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Capturing carbon dioxide (CO,) from flue gases with porous materials has been considered as a viable
alternative technology to replace traditional liquid amine adsorbents. A large number of microporous
metal-organic frameworks (MOFs) have been developed as CO,-capturing materials. However, it is
challenging to target materials with both extremely high CO, capture capacity and gas selectivity (so-
called trade-off) along with moderate regeneration energy. Herein, we developed a novel porous
material, [Cu(dpt),(SiFg)l,, (termed as UTSA-120; dpt = 3,6-di(4-pyridyl)-1,2,4,5-tetrazine), which is
isoreticular to the net of SIFSIX-2-Cu-i. This material exhibits simultaneously high CO, capture capacity
(3.56 mmol gt at 0.15 bar and 296 K) and CO,/N, selectivity (~600), both of which are superior to
those of SIFSIX-2-Cu-i and most other MOFs reported. Neutron powder diffraction experiments reveal
that the exceptional CO, capture capacity at the low-pressure region and the moderate heat of CO,
adsorption can be attributed to the suitable pore size and dual functionalities (SiF6~ and tetrazine),
which not only interact with CO, molecules but also enable the dense packing of CO, molecules within
the framework. Simulated and actual breakthrough experiments demonstrate that UTSA-120a can
efficiently capture CO, gas from the CO,/N, (15/85, v/v) and CO,/CH,4 (50/50) gas mixtures under
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Introduction

The concentration of atmospheric carbon dioxide (CO,) has
sharply risen from 278 ppm at the beginning of the industrial
revolution to >400 ppm today, which causes global climate
change."” Efforts to reduce the increase in atmospheric CO,
concentrations rely on the development of economical methods
to capture CO, from flue gases and the atmosphere.* The
current state-of-the-art capture technology is to use liquid
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amine chemisorbents; however, chemisorbents typically suffer
from the corrosive nature of solvents, fouling of process
equipment, and high energy cost for solvent regeneration.
Physical adsorption based on porous materials offers promise
to address the above problems. Compared with chemisorbents
for complete CO, capture from flue gases, the CO, adsorption
on porous materials is “physical” and weak, making these
adsorbents relatively low in selectivity. Thus, physisorptive
selectivity is an important parameter for evaluating these solid
adsorbents’ performance. Recent studies show that the cost for
CO, capture from flue gases can be significantly reduced if the
CO,/N, selectivity is enhanced above 500 for an adsorbent with
a CO, uptake capacity higher than 4 mmol g~ . Therefore, both
high CO, adsorption uptake and CO,/N, selectivity are required
for ideal CO,-capturing adsorbents.

Microporous metal-organic frameworks (MOFs) represent an
emerging type of porous materials as promising adsorbents for
carbon capture due to their easily tunable structure, pore size, and
functionality.>” Tremendous efforts have been dedicated to
develop MOFs with high CO, adsorption capacity or separation
selectivity.®**° Incorporation of functional sites and fine-tuning of
pore sizes/shapes in MOFs are two powerful strategies for this
purpose.”* However, it is still challenging to target materials
with extremely high CO, capture capacity/selectivity and moderate
CO, enthalpy of adsorption simultaneously. For example, the

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2019
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MOF-74 series has a high density of open metal sites that drive
a record high CO, uptake but displays moderately high selectiv-
ities (40-140).® Some ultra-microporous MOFs exhibit full molec-
ular sieving and then record separation selectivity but relatively
low uptake of CO, at 0.15 bar (1.5-2.4 mmol g~ ") due to the small
pore sizes."*** The alkylamino-functionalization within MOFs can
improve both low-pressure CO, adsorption selectivity and capacity
with high enthalpy of CO, adsorption (70-110 kJ mol™~*).*®

Recent studies have shown that the SIFSIX series (SIFSIX =
hexafluorosilicate (SiFs> ")) are very promising candidates for CO,-
capturing adsorbents, because their pore size can be finely tuned
and SiFs>~ anions have moderately strong interactions with
CO,."'® Among the reported SIFSIX materials, the interpenetrated
SIFSIX-2-Cu-i exhibits exceptional CO, uptake under ambient
conditions, and moderately high CO,/N, selectivity (140) and CO,
heat of adsorption.*” Reducing the pore size to ~3.5 A in pyrazine-
based SIFSIX-3 materials can afford full molecular sieving toward
CO,/N, separation and thus the record selectivity."* However, the
extremely small pore space delimits the total CO, uptake at 0.15
bar and the ultra-strong interactions with CO, in SIFSIX-3 offer
relatively high regeneration energy. Evidently, simple control of
the pore size in SIFSIX materials is not the best choice to target
ideal materials for CO, capture from flue gases. We speculated
that if we introduce secondary functional groups into the frame-
work of SIFSIX-2-Cu-i to enhance the interactions with CO,
molecules, the resulting material would have an increased CO,
uptake at the low-pressure region, thus achieving both higher CO,
capture capacity (especially at 0.15 bar) and selectivity.

