 1 5 EA B A AR Fe Fuls, KAA A MIL-100(Fe) Fe Fpuly F4&4A
T UK GF5 WA, VER—A KM Z LA, LT A& A KA 1 25K 401, i inghad fe ] LA
TR AR RN 27K, TR 52 H ALY Fe rRoO AP ICALIE . NI EE T ARG LI X T
FEREBAHBE R I 052 . AN 5 s, RGN IS AL AL IR (Enwry 1), TTHEA LS A
K B AL 37 25 7K, CAL [ FLIE o 899 BN TE Lewis R o0 O I 232 2520, S8 CAL#51kK
{LH 63. 2%, COLBEREM: 7 68. 5%. £ 150 °CF ik PUMIL-100(Fe) B (Entry 2) , FLIE H 3 25K AT &
B, 15 CALA-PrOH AEFLIE TP 4, CALFL LA 254215 (88. 3%) , [RINTE% Ak 1 LB fl C=0 " LI &
FEWE B FE Fe FRut |, COLBEREME AR R (84. 9%). KA MIERI 2 S ECEALMYHE , 7R % 52
o, SR TR K 30 CALEEFEME N 2, ZECRIE MIL-100(Fe ) fLIAFF L (150 CiEfb) 54T, 7€
-PrOH HIMATR K . IR S PR, 24 100 wLKEf (Entry 3), CALS {03 TR % 58. 4% HhnKiE
%200 pL(Entry 4), #4050 TRER 31, 6%; SEIN/K 2 1 mLI, AR5 H IS . Fas i oe
45 R, 76 -PrOH LR 2 h, CAL W B 1 4 68. 8%, Tfi A 100 pL7KJ5 , CAL YW Bt 5 AN A
42. 0%, iX /2 H T MIL-100(Fe) fLIE N2 LK IAEE , K> F LS N BE SR 40 F 45 5 ' AL 2 FLE
W, UERAFLIE MK S IIAETESZ IR T CAL B4 B BT, SETsmm 1 i 4h 28 & COLIERRPE .

Table 5 Effect of H,O on the cinnamaldehyde hydrogenation”

Entry Activation temperature/‘C Adsorption rate(%) Solvent Conv.(%) Sel.(%)
COL  HCAL HCOL
1 80 — 15 mL i-PrOH 63.2 68.5 7.4 11.3
2 150 68.8 15 mL i-PrOH 88.3 84.9 2.6 12.5
3 150 42.0 15 mL i-PrOH+100 wL H,0 58.4 64.3 27.3 8.4
4 150 — 15 mL i-PrOH+200 L H,0 31.6 60.5 27.5 12.0
5 150 — 15 mL i-PrOH+1 mL H,0 — — —

* Reaction conditions: CAL: 56 plL, catalyst: 60 mg, Pt loading: 1%, solvent: 15 mL, 1 MPa H,, 60 °C, 2 h.
WACHE 0 A5 W )i 19 PUMIL-100 (Fe )
FES AT FTIR R 1E , 35 CAL B FTIR
TP XT L, anlE 7 s . Hid 1678
em™ Ab A9 I 9 & F CAL 9 C=0 1 i
g1, 687 cm™ AbAYHRSNIE I JE F C=C )

‘L”\: r‘”‘“‘«.ﬂmiﬁ Er“_\ :
P s, % F i-PrOH 57, 7€ i-PrOH+ eS0T T s
P N . 2000 1600 1200 800 400
R KT, C=0 /W I 04 5 i 458 Wavenumber/cm™'

JIN U B K B AE AR S CAL B W% [ ok 417 Fig. 7 FTIR spectra of CAL adsorption on Pt/MIL-100(Fe)

a. Fresh PUMIL-100(Fe); b. PUMIL-100(Fe) after CAL adsorption with
| ‘S‘C~ Ly 2 L\hé:k ?Sﬂ e
%J 12 I:j'fﬁ’ﬂﬁ}iﬂ riﬁh n%ﬂ:ﬂ% = &I}ﬁ 15 mL i-PrOH+100 pL H,O as the solvent; c. Pt/MIL-100 (Fe) after

-+ .
E]/‘Jén% ij[ . CAL adsorption with -PrOH as the solvent; d. CAL.
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224 {EIHAREMAZ PYUMIL-100(Fe ) A 70T PR RS B8 0 05 0L 7 PR s Pk an 181 8 (A) i
N AL FIIERRE FH S U, CALBEEAL R0 80% LA |, COLEHEE A 80. 0%~85. 0%. i K v i AL
FIHEAT T RAE, W 8(B)FF/, N T PUMIL-100(Fe ) () XRD 1% B St 52 %1, 2B SO0 i 1)
AL 25 R RR e 5 T I AR AR 50 A bl 3 T RRUR 2 2E B AR Ak (1317 m¥Yg—1291 m¥g) [ 1 8(C) 15
HAADF-TEM F8 A-[ 81 8(D) JRT A1, W 5 i PUMIL-100( Fe ) Ht P4 K R -2k 2 294 2. 3 nm, HLT
fEAEEAL TR AT B A5 SV PYMIL-100(Fe ) () FTTR 335 & 4] S2 (WA SCSZ 505 80 Btz , BN 13 ]
TCHH AR AL

—_
(=
<
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Fig. 8 Recycling results of cinnamaldehyde hydrogenation over Pt/MIL-100(Fe)(A), XRD patterns of
Pt/MIL-100(Fe) fresh and used catalysts(B), N, adsorption-desorption isotherms of fresh and
used catalysts(C), and HAADF-TEM images of the used catalyst(D)

Inset of (D) : particle size distribution of used catalyst. Reaction conditions: CAL: 56 wL, catalyst: 60 mg, Pt
loading: 1%, i-PrOH: 15 mL, 1 MPa H,, 60 C, 2 h.

3 &

KL IR 04 T MIL-100(Fe ) , FH-l i SUA IR 6 . SRR 510 A A i 45 4 P/
MIL-100(Fe). XPS K TEM FEfl45 H 3 B 43 P4 K 0k bl BRI 7 MOF FLAE b . 76 WA YRR 4
PEANE SN, HeAE T AN [F 428 ol (Cr, AL Fe) f9 MIL-100 9 2844 () Pr K48 1k 70 1 vE £ fin &1k
fig, RILFe P .OAHT C=0ME, PUMIL-100(Fe) ELAT f 5 (1 A REBEBE PRV 5 FEmims e B in S0 i
Pt Jz 07 HP A, 8 B0 A TR A AR . S N TSR PUMIL-100(Fe ) fi A PR A T 06 10 1 0 40 1 PR RE I 11 B (R T
R, AR A DR . KX PR S B i 2 B B2, BR L4 R AR L4 &K
Jei o AN Fe vl 1 28 57 0T B2 = IRRERE A B0, B 25 FLE PN B4 it 25 7K D00 ] 44 o RRE RS R T
CLHMETE IR A S B0 2R BH , KA F-2 10l R RE I 7 i Ak 0 FLSE v ) o S 00 T S 3 R AR AL
FE60 °C. 1 MPa H, 2504 F W 2 h, RAERERL LR K 88. 3%, PIEEREIEREME I 84. 9%. Zaid 5 IKIEIN X
N, AR TR R E | AL ERE AR AN .
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