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METAL-ORGANIC MATERIALS (MOMS)
FOR POLARIZABLE GAS ADSORPTION
AND METHODS OF USING MOMS

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATION

This application is the 35 U.S.C. §371 national stage of,
and claims priority to and the benefit of, PCT application
PCT/US2013/068879, filed Nov. 7, 2013, which claims
priority to and the benefit of U.S. Provisional Application
entitled “ENHANCEMENT OF CO, SELECTIVITY IN A
PILLARED PCU MOM PLATFORM THROUGH PILLAR
SUBSTITUTION,” having Ser. No. 61/723,914, filed on
Nov. 8, 2012, which is entirely incorporated herein by
reference.

This application claims priority to U.S. provisional appli-
cation entitled “METAL ORGANIC COMPOSITION, FOR
CARBON DIOXIDE SEPARATION AND CAPTURE,”
having Ser. No. 61/723,533, filed on Nov. 7, 2012, which is
entirely incorporated herein by reference.

This application is a CIP of U.S. Utility application
entitled “METAL-ORGANIC MATERIALS (MOMS) FOR
CO, ADSORPTION AND METHODS OF USING
MOMS”, having Ser. No. 13/800,690, filed on Mar. 13,
2013, which is incorporated herein by reference; which
claims priority to U.S. provisional application entitled
“METAL ORGANIC COMPOSITION, FOR CARBON
DIOXIDE SEPARATION AND CAPTURE,” having Ser.
No. 61/682,017, filed on Aug. 10, 2012, which is entirely
incorporated herein by reference; and also claims priority to
U.S. provisional application entitled “METAL ORGANIC
COMPOSITION, FOR CARBON DIOXIDE SEPARA-
TION AND CAPTURE,” having Ser. No. 61/723,533, filed
on Nov. 7, 2012, which is entirely incorporated herein by
reference.

BACKGROUND

Metal-organic framework (MOF) materials that exhibit
permanent porosity have received extensive interest due to
their potential applications for gas storage or capture. How-
ever, many of the currently used MOFs have limitations, in
particular, use in humid conditions, and thus, other types of
MOFs having desired characteristics are needed to be used
in certain applications.

SUMMARY

Embodiments of the present disclosure provide for multi-
component metal-organic materials (MOMs) systems that
exhibit permanent porosity and using MOMs to separate
components in a gas, methods of separating polarizable
gases from a gas, and the like.

An embodiment of the method of capturing a polarizable
gas in a gas mixture, among others, includes: exposing the
gas mixture to a multicomponent metal-organic material
(MOM) of general formula [ML, TIFSIX],, n is 1 to 10'%,
wherein the gas mixture includes the polarizable gas,
wherein the MOM has a greater relative affinity for the
polarizable gas than the other components in the gas mix-
ture; wherein M is a divalent or trivalent metal, wherein L
is a bifunctional linker molecule based upon two nitrogen
donor moieties; and TIFSIX is hexafluorotitanate or
hexafluorostannate; and capturing the polarizable gas in the
MOM.
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An embodiment of the system for separating components
in a gas mixture, among others, includes: a first structure
including a multidimensional metal-organic material
(MOM), of general formula [ML, TIFSIX],, nis 1 to 10'%,
wherein the gas mixture includes the polarizable gas,
wherein the MOM has a greater relative affinity for the
polarizable gas than the other components in the gas mix-
ture; wherein M is a divalent or trivalent metal, wherein L
is a bifunctional linker molecule based upon two nitrogen
donor moieties; and TIFSIX is hexafluorotitanate or
hexafluorostannate, wherein the gas includes a first compo-
nent and a second component, wherein the MOM has a
greater relative affinity for the first component over the
second component; and a second structure for introducing
the gas to the first structure, wherein first component is
substantially (e.g., about 60% or more, about 70% or more,
about 80% or more, about 90% or more, about 95% or more,
about 99% or more, or about 99.9% or more, is removed
from the gas mixture) removed from the gas mixture after
the exposure to the MOM to form a modified gas mixture,
wherein the second structure flows the modified gas mixture
away from the first structure.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

Many aspects of the disclosed devices and methods can be
better understood with reference to the following drawings.
The components in the drawings are not necessarily to scale,
emphasis instead being placed upon clearly illustrating the
relevant principles. Moreover, in the drawings, like refer-
ence numerals designate corresponding parts throughout the
several views.

FIG. 1 illustrates the structure of TIFSIX-1-Cu viewed
along the ¢ axis (left) and a axis (right).

FIG. 2 illustrates CO,, CH,, and N, isotherms at 298 K
for TIFSIX-1-Cu (above) and SNIFSIX-1-Cu (below).

FIG. 3 illustrates comparison of CO,/CH, relative uptakes
and gravimetric CO, uptakes of MOMs in the literature
(green) to those reported herein (pink).

FIG. 4 illustrates experimental and Calculated PXRD
patterns for TIFSIX-1-Cu.

FIG. 5 illustrates experimental and Calculated PXRD
patterns for SNIFSIX-1-Cu.

FIG. 6 illustrates an N, isotherm at 77K for TIFSIX-1-Cu.

FIG. 7 illustrates N, isotherm at 77K for SNIFSIX-1-Cu.

FIG. 8 illustrates CO,Q,, for TIFSIX-1-Cu, SIFSIX-1-Cu,
and SNIFSIX-1-Cu, determined by the virial method.

FIG. 9 illustrates 50/50 CO,/CH, IAST selectivities of
TIFSIX-1-Cu, SIFSIX-1-Cu, and SNIFSIX-1-Cu at 298 K.