Our experimental and simulation studies verify this
hypothesis, and we herein used a functionalized organic linker
of 3,6-di(4-pyridyl)-1,2,4,5-tetrazine (dpt) instead of 4,4’-dipyr-
idylacetylene (dpa) to construct isoreticular UTSA-120 (Fig. 1).
The resulting material shows a similar pore size to SIFSIX-2-Cu-i
but has dual functionalities (SiFs>~ and tetrazine) decorated on
the pore surfaces. As expected, UTSA-120a exhibits simulta-
neously high CO, adsorption capacity (3.56 mmol g ' at 0.15
bar and 296 K) and CO,/N, selectivity (~600), both of which are
among the highest reported for MOF materials. In addition,
UTSA-120a also shows notably lower heat of adsorption (Qs) for
CO, (27-31 k] mol ") compared to the benchmark SIFSIX-3 (50—

SIFSIX-2-Cu-i

Fig.1 Structural description of UTSA-120a, revealing its pore size (4.6 A) and dual functionalities of SiFg?~
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55 kJ] mol™") and liquid amines (~105 kJ mol™"). This rare
combination of exceptional CO, adsorption capacity, high CO,/
N, selectivity and moderate Qg in UTSA-120a is mainly due to
the suitable pore size and functionality conformation created by
SiF¢>~ and tetrazine that enable the optimal packing of CO,
within pore channels. Highly efficient capture of CO, from CO,/
N, (15/85) and CO,/CH, (50/50) mixtures was confirmed by
simulated and experimental breakthrough studies.

Results and discussion

The reaction of dpt with CuSiFs in methanol/water solution at
room temperature for 1 day afforded a pink powder sample of
[Cu(dpt),(SiFe)], (UTSA-120). The PXRD patterns of the as-
synthesized and fully activated UTSA-120 are shown in Fig. S1
(ESIt). The diffraction peak positions remain unchanged before
and after sample activation, indicating that the UTSA-120
framework is robust upon guest removal. The PXRD patterns
can be indexed to the tetragonal /4/mmm space group, the same
as that of SIFSIX-2-Cu-i. Despite extensive attempts, we were not
able to obtain single crystals large enough for single-crystal X-
ray diffraction studies. Therefore, we used neutron diffraction
to determine the detailed structure of activated UTSA-120a.
High-resolution neutron diffraction data were collected at room
temperature, and Rietveld structural refinement was performed
(Fig. S2, ESIt)."” The obtained detailed structural information of
UTSA-120a is provided in Table S1 (ESIf).

As depicted in Fig. 1, structural analysis revealed that UTSA-
120a is composed of doubly interpenetrated nets that are iso-
structural to the nets in SIFSIX-2-Cu-i. The use of the longer dpt
instead of dpa as a linker offers a slightly larger pore size (4.6 A)
in UTSA-120a than that in SIFSIX-2-Cu-i (4.4 A). Most impor-
tantly, the incorporated tetrazine rings are decorated around
the pore channels, and all the Lewis basic N sites point into the
pores. Previous studies have well documented that functional
SiFs>~ or uncoordinated N-sites could effectively enhance the
gas-binding affinity with CO,." Thus, the synergistic effect of
dual functionalities in UTSA-120a may lead to enhanced inter-
actions with CO, molecules as compared to SISXIF-2-Cu-i, thus
achieving higher CO, capture and separation capacities.

e
2 88 s ikak

UTSA-120

anions and tetrazine rings around the

channels. The different nets are highlighted in gray and purple for clarity. Colour code: Cu (turquoise), Si (dark green), F (red), N (blue), and C

(grey).
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Before evaluating UTSA-120 as a potential carbon capture
adsorbent, we first examined its stability by monitoring the
PXRD patterns upon sample exposure to air (Fig. 2a). When the
as-synthesized sample was exposed to air for more than 6
months or to 80% humidity for 1 day, UTSA-120 could still
retain its structural integrity (Fig. S3 and S4, ESIt). Even for the
activated UTSA-120a sample, after exposure to air for 1 month
or water vapour adsorption experiments, there is no loss of
crystallinity and no obvious phase change observed (Fig. S5-S7,
ESIt), indicating its excellent stability toward moisture. Next, we
determined the permanent porosity of UTSA-120a using
nitrogen adsorption isotherms at 77 K. As shown in Fig. S8
(ESIT) UTSA-120a can adsorb a large amount of N, (178 cm® g™ )
at 77 K and 1 bar, and the N, isotherm shows a significant type I
sorption behavior, characteristic of microporous materials. The
Brunauer-Emmett-Teller (BET) surface area of UTSA-120a was
calculated to be 638 m* g~ * (Fig. S8, ESI{), comparable to that of
SIFSIX-2-Cu-i (735 m> g~ ).