FIG. 10 illustrates 10/90 CO,/N, IAST selectivities of
TIFSIX-1-Cu, SIFSIX-1-Cu, and SNIFSIX-1-Cu at 298 K.

FIG. 11 illustrates a snapshot of the most favored CO,
binding site in SIFSIX-1-Cu, TIFSIX-1-Cu, and SNIFSIX-
1-Cu determined from modeling studies. Atom colors:
C=gray, H=white, O=red, N=blue, F=cyan, Cu=tan, Si/Ti/
Sn=violet.

FIGS. 12-16 illustrate embodiments of linker ligands for
the MOMs of the present disclosure.

DISCUSSION

Before the present disclosure is described in greater detail,
it is to be understood that this disclosure is not limited to
particular embodiments described, as such may, of course,
vary. It is also to be understood that the terminology used
herein is for the purpose of describing particular embodi-
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ments only, and is not intended to be limiting, since the
scope of the present disclosure will be limited only by the
appended claims.

Where a range of values is provided, it is understood that
each intervening value, to the tenth of the unit of the lower
limit (unless the context clearly dictates otherwise), between
the upper and lower limit of that range, and any other stated
or intervening value in that stated range, is encompassed
within the disclosure. The upper and lower limits of these
smaller ranges may independently be included in the smaller
ranges and are also encompassed within the disclosure,
subject to any specifically excluded limit in the stated range.
Where the stated range includes one or both of the limits,
ranges excluding either or both of those included limits are
also included in the disclosure.

Unless defined otherwise, all technical and scientific
terms used herein have the same meaning as commonly
understood by one of ordinary skill in the art to which this
disclosure belongs. Although any methods and materials
similar or equivalent to those described herein can also be
used in the practice or testing of the present disclosure, the
preferred methods and materials are now described.

All publications and patents cited in this specification are
herein incorporated by reference as if each individual pub-
lication or patent were specifically and individually indi-
cated to be incorporated by reference and are incorporated
herein by reference to disclose and describe the methods
and/or materials in connection with which the publications
are cited. The citation of any publication is for its disclosure
prior to the filing date and should not be construed as an
admission that the present disclosure is not entitled to
antedate such publication by virtue of prior disclosure.
Further, the dates of publication provided could be different
from the actual publication dates that may need to be
independently confirmed.

As will be apparent to those of skill in the art upon reading
this disclosure, each of the individual embodiments
described and illustrated herein has discrete components and
features which may be readily separated from or combined
with the features of any of the other several embodiments
without departing from the scope or spirit of the present
disclosure. Any recited method can be carried out in the
order of events recited or in any other order that is logically
possible.

Embodiments of the present disclosure will employ,
unless otherwise indicated, techniques of chemistry, organic
chemistry, organometallic chemistry, coordination chemis-
try and the like, which are within the skill of the art. Such
techniques are explained fully in the literature.

The following examples are put forth so as to provide
those of ordinary skill in the art with a complete disclosure
and description of how to perform the methods and use the
compositions and compounds disclosed and claimed herein.
Efforts have been made to ensure accuracy with respect to
numbers (e.g., amounts, temperature, etc.), but some errors
and deviations should be accounted for. Unless indicated
otherwise, parts are parts by weight, temperature is in ° C.,
and pressure is at or near atmospheric. Standard temperature
and pressure are defined as 25° C. and 1 atmosphere.

Before the embodiments of the present disclosure are
described in detail, it is to be understood that, unless
otherwise indicated, the present disclosure is not limited to
particular materials, reagents, reaction materials, manufac-
turing processes, or the like, as such can vary. It is also to be
understood that the terminology used herein is for purposes
of describing particular embodiments only, and is not
intended to be limiting. It is also possible in the present
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disclosure that steps can be executed in different sequence
where this is logically possible.

It must be noted that, as used in the specification and the
appended claims, the singular forms “a,” “an,” and “the”
include plural referents unless the context clearly dictates
otherwise. Thus, for example, reference to “a support”
includes a plurality of supports. In this specification and in
the claims that follow, reference will be made to a number
of terms that shall be defined to have the following meanings
unless a contrary intention is apparent.

DEFINITIONS

The term “substituted” refers to any one or more hydro-
gens on the designated atom that can be replaced with a
selection from the indicated group, provided that the desig-
nated atom’s normal valence is not exceeded (though
charged and radical variants are acceptable (e.g., RNH,*
versus RNH,), and that the substitution results in a suitably
stable compound.

The term “aliphatic group” refers to a saturated or unsatu-
rated linear or branched hydrocarbon group and encom-
passes alkyl, alkenyl, and alkynyl groups, for example.

As used herein, “alkyl” or “alkyl group” refers to a
saturated aliphatic hydrocarbon radical which can be straight
or branched, having 1 to 20 carbon atoms, wherein the stated
range of carbon atoms includes each intervening integer
individually, as well as sub-ranges. Examples of alkyl
include, but are not limited to methyl, ethyl, n-propyl,
i-propyl, n-butyl, s-butyl, t-butyl, n-pentyl, and s-pentyl. The
term “lower alkyl” means an alkyl group having less than 10
carbon atoms.

As used herein, “alkenyl” or “alkenyl group” refers to an
aliphatic hydrocarbon radical which can be straight or
branched, containing at least one carbon-carbon double
bond, having 2 to 20 carbon atoms, where the stated range
of carbon atoms includes each intervening integer individu-
ally, as well as sub-ranges. Examples of alkenyl groups
include, but are not limited to, ethenyl, propenyl, n-butenyl,
i-butenyl, 3-methylbut-2-enyl, n-pentenyl, heptenyl, octe-
nyl, decenyl, and the like.

The term “substituted,” as in “substituted alkyl”, “substi-
tuted cycloalkyl,” “substituted cycloalkenyl,” substituted
aryl,” substituted biaryl,” “substituted fused aryl” and the
like means that the substituted group may contain in place of
one or more hydrogens a group such as hydroxy, amino,
halo, triffuoromethyl, cyano, —NH(lower alkyl), —N(lower
alkyl),, lower alkoxy, lower alkylthio, or carboxy, and thus
embraces the terms haloalkyl, alkoxy, fluorobenzyl, and the
sulfur and phosphorous containing substitutions referred to
below.

As used herein, “halo”, “halogen”, or “halogen radical”
refers to a fluorine, chlorine, bromine, and iodine, and
radicals thereof. Further, when used in compound words,
such as “haloalkyl” or “haloalkenyl”, “halo” refers to an
alkyl or alkenyl] radical in which one or more hydrogens are
substituted by halogen radicals. Examples of haloalkyl
include, but are not limited to, trifluoromethyl, trichlorom-
ethyl, pentafluoroethyl, and pentachloroethyl.

The term “cycloalkyl” refers to a non-aromatic mono- or
multicyclic ring system of about 3 to about 10 carbon atoms,
preferably of about 5 to about 10 carbon atoms. Preferred
ring sizes of rings of the ring system include about 5 to about
6 ring atoms. Exemplary monocyclic cycloalkyl include
cyclopentyl, cyclohexyl, cycloheptyl, and the like. Exem-
plary multicyclic cycloalkyl include 1-decalin, norbornyl,
adamant-(1- or 2-)yl, and the like.
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The term “cycloalkenyl” refers to a non-aromatic mono-
or multicyclic ring system of about 3 to about 10 carbon
atoms, preferably of about 5 to about 10 carbon atoms, and
which contains at least one carbon-carbon double bond.
Preferred ring sizes of rings of the ring system include about
5 to about 6 ring atoms. Exemplary monocyclic cycloalk-
enyl include cyclopentenyl, cyclohexenyl, cycloheptenyl,
and the like. An exemplary multicyclic cycloalkenyl is
norbornylenyl.

The term “aryl” as used herein, refers to an aromatic
monocyclic or multicyclic ring system of about 6 to about 14
carbon atoms, preferably of about 6 to about 10 carbon
atoms. Exemplary aryl groups include phenyl or naphthyl, or
phenyl substituted or naphthyl substituted. In an embodi-
ment, an aryl can include a biaryl, which refers to an aryl,
as defined above, where two aryl groups are joined by a
direct bond or through an intervening alkyl group, prefer-
ably a lower alkyl group.

The term “heteroaryl” is used herein to denote an aro-
matic ring or fused ring structure of carbon atoms with one
or more non-carbon atoms, such as oxygen, nitrogen, and
sulfur, in the ring or in one or more of the rings in fused ring
structures. Examples are furanyl, pyranyl, thienyl, imidazyl,
pyrrolyl, pyridyl, pyrazolyl, pyrazinyl, pyrimidinyl, indolyl,
quinolyl, isoquinolyl, quinoxalyl, and quinazolinyl. Pre-
ferred examples are furanyl, imidazyl, pyranyl, pyrrolyl, and
pyridyl.

The term “fused aryl” refers to a aryl multicyclic ring
system as included in the term “aryl,” and includes aryl
groups and heteroaryl groups that are condensed. Examples
are naphthyl, anthryl, and phenanthryl. The bonds can be
attached to any of the rings.

General Discussion:

Embodiments of the present disclosure provide for multi-
component metal-organic materials (MOMs) that exhibit
permanent porosity and using MOMs to separate compo-
nents in a gas mixture, methods of separating polarizable
gases (e.g., such as CO,) from a gas mixture, and the like.

In an embodiment, the MOM can be porous and can be a
three dimensional net so that molecules can be disposed
(e.g., captured) within (e.g., pores or cavities) the MOM to
the exclusion of other molecules. In an embodiment, the
MOM combines sorption thermodynamics and kinetics to
achieve advantageous results.

For example, a gas such as CO, is absorbed faster and
stronger than other gases in the gas mixture, so that CO, can
be captured in the MOMs to the substantial exclusion of the
other gases. Other polarizable gases such as nitrogen and
sulfur oxides, iodine, alkenes, acetylene, and krypton can
also be captured in the MOMs to the substantial exclusion of
other gases such as nitrogen, oxygen, methane, and water
vapor. These improved performance results are unexpected
when compared to the MOM analogs and these MOMS are
useful with respect to separations/capture of polarizable
gases (especially CO,), in particular, in the presence of
water vapotr.

In an embodiment, the MOM can be used to separate CO,
from one or more other gases. In particular, embodiments of
the present disclosure can be used in CO, capture, gas
separation, and the like, in post-combustion systems (e.g.,
flue gas to separate CO, and N,), pre-combustion systems
(e.g., shifted synthesis gas stream to separate CO, and H,),
and/or natural gas upgrading (e.g., natural gas cleanup to
separate CO, and CH,). In an embodiment, the MOMs can
be used to separate other gases and can be used in processes
such as He separation from natural gas, Ar separation, Kr
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6
separation, H,/D, separation, iodine separation, and separa-
tion of unsaturated hydrocarbons from saturated hydrocar-
bons.

In an embodiment, the components of the MOM can be
selected to design a MOM that can be used in a system or
method that is highly effective at separating gases due to the
MOM having a higher relative affinity for one polarizable
component of the gas (e.g., CO,) over one or more other
components (e.g., H,O, N,, H,, and CH,) in the gas.