Next, we examined the single-component adsorption
isotherms of CO,, CH,, and N, at 296 K up to 1 bar. As presented
in Fig. 2a, UTSA-120a exhibits a rapid and high CO, uptake of
5.0 mmol g~ ' at 296 K and 1 bar. This value is comparable to the
uptake of SIFSIX-2-Cu-i (5.41 mmol g ') due to their similar
pore sizes. However, incorporation of functional tetrazine
groups into UTSA-120a was found to enable a significantly
higher CO, adsorption capacity than that of SIFSIX-2-Cu-i
within the low-pressure region (Fig. 2b). At 0.15 bar, which is an
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indicator of the CO, capture ability of an adsorbent from the
flue gas mixture, UTSA-120a exhibits a notably enhanced CO,
uptake (3.56 mmol g~ ') compared to those of SIFSIX-2-Cu-i
(2.11 mmol g ') and SIFSIX-14-Cu-i (1.42 mmol g %, Fig. S9,
ESIf). In comparison to other top-performing materials, the
CO, uptake of UTSA-120a at 0.15 bar is also among the highest
reported for MOF materials (Fig. 2¢ and Table S5, ESIT)," out-
performing most of the well-known MOFs (i.e., SIFSIX-3 and
UTSA-16). Conversely, UTSA-120a shows a very low CH, (0.93
em® g1 and N, (0.25 cm® g ) uptake at 1 bar and 296 K
(Fig. S10 and S11, ESIt). Both values are comparable to those of
SIFSIX-2-Cu-i. Therefore, the incorporation of tetrazine groups
into UTSA-120a can efficiently improve the CO, capture capacity
at a low pressure of 0.15 bar, while it has no effect on CH, and
N, adsorption.

Ideal adsorbed solution theory (IAST) was employed to
calculate the adsorption selectivity of UTSA-120a for 15 : 85 (v/v)
CO,/N, and 50/50 CO,/CH, gas mixtures at 296 K. As shown in
Fig. 2d and S12 (ESIf), UTSA-120a exhibits an extraordinarily
high selectivity of ~600 for the CO,/N, mixture, and also a high
CO,/CHj, selectivity of up to 100.

Both values are significantly higher than those observed in
SIFSIX-2-Cu-i (140 and 33 for CO,/N, and CO,/CH,). We note
that the CO,/N, selectivity of UTSA-120a is only lower than those
of ultra-microporous MOFs that show molecular sieving for
CO,/N,, such as Qc-5-Cu-sql and SIFSIX-3. However, the
extremely small pore spaces in those MOFs limit the CO,
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Fig. 2 (a) Gas adsorption isotherms of UTSA-120a for CO,, CH4 and N, at 296 K. Filled/empty symbols represent adsorption/desorption. (b)
Comparison of CO, adsorption isotherms for UTSA-120a and SIFSIX-2-Cu-i at 296 K. (c) Comparison of CO, capture capacity for UTSA-120a

and other best-performing materials at 0.15 bar and room temperature.

(d) IAST selectivity of UTSA-120a (red) for CO,/N, (15/85, v/v) at 296 K, as

compared with SIFSIX-2-Cu-i (black). (€) A comparison of the CO, uptake (at 0.15 bar) and CO,/N, selectivity at 1.0 bar and room temperature for
UTSA-120a and other indicated MOFs. (f) Comparison of heat of CO, adsorption for UTSA-120a and other best-performing materials.
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capture uptake at 0.15 bar, as revealed in Fig. 2e. On the other
hand, although Mg-MOF-74 has the highest CO, capture
capacity at 0.15 bar, its selectivity is relatively low (below 150).
Evidently, UTSA-120a and MAF-X250x* exhibit a notable
balance of both high CO, uptake (at 0.15 bar) and high selec-
tivity among the indicated MOFs. In addition, UTSA-120a shows
the lowest Qg value among the benchmark MOFs (Fig. 2f and
S14, ESIf) because of its suitable pore size (~4.6 A) and the
absence of ultra-strong binding sites. Therefore, this material
exhibits a rare combination of exceptional CO, adsorption
capacity, high CO,/N, selectivity and moderate Qs, presumably
offering a lower energy input for regeneration.