Embodiments of the present disclosure provide for
MOMs that are three dimensional nets that have a primitive
cubic topology that can be used in methods and systems of
the present disclosure. In an embodiment, the MOM can
include a metal organic framework that is based upon square
grid networks that are pillared in the third dimension. In an
embodiment, the MOM can be Cu(4,4'-4,4'bipyridine),
(TiF4)],,, where n is 1 to 10'® or [Cu(4,4'-bipyridine),(Sn
Fy)l,, wherein n is 1 to 10'8,

In an embodiment, the two dimensional square grids
include metal cations, metal cluster molecular building
blocks (MBBs), or metal-organic polyhedral supermolecular
building blocks (SBBs). The MBBs or SBBs serve the
geometric role of the node in a network and they are
connected by organic molecules, inorganic anions and/or
metal complexes, which serve as linkers. The two dimen-
sional square grids are connected to one another using other
linkers or pillars that connect to the metal nodes. In an
embodiment, the components of the MOM (the two dimen-
sional square grids, and its components, and pillars) can be
selected to design a MOM that can be used in a system or
method, and is highly effective at separating gases due to the
MOM having a higher relative affinity for one component of
the gas (e.g., CO,) over one or more other components (e.g.,
H,O, N,, H,, and CH,) in the gas.

In an embodiment, a method of the present disclosure
includes exposing a gas to a MOM as described herein. As
noted above, the MOM has a greater relative affinity for a
first component of the gas over a second component of the
gas. The phrase “greater relative affinity” or similar phrases
mean that a MOM will interact with a first component much
more strongly than a second component so that the MOM
and the first component interact to the substantial exclusion
of the second component (e.g., H,O, N,, H,, and CH,). In
an embodiment, the affinity can be controlled by linkers in
the MOM that exhibit strong enough electrostatic potential
to induce polarization in one component of the gas. Thus, the
first component can be captured (e.g., separated) from the
gas mixture to form a modified gas, where the modified gas
includes the second component and a substantially reduced
amount (e.g., greater than about 80% or more, about 90% or
more, about 95% or more, about 99% or more, about 99.9%
or more, removal of the first component from the gas) of the
first component.

In an embodiment, the gas can include two or more
components. In an embodiment, the component can include
one or more of the following: CO,, N,, H,, CH,, He, H,O,
hydrocarbons having 2 or more carbons (saturated or unsatu-
rated and/or linear or branched), and a combination thereof.
In an embodiment, CO, can be in the gas in an amount of
about 400 ppm to 50%. In an embodiment, N, can be in the
gas in an amount of about 50% to 99.99%. In an embodi-
ment, H, can be in the gas in an amount of about 5% to
99.99%. In an embodiment, CH, can be in the gas in an
amount of about 50% to 99.99%. In an embodiment, He can
be in the gas in an amount of about 0.01% to 99.99%.

It should be noted that in many situations, the gas may
primarily include a few components or only a few compo-
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nents that are important to the desired separation. For
example, in post-combustion systems such as one that
contains flue gas, the two main components (e.g., in the
presence of water vapor) for separation are CO, and N,. In
another example, in pre-combustion systems such as shifted
synthesis gas streams, the two main components to separate
are CO, and H,. In another embodiment, in natural gas
upgrading systems such as natural gas cleanup, the two main
components to separate are CO, and CH,. In another
embodiment, in a He separation system, the two main
components to separate are He and natural gas.

In an embodiment, the components in a gas can be
separated using a system to introduce the gas to the MOM
and remove the modified gas. In an embodiment, a first
structure or device including the MOM can be interfaced
with a second structure or device to introduce a gas to the
first structure so that the gas and the MOM can interact so
that the MOM can capture the first component (e.g., CO,).
After a sufficient period of time and under appropriate
temperature conditions, the remaining gas or modified gas
can be removed from the first structure. This process can be
repeated as appropriate for the particular system. After a
period of time, the first component can be removed from the
MOM and the MOM can be reused and/or recycled using an
appropriate gas handling system.

In an embodiment, the first structure and the second
structure can include those used in systems such as post-
combustion systems, pre-combustion systems, natural gas
upgrading systems, and He separation systems. In particular,
the first structure can include structures such as those used
in typical systems mentioned above. In an embodiment, the
second structure can include standard gas handling systems,
valves, pumps, flow meters, and the like.

As mentioned above, the separation method or system
using the MOMs can be used to selectively remove CO,
from N,, H,, H,O, and/or CH,. In an embodiment, the
selectivity for CO,/N, can be about 100 or more, about 500
or more, about 1000 or more, or about 2000 or more, based
on ideal absorbed solution theory (IAST) calculations (de-
scribed in greater detail in the Example) and at conditions
similar to those described in the Example. In an embodi-
ment, the selectivity for CO,/N, can be about 100 or more,
about 500 or more, about 1000 or more, or about 2000 or
more, based on breakthrough experiments (described in
greater detail in the Example) and at conditions of similar to
those described in the Example.

In an embodiment, the selectivity for CO,/H, can be about
100 or more, about 500 or more, about 1000 or more, or
about 2000 or more, based on IAST calculations and at
conditions similar to those described in the Example. In an
embodiment, the selectivity for CO,/H, can be about 100 or
more, about 500 or more, about 1000 or more, or about 2000
or more, based on breakthrough experiments (described in
greater detail in the Example) and at conditions of similar to
those in the Example.

In an embodiment, the selectivity for CO,/CH, can be
about 10 or more, about 100 or more, about 500 or more,
about 1000 or more, or about 2000 or more, based on based
on JIAST calculations and at conditions of similar to those
described in the Example. In an embodiment, the selectivity
for CO,/CH, can be about 10 or more, 100 or more, about
500 or more, about 1000 or more, or about 2000 or more,
based on breakthrough experiments (described in greater
detail in the Example) and at conditions of similar to those
described in the Example.