To gain better insight into the enhanced CO, adsorption
capacity at the low-pressure region and to determine CO,
binding sites, neutron powder diffraction data were collected on
a CO,-loaded sample of UTSA-120a and Rietveld structural
refinement was conducted (see Table S7 and Fig. S2 for detailed
structural information of UTSA-120a-2.6CO,, ESIT). As shown in
Fig. 3a, the adsorbed CO, molecules were located within the
square-shaped channels of UTSA-120a, and the carbon atom of
each adsorbed CO, molecule interacts with one SiFs>~ anion
through the C---F bonding with a distance of 2.741 A. This kind
of binding site has also been determined in SIFSIX-2-Cu-i.*?
Unlike SIFSIX-2-Cu-i, we found that the carbon atom of each
adsorbed CO, molecule also has a weaker interaction with
uncoordinated N sites on tetrazine rings through the C---N
bonding (3.701 A). Additionally, the interpenetrated nature of
the framework allows the SiFs>~ pillars and tetrazine rings to be
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densely arranged around the pore channel, which creates
a confined pore space to organize the CO, molecules densely
packed along the channels with a distance of 4.553 A (Fig. 3b).
Therefore, the exceptional CO, uptake capacity of UTSA-120a is
mainly attributed to the synergistic effect of the suitable pore
size and dual functionalities that enables the optimal packing
of CO, molecules within the pores.

Transient breakthrough simulations were performed for
UTSA-120a in a fixed-bed to validate the feasibility of separation
of the CO,/N, (15/85) mixture that mimics the fuel gas. Fig. 3c
reveals the molar concentrations of CO,/N, exiting the adsorber
packed with UTSA-120a as a function of dimensionless time, 7,
at 1 bar and 296 K. Efficient separation was realized by UTSA-
120a, whereby N, eluted through the bed first, and then CO,
breakthrough occurs through the fixed-bed after a certain time
(Toreak)- Attributed to both higher selectivity and CO, uptake
capacity, the Tpreax value of UTSA-120a is two times longer than
that observed in SIFSIX-2-Cu-i (Fig. S17, ESI{). Similarly, Fig. 3d
presents that UTSA-120a can also efficiently capture CO, from
the 50/50 CO,/CH, mixture.

Experimental breakthrough studies were further conducted
in a packed column of activated UTSA-120a under flow
(2.0 mL min~") of binary CO,/N, (15/85) and CO,/CH, (50/50)
mixtures at room temperature, respectively. As illustrated in
Fig. 3e and f, highly efficient separation for CO,/N, and CO,/
CH, mixtures can be accomplished by UTSA-120a. N, or CH,
pass through the sample bed rapidly, while CO, breakthrough
occurs at 84 and 36 min g~ ' for CO,/N, and CO,/CH, mixtures,

CO,/N, (15/85)

co,

200 400 600 800 1000 1200
Dimensionless time, t

(f)
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(d) (e)
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Fig. 3 (a) Neutron crystal structure of UTSA-120a-CO, viewed along the c and (b) b axis, determined from the Rietveld analysis (the different nets
are highlighted in purple and dark green for clarity). Color code: O, red; C (in CO,) grey. (c) Simulated column breakthrough curves for 15/85
CO,/N, separation with respect to the activated UTSA-120a. (d) Simulated column breakthrough curves for CO,/CH,4 (50/50) separation. (e)
Experimental column breakthrough curves for 15/85 CO,/N, and (f) 50/50 CO,/CH,4 gas mixtures (at 298 K, 1.0 bar) with a total flow of 2 mL

min~tin an absorber bed packed with UTSA-120a.
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respectively. These experimental breakthrough times have the
same trend as the simulated breakthrough results (850 and 370
for CO,/N, and CO,/CH, mixtures, respectively), indicating its
excellent separation performance for CO, capture. The
adsorption bed can be easily regenerated by He flow (20 mL
min~?) for 15 min at 298 K, and the separation properties of
UTSA-120a can be recycled several times (Fig. S18, ESIT). As
inferred from the PXRD performed on the associated samples,
the framework of UTSA-120a remains stable after multiple
adsorption and breakthrough experiments (Fig. S19, ESIT). It
should be noted that moisture would affect gas adsorption and
separation performance of porous materials under humid
conditions.”* To further confirm the moisture stability of UTSA-
120a, we measured the CO, adsorption properties of UTSA-120a
after exposure of the sample to air for 1 month. The results
revealed that the re-activated sample retains its CO, adsorption
capacity (Fig. S20, ESIY).

Conclusions

In summary, we designed and synthesized a novel SIFSIX
material (UTSA-120a) by using a functionalized organic linker
of dpt instead of dpa in SIFSIX-2-Cu-i. The foregoing results
revealed that UTSA-120a exhibits very high CO, capture
capacity (3.56 mmol g~ " at 0.15 bar and 296 K) and exceptional
separation selectivity (~600). Both values outperform those of
the isoreticular SIFSIX-2-Cu-i and most of the other reported
MOFs. This exceptional separation performance is mainly
attributed to the suitable pore size and dual functionalities on
pore surfaces to not only interact with CO, molecules but also
enable the dense packing of CO, molecules within the pores,
as revealed by the UTSA-120a-2.6CO, structure. The rare
combination of very high CO, adsorption capacity, exceptional
CO,/N, selectivity, and moderate heat of CO, adsorption
renders UTSA-120a a very promising candidate for CO, capture
from flue gases. Breakthrough experiments confirmed that
UTSA-120a can efficiently capture CO, gas from the CO,/N,
and CO,/CH, mixtures.

Experimental section
Synthesis of [Cu(dpt),(SiFs)], (UTSA-120)

60 mg (0.25 mmol) of 3,6-di(4-pyridyl)-1,2,4,5-tetrazine (dpt) was
partially dissolved in a methanol solution (30 mL). An aqueous
solution of CuSiFs (1.0 mL, 0.247 mmol) was then added
dropwise to the stirred methanol solution. A fresh pink
precipitate appeared immediately, and the solution was then
stirred for 24 hours at room temperature. The suspension was
filtered, and the precipitate was washed with MeOH and then
air dried. Bulk purity of the sample was verified by PXRD
(Fig. S1, ESI¥).

Gas sorption measurements

Gas adsorption isotherms were measured using a Micro-
meriticsASAP 2020 surface area analyzer. To remove all the
guest solvents in the framework, the fresh powder sample was

3132 | J Mater. Chem. A, 2019, 7, 3128-3134
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first solvent-exchanged with dry methanol at least 8 times
within two days. The solvent-exchanged sample was evacuated
at room temperature for 24 h, at 323 K for 12 h and then at 343 K
for an additional 4-5 h till the outgas rate was 5 mmHg min "
prior to measurements. The sorption measurement was main-
tained at 77 K with liquid nitrogen. An ice-water bath (slush)
and water bath were used for adsorption isotherms at 273 and
296 K, respectively.

Neutron diffraction experiment

High-resolution neutron diffraction data were collected using
a BT-1 neutron powder diffractometer at the National Insti-
tute of Standards and Technology (NIST) Center for Neutron
Research. A Ge(311) monochromator with a 75° take-off angle,
X =2.0787(2) A, and in-pile collimation of 60 minutes of arc
was used. Data were collected over the range of 1.3-166.3° (26)
with a step size of 0.05°. The fully activated UTSA-120a sample
was loaded in a vanadium can equipped with a capillary gas
line and a packless valve. A closed-cycle He refrigerator was
used for sample temperature control. The bare MOF sample
was measured first, at room temperature (296 K). To probe the
CO, adsorption location, a pre-determined amount of CO,
was loaded into the sample at room temperature, and
diffraction data were then collected. Rietveld structural
refinement was performed on the neutron diffraction data
using the GSAS package.” The refinements on lattice
parameters, atomic coordinates, positions/orientations of the
CO, molecules (treated as rigid bodies), CO, occupancies,
thermal factors, background, and profiles all converge with
satisfactory R-factors. The structural data are summarized in
Table S7.t

Breakthrough experiments

The breakthrough curves were measured on a homemade
apparatus for gas mixtures CO,/N, (15/85) or CO,/CH, (50/50) at
298 K and 1.01 bar. In the separation experiment, the activated
UTSA-120a (0.582 g) particles with diameters of 200-300 um
were prepared and packed into a @ 4 x 150 mm stainless steel
column. The experimental set-up consisted of two fixed-bed
stainless steel reactors. One reactor was loaded with the
adsorbent, while the other reactor was used as a blank control
group to stabilize the gas flow. The gas flows were controlled at
the inlet using a mass flow meter at 2 mL min™ ', and a gas
chromatograph (TCD - Thermal Conductivity Detector, detec-
tion limit 0.1 ppm) continuously monitored the effluent gas
from the adsorption bed. Prior to every breakthrough experi-
ment, we activated the sample by flushing the adsorption bed
with helium gas for 2 hours at 323 K. Subsequently, the column
was allowed to equilibrate at the measurement rate before we
switched the gas flow. The adsorption bed was easily regen-
erated by He flow (20 mL min~ ") for 15 min at 298 K.
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1. General Procedures and Materials. All starting reagents and solvents were purchased from
commercial companies and used without further purification. Powder X-ray diffraction (PXRD)
patterns were performed by a Rigaku Ultima IV diffractometer operated at 40 kV and 44 mA with a
scan rate of 2.0 deg min!.
2. Fitting of pure component isotherms

The experimentally measured loadings for CO, measured at temperatures of 273 K, and 296 K in

UTSA-120 and SIF-SIX-2-Cu-i were fitted with the dual-Langmuir-Freundlich isotherm model

V4

b,p byp" 1)

9=9 45a W 45 sar W

with 7-dependent parameters b, and bg
E E
b,=b, eXp(R_;"j; by = by, eXp(R_;j (2)

The parameters are provided in Table S2.