As noted above, MOMSs can be three dimensional nets that
can have a primitive cubic topology but they could also
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exhibit a different topology. In an embodiment, the MOM
can be designed and synthesized using two dimensional
square nets that are linked via metal nodes using a molecule
or ion that serves the role of a pillar. In an embodiment, the
two dimensional square nets can include metal cations,
MBBs, or SBBs, and linkers can be used to bond the metal
ions and the MBB and the SBB.

In an embodiment, MOMs can have the following generic
structure: (M(L),(P),), where M is the metal ion, L is the
linker, and P is the pillar, a is 2 and n is 1. L. and P can be
difunctional ligands that are capable of linking the metal
clusters or ions.

In an embodiment, the MOMs exhibit structures that can
be described as primitive cubic (pcu) networks and are of
general formula [ML,(TIFSIX)],,, where n can be 1 to 10*%.
In an embodiment, M can be a divalent or trivalent metal. In
an embodiment, M can be one of the following: Cu**, Zn>*,
C02+, Ni2+, Mn2+, ZI'2+, Fe2+, Ca2+’ Ba2+’ Pb2+, Pt2+, Pd2+,
Ru2+, ha+, Cd2+, Mg+2, A1+3, Fe+2, Fe+3, CI'2+, CI'3+, Ru2+,
Ru®* and Co®. In an embodiment, L can be a bifunctional
linker molecule based upon two nitrogen donor moieties as
illustrated in FIGS. 12-16. In an embodiment, TIFSIX (P)
can be a linear pillar such as hexafluorotitanate, hexafluo-
rostannate, or hexafluorosilicate.

In an embodiment, the bifunctional, N-donor linker
ligands, L, can be divided into two subsets (denoted herein
as Subsets I and II). In an embodiment, Subset I (e.g., FIG.
13) can include linker ligands containing one bridging group
(BG) and two N-donor pendant groups (PGs; denoted as R
in FIG. 13 and in FIGS. 14 and 16). In an embodiment, BG
(FIG. 14) may be: 1) a monocyclic or fused-polycyclic
aromatic system, 2) non-aromatic, or 3) absent. In an
embodiment, two PGs (FIG. 13) can be attached by a
covalent bond to each end of the BG (FIG. 14). When BG
is absent, two PGs can be attached directly to each other via
a covalent bond (e.g., two 4-pyridyl PGs combine to form
4.4'-bipyridine).

In an embodiment, subset II can include linker ligands
that contain two coordinating N-donor moieties that are
integrated into a single monocyclic or polycyclic aromatic
system (FIG. 16).

In an embodiment, both subset I and subset II (FIGS.
12-16), one or more of the hydrogen atoms of L (e.g., BG,
LG, etc) can be independently substituted by non-coordi-
nating groups such as halogens, a substituted or unsubsti-
tuted aliphatic group, a substituted or unsubstituted alkyl, a
substituted or unsubstituted cycloalkyl, a substituted or
unsubstituted alkenyl, a substituted or unsubstituted
cycloalkenyl, a substituted or unsubstituted alkynyl, a sub-
stituted or unsubstituted aryl, a halo group, or a substituted
or unsubstituted araalkyl, and functional groups containing
carbonyl groups such as esters, amides, aldehydes and
ketones, each of which can be substituted or unsubstituted.

In an embodiment, the MOM can include: [Cu(4,4'-
bipyridine),(TiF,)],, where n is 1 to 10'%; and [Cu(4,4'-
bipyridine),(SnFy)],,, wherein n is 1 to 10'%.

Water vapor is a problem with most porous materials
because it interacts strongly through chemical bonding to
unsaturated metal centers or moderately through hydrogen
bonding if there are hydrogen bonding sites. Porous mate-
rials that have amines grafted to their pores (for chemical
bonding with CO,) also tend to react with water vapor.
Embodiments of the present disclosure describe MOMs that
have no unsaturated metal centers and the pore walls have no
or weak hydrogen bonding donors or acceptors, while hav-
ing strong electrostatics for inducing dipoles in polarizable
molecules such as CO,. In short, embodiments of the present
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disclosure have enhanced CO, interactions at the same time
we have reduced interactions with water vapor.

In an embodiment, because the MOMSs contain no unsatu-
rated metal centers or strong hydrogen bonding sites, they
can be used in methods and systems that use gases that
include water vapor, which was not previously possible in
porous materials that exhibit strong physisorption towards
CO,. This is advantageous because other systems and meth-
ods that use other MOMs or other porous materials must
separate water vapor from the gas prior to the gas being
introduced to the other MOMs or porous materials since the
other MOMs or porous materials have a higher affinity for
the water vapor than CO,. If the water vapor is not removed,
the other MOMs are not effective at removing CO,. Embodi-
ments of the systems and methods can be simplified and
result in reduced expenditure since the water vapor does not
have to be removed prior to introduction to the MOMs. Even
in the presence of water vapor, MOMs used in embodiments
of the present disclosure are more effective at removing CO,
and are highly selective in separating CO, from other gases
such as N,, H,, and/or CH,,.

As described herein, a substantial advantage of embodi-
ments of the present disclosure is that methods and systems
using the MOMs can be conducted using a gas having water
vapor, which is a completely unexpected result since other
MOMs and related inorganic porous materials are typically
hydrophilic and have a strong affinity for water so that the
water vapor needs to be substantially or completely removed
from the gas for the MOM to be commercially viable. In an
embodiment, the water vapor in the gas can be at a concen-
tration of about 1% to 10% at a temperature of about 273K
to 340K.