The isotherm data for CHy, and N, measured at temperatures of 273 K, and 296 K in UTSA-120

and SIF-SIX-2-Cu-1 were fitted with good accuracy with the single-site Langmuir model

b
P 3)
1+bp

q = qsat

with 7-dependent parameters
E
b=b,exp| — 4
0 p( R Tj 4)

The parameters are provided in Table S3, and Table S4.

3. Virial Graph Analysis
Estimation of the isosteric heats of gas adsorption (Ost)
A virial-type expression of comprising the temperature-independent parameters a; and b, was

employed to calculate the enthalpies of adsorption for CO, (at 273 K and 296 K) on UTSA-120a. In

each case, the data were fitted use equation:
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InP=InN+1/TY a,N,+> b,N, (5)

i=0 j=0

Here, P is the pressure expressed in Pa, N is the amount absorbed in mmol g!, 7 is the temperature
in K, ai and b, are virial coefficients, and m, n represent the number of coefficients required to
adequately describe the isotherms (m and n were gradually increased till the contribution of extra
added a and b coefficients was deemed to be statistically insignificant towards the overall fit. And
the average value of the squared deviations from the experimental values was minimized). The
values of the virial coefficients ao through a» were then used to calculate the isosteric heat of

absorption using the following expression:
0, =—RY aN, (6)

Ost is the coverage-dependent isosteric heat of adsorption and R is the universal gas constant. The
heat enthalpy of CO2 sorption for complex UTSA-120a in this manuscript are determined by using
the sorption data measured in the pressure range from 0-1 bar (at 273 K and 296 K).

4. IAST calculations

The adsorption selectivity is defined by

Sads = ql/q2 (7)
D /pz

In equation (7), q;, and g, are the molar loadings in the adsorbed phase in equilibrium with the
bulk gas phase with partial pressures p;, and p.

Figure 2d presents IAST calculations for binary 15/85 CO,/N, mixtures at 296 K. The CO, uptake
is significantly higher in UTSA-120a as compared to SIF-SIX-2-Cu-i. The CO,/N, selectivity is
about an order of magnitude higher in UTSA-120a as compared to SIF-SIX-2-Cu-i.

Figure S12 presents IAST calculations for 50/50 CO,/CH4 mixtures at 296 K. Also in this case the

separations are better in UTSA-120a as compared to SIF-SIX-2-Cu-i.

5. Transient breakthrough of mixtures in fixed bed adsorbers
The performance of industrial fixed bed adsorbers is dictated by a combination of adsorption
selectivity and uptake capacity. For a proper comparison of various MOFs, we perform transient
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breakthrough simulations using the simulation methodology described in the literature.!> For the
breakthrough simulations, the following parameter values were used: length of packed bed, L = 0.3
m; voidage of packed bed, £ = 0.4; superficial gas velocity at inlet, = 0.04 m/s. The transient

breakthrough simulation results are presented in terms of a dimensionless time, 7, defined by

e . C Le
dividing the actual time, #, by the characteristic time, — .
u
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Notation

ba Langmuir-Freundlich constant for species i at adsorption site A, Pa™"*
bg Langmuir-Freundlich constant for species i at adsorption site B, Pa™"*
G molar concentration of species i in gas mixture, mol m-3

Cio molar concentration of species i in gas mixture at inlet to adsorber, mol m-
E energy parameter, J mol-!

L length of packed bed adsorber, m

Di partial pressure of species 7 in mixture, Pa

D total system pressure, Pa

qi component molar loading of species i, mol kg!

O« isosteric heat of adsorption, J mol!

t time, s

T absolute temperature, K

u superficial gas velocity in packed bed, m s°!

Greek letters

el voidage of packed bed, dimensionless

vil Freundlich exponent, dimensionless

pl framework density, kg m-3

7l time, dimensionless

Subscripts

i referring to component i

t referring to total mixture
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Table S1. The structural details for fully activated UTSA-120a, obtained from Rietveld refinement

of the neutron diffraction data.