EXAMPLE

Now having described the embodiments of the present
disclosure, in general, the Examples describe some addi-
tional embodiments of the present disclosure. While
embodiments of present disclosure are described in connec-
tion with the Examples and the corresponding text and
figures, there is no intent to limit embodiments of the present
disclosure to these descriptions. On the contrary, the intent
is to cover all alternatives, modifications, and equivalents
included within the spirit and scope of embodiments of the
present disclosure.

Example 1
Brief Introduction

Pillar substitution in a long-known metal-organic material
with saturated metal centres, [Cu(bipy),(SiFy)],, has
afforded the first porous materials based upon the of TiF >~
and SnF >~ anions as pillars. Gas adsorption studies revealed
similar surface areas and adsorption isotherms to their
SiF >~ analogs but unexpectedly they also exhibit enhanced
selectivity towards CO, vs. CH, and other gases
Discussion:

Our increasing dependence on carbon based fuels and the
impact of such fuels on climate change has spurred interest
in developing efficient carbon capture technologies. CO,/
CH, and CO,/N, separations, aimed at natural gas purifica-
tion and post-combustion carbon capture, respectively, have
therefore become a primary research objective in the field of
porous metal organic materials, MOMs." The potential for
high permanent porosity coupled with structural tunability
means that MOMSs>" are particularly suited to elucidate the
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10
structural features that promote selective CO, adsorption.
MOM platforms, families of related MOMs with modular
components, are ideally suited in this context as they facili-
tate tailoring of pore size and functionality to selectively
target a chosen adsorbate.

Structural tuning in MOM platforms can be accomplished
through variation of framework composition, e.g., metal
node, linker or, if appropriate, extra-framework ion. In the
context of adsorption, platforms can be conveniently divided
into those with unsaturated metal centres (UMCs) and those
with saturated metals centers (SMCs). Versatile platforms
containing UMCs include those sustained by [M,(u-CO,),]
square paddlewheels (e.g. rht* and tho’ nets), [M;(-CO,),
(u*-0)] trigonal prisms (e.g. MIL-100/10157), and infinite
[0,M,](CO,), rods (e.g. [M,(dobdc)]®®). Platforms with
SMCs include ZIFs (zeolitic imidazolate frameworks*®) and
pillared sheets,'***? of which pillared bipyridyl and dicar-
boxylate grids are subclasses. Pillared sheets based upon
octahedral nodes and two different linkers are readily fine-
tunable; one linker generates the sheets, while the other (the
pillar) cross-links the sheets through axial metal sites to
form a pcu net with square channels. Early reports of
pillared sheet MOMs include those based upon SiF "
pillars, 4,4'-bipyridine (bipy) linkers, and either Zn(II)!' or
Cu(II)'?, while an interpenetrated variant, [Zn(bipy),(H,
0),]** was one of the first examples of a 3D MOM.'?

MOMs with UMCs such as [Mg,(dobdc)] can bind CO,
with high selectivity via chemisorption, but Q,, (heat of
adsorption) often drops sharply after the UMCs become
saturated. In addition, water, which composes ca. 6% of flue
gas, strongly competes with CO, for UMCs and may thereby
diminish separation performance in a humid environment.**
In light of these matters, MOMs with SMCs that rely upon
selective physisorption are an appealing alternative which
can afford the benefit of lower activation and regeneration
temperatures.

Recently we reported that a previously known MOM'?
containing SiF 4>~ pillars, [Cu(bipy),(SiF,)],,, SIFSIX-1-Cu,
displays high CO, uptake and selectivity at all loadings.*
An expanded variant, [Cu(bipe),SiF], (bipe=1,2-bis(4-
pyridyl)ethylene), also exhibits high CO, selectivity despite
having significantly larger pores and surface area. Impor-
tantly, both compounds exhibit considerably lower H,O
uptake compared to MOMs with UMCs.

Herein we report synthesis, structure, and gas adsorption
properties of two variants of SIFSIX-1-Cu, [Cu(bipy),
TiF¢],, (TIFSIX-1-Cu) and [Cu(bipy),SnF], (SNIFSIX-1-
Cu), the first examples of 3D nets based upon the respective
pillars. Room temperature diffusion of a methanol solution
of bipy into an ethylene glycol solution of Cu(NO,),.
2.5H,0 and (NH,),MF ¢ (M=Ti or Sn) afforded purple plates
of TIFSIX-1-Cu and SNIFSIX-1-Cu in 90.2 and 93.8%
yield, respectively. Single crystal x-ray diffraction (Table 1)
revealed that TIFSIX-1-Cu and SNIFSIX-1-Cu are isostruc-
tural to SIFSIX-1-Cu, all crystallizing in P4/mmm as a pcu
net with Cu?* cations bonded to 4 equatorial bipy linkers and
pillared in the axial direction by TiF4>~ or SnF 4>~ moieties.
PXRD patterns of as-synthesized TIFSIX-1-Cu and SNIF-
SIX-1-Cu match those calculated from single crystal data
(FIGS. 4 and 5).

The bipy linkers and nodes in TIFSIX-1-Cu and SNIF-
SIX-1-Cu form square grid sheets'***® parallel to the a and
b axes which are pillared along the ¢ axis (FIG. 1), thereby
forming a neutral framework with ca. 8 Ax8 A square
channels (accounting for van der Waal’s radii). The Cu-bipy-
Cu distances in TIFSIX-1-Cu and SNIFSIX-1-Cu nearly
equal that of SIFSIX-1-Cu (11.10, 11.12, and 11.11 A,
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respectively) whereas the Cu-pillar-Cu distances increase
slightly with the size of the pillar metal (8.41, 8.63, and 8.11
A, respectively).

Thus, the large channels of SIFSIX-1-Cu, TIFSIX-1-Cu
and SNIFSIX-1-Cu have nearly equal dimensions while the
intersheet distance increases only marginally as the metal
increases in size. The isostructurality of SIFSIX-1-Cu, TIF-
SIX-1-Cu, SNIFSIX-1-Cu enabled us to investigate the
effects of the pillar on CO, capacity/selectivity and trace any
differences to the electrostatics of the pillars.

Solvent-exchanged samples of TIFSIX-1-Cu and SNIF-
SIX-1-Cu were evacuated at room temperature and N,
isotherms were recorded at 77 K, revealing reversible type
Tadsorption corresponding to BET surface areas of 1690 and
1523 m*/g, respectively (FIGS. 6 and 7). Interestingly, the
gravimetric surface areas of TIFSIX-1-Cu and SNIFSIX-1-
Cu surpass that of SIFSIX-1-Cu although they contain
heavier pillar metals.

To evaluate the separation performance of TIFSIX-1-Cu
and SNIFSIX-1-Cu in the context of carbon capture and
natural gas upgrading, single component CO,, CH,, and N,
isotherms were collected at 298 K up to 1 atm (FIG. 2). A
summary of sorption data along with a comparison to
SIFSIX-1-Cu is presented in Table S2. At 1 atm, the CO,
uptakes of TIFSIX-1-Cu and SNIFSIX-1-Cu were measured
to be 106.3 and 93.9 cm?/g, respectively. A literature survey
reveals just 12 MOMSs with gravimetric CO, uptake higher
than TIFSIX-1-Cu under these conditions (Table 3). Of these
MOMs, SIFSIX-1-Cu is the only one based upon SMCs. At
0.15 atm, the partial pressure of CO, in post combustion flue
streams, the CO, uptakes of TIFSIX-1-Cu and SNIFSIX-1-
Cu are 20.4 and 18.0 cm>/g, respectively. The uptake exhib-
ited by TIFSIX-1-Cu at this pressure is superior to that of
SIFSIX-1-Cu (18.1 cm®/g), indicating stronger sorbent-sor-
bate interaction at low loading upon substitution of Si with
Ti. The Q,, for each compound was determined by applying
the virial method to the isotherms at 273 and 298 K (FIG. 8).
Both MOMs exhibit a CO,Q,, of ca. 26.5 kJ/mol at zero
loading, which is nearly the same as SIFSIX-1-Cu 1 and is
high with respect to MOMs without UMCs or amine func-
tionality. As loading increases, the Q,, of TIFSIX-1-Cu
surpasses that of SIFSIX-1-Cu, which presumably reflects
stronger interaction between CQO, and the TiF ;> pillars.

Similarly to SIFSIX-1-Cu, the uptakes of CH, and N, in
TIFSIX-1-Cu and SNIFSIX-1-Cu are substantially lower
than the respective CO, uptakes (CH,: 12.4 and 10.8 cm>/g;
N,: 4.5 and 5.0 cm®/g), which prompted us to compare their
predicted separation performance by from CO,/CH, relative
uptake at 1 atm. The CO,/CH, relative uptake of MOMs
TIFSIX-1-Cu and SNIFSIX-1-Cu, defined by the CO,/CH,
uptake ratio at 1 atm and 298 K, are 8.6 and 8.7, respectively.

These values are slightly below that of SIFSIX-1-Cu (9.9)
but greater than the vast majority of MOMSs. We note that
upon plotting CO,/CH, relative uptake against CO, capacity
we found that SIFSIX-1-Cu, TIFSIX-1-Cu and SNIFSIX-
1-Cu lie near the top of both categories among reported
MOMs (FIG. 3, Table 4). In other words, high CO,/CH,
relative uptake does not compromise CO, capacity in this
platform. We have also modeled interactions between CO,
and the pillars (FIG. 11) and conducted a series of IAST"”
calculations (FIG. 9). The IAST calculations predict the
50/50 CO,/CH, and 10/90 CO,/N, mixture selectivity of
SIFSIX-1-Cu, TIFSIX-1-Cu and SNIFSIX-1-Cu at 298 K
from the pure component isotherms. The trend in CO,/CH,
IAST selectivity differs from the trend in relative uptakes,
with TIFSIX-1-Cu and SNIFSIX-1-Cu exhibiting greater
selectivity than SIFSIX-1-Cu over the full pressure range. At
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1 atm, SNIFSIX-1-Cu was calculated as having the highest
selectivity (12.1), followed by TIFSIX-1-Cu (11.2) and
SIFSIX-1-Cu (10.6). The selectivity of SNIFSIX-1-Cu at 1
atm supersedes that of most MOMs without UMCs includ-
ing all ZIFs, MOF-5, UMCM-1, MIL-53(AI), and MOF-177
as well as MOMs with UMCs such as HKUST-1 and
MIL-101(Cr) (Table S5). [Zn(bdc)(dabco), 5|, a structurally
related MOM with similar pore size and organic pillars, has
a selectivity of ca. 3.4.'®!° A rare example of a MOM
without UMCs having higher selectivity (ca. 36) is UTSA-
16,°2° however this material has much smaller pores (3.3x
5.4 A?) which may allow for size exclusion of CH,.

The CO,/N, IAST selectivity calculations (FIG. 10) pre-
dict that TIFSIX-1-Cu has significantly higher CO,/N,
separation capability than SIFSIX-1-Cu up to 1 atm. At 1
atm, the sequence of selectivities is TIFSIX-1-Cu>SIFSIX-
1-Cu>SNIFSIX-1-Cu (29.5, 26.5, and 21.9, respectively).
As with the enhancements in 0.15 atm CO, uptake and Q,,
we attribute the increase in CO,/N, selectivity in TIFSIX-
1-Cu relative to SIFSIX-1-Cu to be attributable to replace-
ment of SiF*~ by TiF4>".