Unit cell parameters UTSA-120a
Formula Co4H 6CuF¢N,Si
Formula weight 678.10
Crystal system Tetragonal
Space group [4/mmm
a,b(A) 15.123(11)
c(A) 7.8349(1)
a(°) 90.00
L) 90.00
7(°) 90.00
v (A3) 1791.89(34)
z 2
Deareq (g cm™>) 1.257
R,, R, 0.0207, 0.0170
cCcDC 1882294
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Table S2. Dual-Langmuir-Freundlich parameter fits for CO, in UTSA-120a and SIFSIX-2-Cu-i.
The fits are based on experimental isotherm data at 296 K.

Site A Site B
qAsat bao E\ Va qB sat by Ey 12
dimensionless
mol kg | Pa™ kJ mol- | dimensionless | mol kg- | Pa~™"® kJ mol-
1 1 1 1
0.57 4.81x1018 | 26.4 4.7 2.41x1011 | 31.3
UTSA-120a 2.65 1.34
124 7.87x1010 | 17.6 6 6.23x10°12 | 34.8
SIF-SIX-2-Cu-1 1.1 1..14
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Table S3. Langmuir parameter fits for CH, in UTSA-120a and SIFSIX-2-Cu-i. The fits are based on
experimental isotherm data at 296 K.

gsat b() E
mol kg! Pa”' kJ mol!
8
UTSA-120a 33 1.78x10 13.3
8
SIF-SIX-2-Ci 5 9.89x10 6.6
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Table S4. Langmuir parameter fits for N, in UTSA-120a and SIFSIX-2-Cu-i. The fits are based on
experimental isotherm data at 296 K.

gsat b() E
mol kg! Pa”'! kJ mol!
9
UTSA-120 1.75 4.63x10 14.6
7
SIF-SIX-2-Ci 4.1 1.35x10 4.3
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Table S5. Comparison of the CO, adsorption capacity and CO,/N, selectivity of UTSA-120a with
other high-performing materials at room temperature.

Adsorption uptake
MOFs 0.15bar 1.0 bar COz,fN? O (kJ/mol)  Ref.
(mmol ) (mmol ¢) selectivity

UTSA-120a 3.56 5.0 600 27-31 This work
Mg-MOF-74 5.31 8.04 148 47 3
Mgy(dobde)(NoHy), g 5.18 5.51 - 90 4
MAF-X250x 4.08 7.1 250 43 5
Co-MOF-74 3.48 5.53 100 37 6
Zeolite 13X 3.47 - 30.4 37.2 6
Ni-MOF-74 3.21 5.80 30 42 6
Mg-dobpdc-mmen 3.14 4.0 262 70 7
SGU-29 2.65 3.53 3515 51.3 8
UTSA-16 2.64 4.3 314 34.6 6
SIFSIX-3-Ni 2.5 2.55 1874 52 9
SIFSIX-3-Cu 2.46 2.46 10500 54 10
SIFSIX-3-Zn 243 2.54 1800 45 11
CuBTTRi-mmen 2.38 4.17 166 96 12
NbOFFIVE-1-Ni 2.25 2.25 - 50 13
SIFSIX-2-Cu-i 2.11 5.41 140 31.9 11
Zn,(Atz),(0x) 2.02 3.62 - 40.8 14
SERP-MOF-2 1.6 3.08 1084 33 15
SIFSIX-14-Cu-i 1.42 4.68 - 37.7 16
Bio-MOF-11 1.35 4.05 76.8 45 17
CPM-231 1.26 6.77 50 20.4 18
NJU-Bai8 1.2 2.51 58 37.7 19
Qc-5-Cu-sql 0.73 2.16 35000 36 20
PCN-88 0.69 4.20 18.1 27 21
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Table S6. Comparison of the CO, adsorption capacity, CO,/CHy4 selectivity, and Oy of UTSA-120a
with other high-performing materials at room temperature.

Adsorption uptake
MOFs 0.15bar 1.0 bar COZ/,C},L‘ O (kJ/mol)  Ref.
(mmol ) (mmol ¢) selectivity

UTSA-120a 3.56 5.0 96 27-31 This work
Qc-5-Cu-sql 0.73 2.16 3300 36 20
SIFSIX-3-Zn 2.43 2.54 231 45 11
Mg-MOF-74 5.31 8.04 105 47 6
NaX - 4.81 60 34.5 6
SIFSIX-2-Cu-i 2.11 5.41 33 319 11
UTSA-16 2.64 43 29.8 34.6 6
NJU-Bai8 1.2 2.51 159 37.7 19
Cu-TDPAT 1.73 5.09 13.8 42.2 22
ZIF-78 1.04 2.05 10.6 29 6
HKUST-1 1.15 5.44 7.4 35 6
Zn-MOF-74 1.83 5.32 5.0 31.7 23
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Table S7. The structural details of the CO,-loaded sample (UTSA-120a-2.6CQO,), obtained from

Rietveld refinement of the neutron diffraction data.

Unit cell parameters of UTSA-200-2.6CO,

Formula
Formula weight
Temperature/K
Crystal system

Space group
a(A)
b (A)
c(A)
(%)
B ()
7 (©)
V(A3)
Z
Ry R,
CCDC number

Ca6.60 Hi.00 Cu Fg Nz 09 Os 20 St

792.47
300
Tetragonal
[4/mmm
15.1068(7)
15.1068(7)
7.9980(8)
90.0
90.0
90.0
1825.3(4)

2
0.0238, 0.0198
1881280
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Activated

Intensity

As-synthesized

P W | l.- " Lca_l.?maled

10 20 30 40
20/°

Figure S1. PXRD patterns of as-synthesized UTSA-120 (red) and activated UTSA-120a (blue)
along with the calculated XRD pattern based on the neutron diffraction structure of UTSA-120a
(black).
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= 15.1230(11); ¢ = 7.8349(5); |4/mmm
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Figure S2. Rietveld refinements of the neutron powder diffraction data for bare UTSA-120a (the

upper panel) and CO,-loaded UTSA-120a (the lower panel). The goodness of fit data and the refined
CO, locations are shown in inset.
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Figure S3. Experimental PXRD patterns of as-synthesized UTSA-120 sample and the sample after
exposure to the air for one week, one month and half year, respectively, indicating its good stability

toward moisture.
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Figure S4. Experimental PXRD patterns of as-synthesized UTSA-120 sample and the sample

exposed to variable humidity levels for one day.
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Activated UTSA-120a
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Figure SS. Experimental PXRD patterns of the activated UTSA-120a sample and the sample after
exposure to air for one week and one month, respectively, indicating that the framework of UTSA-
120a can be retained.
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Figure S6. Water vapor sorption isotherms of UTSA-120a at room temperature.
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After water sorption experiments
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Figure S7. PXRD patterns of the UTSA-120a sample after water vapor sorption experiments,

compared with the as-synthesized sample.
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Figure S8. Nitrogen isotherm at 77 K with consistency and BET plots for the activated UTSA-120a

sample.
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Figure S9. Comparison of CO, sorption isotherms and capture capacity (at 0.15 bar and room
temperature) for UTSA-120a with SIFSIX-2-Cu-i and SIFSIX-14-Cu-i.
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Figure S10. Adsorption isotherms of COy (circles), CHy (triangles) and N, (squares) for UTSA-120a
(red) and SIFSIX-2-Cu-i (black) at 296 K up to 1 bar.
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Figure S11. Adsorption isotherms of COy (circle), CHy (triangle) and N, (square) for UTSA-120a
(red) and SIFSIX-2-Cu-i (black) at 273 K up to 1 bar.
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Figure S12. IAST selectivity of UTSA-120a (red) for CO,/CH4 (50/50, v/v) at 296 K, as compared
with SIFSIX-2-Cu-i (black).
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Figure S13. Comparison of IAST selectivity of UTSA-120a versus the other best-performing
materials for CO,/CH, (50/50) separation.
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Figure S14. Heats of adsorption (Q) of CO, for UTSA-120a.
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Figure S15. Virial fitting of the CO, adsorption isotherms for UTSA-120a.
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Figure S16. The binding sites and packing of CO, molecules in the channels of UTSA-120a, viewed

along the c axis.
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Figure S17. Transient breakthrough simulations of (a) CO,/N, (15:85, v/v) mixture (b) CO,/CH,4

(50:50) mixture on UTSA-120a versus SIFSIX-2-Cu-i at 298 K.
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Figure S18. Cycling column breakthrough curves for CO,/N, separation (15/85, v/v) with UTSA-
120a at 298 K and 1.01 bar. The breakthrough experiments were carried out in a column packed with
UTSA-120a (® 4.0 x 150 mm) at a flow rate of 2 mL/min.

After mutiple breakthrough tests
After adsorption tests
—UTSA-120a

Intensity

10 20 30 40
26/

Figure S19. PXRD patterns of as-synthesized samples (black) and the samples after the adsorption
tests (red) and multiple breakthrough tests (blue).

S23



Gas uptake (mmol g™

1F —s— UTSA-120a
—e— UTSA-120a after exposure to air

0 1 1 1 1 1
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Pressure (bar)

Figure S20. Comparison of CO, adsorption isotherms of UTSA-120a (black) and the re-activated
sample after the exposure to air (red) for one week, confirming its good chemical stability.
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Figure S21. Schematic illustration of the apparatus for the breakthrough experiments.
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