CONCLUSIONS

We detail herein the modification of a long-known MOM
platform to generate two variants, TIFSIX-1-Cu and SNIF-
SIX-1-Cu, which represent the first 3D nets containing
TiF 4>~ and SnF,*~ moieties, respectively. Like SIFSIX-1-
Cu, these MOMs are synthesized and activated at room
temperature from low cost, commercially available starting
materials and exhibit high CO, capacity and selectivity
under ambient conditions relative to all other MOMs with
SMCs. All three variants have exceptional CO,/CH, relative
uptake and CO, uptake at 298 K and 1 atm. Furthermore,
although TIFSIX-1-Cu and SNIFSIX-1-Cu exceed SIFSIX-
1-Cu in surface area, tuning of the pillaring functionality
affords enhancements in CO,/CH, and/or CO,/N, selectiv-
ity. This study further implies that certain inorganic anions
can be comparable to UMCs in terms of their affinity for
CO, but without some of the drawbacks associated with
UMC:s. In particular, coupling high CO, capacity and selec-
tivity with a physisorptive mechanism represents a promis-
ing alternative to those MOMs which rely upon chemisorp-
tion.
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Information for Example 1:

Materials and Methods:

All reagents and solvents were commercially available
and used without further purification.

Single crystal X-ray diffraction data for TIFSIX-1-Cu and
SNIFSIX-1-Cu were collected on a Bruker-AXS SMART
APEX/CCD  diffractometer using CuKa
(A=1.5418 A, T=228(2) K). Indexing was performed using
APEX2.! Data integration and reduction were completed
using SaintPlus 6.01.%> Absorption correction was performed
by the multi-scan method implemented in SADABS.> Space
groups were determined using XPREP implemented in
APEX2.! Structures were solved with SHELXS-97°"7 (direct
methods), and refined on F* using nonlinear least-squares
techniques with SHELXI.-97 contained in APEX2, WinGX
v1.70.01,*7 and OLEX2 v1.1.5% program packages. All
non-hydrogen atoms were refined anisotropically. The Ti—F
bond distances for disordered F atoms in TIFSIX-1-Cu were
refined using restraints. The pyridyl rings in both structures
were disordered over two positions. For both structures the
contribution of disordered solvent molecules was treated as
diffuse using the Squeeze routine implemented in Platon.

Powder X-ray diffraction (PXRD) was carried out at room
temperature on a Bruker D8 Advance 6/20 diffractometer
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using Cu-Karadiation (A=1.5418 A). 20 scans between 3°
and 40° with a step size of 0.02° were performed for a
duration of 30 minutes.

Gas adsorption measurements were conducted on a
Micromeritics ASAP 2020 surface area and porosity ana-
lyzer. Prior to the measurements, 2 and 3 were exchanged
with methanol 3 times daily for 2 days and degassed under
high vacuum at room temperature for 16 hours.
Preparation of [Cu(Bipy),(TiF)], TIFSIX-1-Cu:

In a small test tube, 0.15 mmol (23.4 mg) of 4,4'-
bipyridine in 3 mL of methanol was layered onto 3 mL of an
ethylene glycol solution containing 0.076 mmol (17.7 mg)
of Cu(NO;),.2.5H,0 and 0.076 mmol (15.0 mg) of (NH,),
TiF,. Purple plate-shaped crystals formed in 90.2% yield
after 2 weeks.

Preparation of [Cu(Bipy),(SnF )], SNIFSIX-1-Cu:

In a small test tube, 0.11 mmol (17.2 mg) of 4.,4'-
bipyridine in 3 mL of methanol was layered onto 3 mL of an
ethylene glycol solution containing 0.056 mmol (13.0 mg)
of Cu(NO;),.2.5H,0 and 0.056 mmol (15.1 mg) of (NH,),
SnF,. Purple plate-shaped crystals formed in 93.8% yield

after 2 weeks.

TABLE 1

Crystal size/mm?>
20 range for data
collection

Index ranges

Reflections collected
Independent reflections

0.02 x 0.02 x 0.01
10.52 to 132.64°

-13=sh=<13,-9<
k=<12,-9=<I=<8
5175

ST3[R ey = 0.0698]

25 Crystallographic Data for TIFSTX-1-Cu and SNIFSIX-1-Cu.
Compound TIFSIX-1-Cu SNIFSIX-1-Cu
Empirical formula CyoH  CuFgN,Ti C,oH, 4CuF4N,Sn
Formula weight 537.81 608.60

30 Temperature/K 228(2) 228(2)

Crystal system tetragonal tetragonal
Space group P4/mmm P4/mmm
a/A 11.1001(6) 11.116(5)
b/A 11.1001(6) 11.116(5)
c/A 8.4055(7) 8.627(5)
a/® 90.00 90.00

35 pre 90.00 90.00
y/e 90.00 90.00
Volume/A3 1035.66(12) 1066.0(9)

radiation Z 1 1
peale/mg/mm? 0.862 0.948
m/mm~! 2.593 5.587
40 F(000) 269.0 297.0

0.02 x 0.02 x 0.01
7.96 to 133.06°

-13<h=12,-12=
k=12,-9=<I=<10
5235

603[R sy = 0.0557]

Data/restraints/ 573/3/48 603/0/40

parameters

Goodness-of-fit on F* 1.054 1.188

Final R indexes [I > = R, =0.0362, R, =0.0317,
50 20 D] wR, = 0.1083 wR, =0.0732

Final R indexes [all data] R; =0.0385, R, =0.0328,

wR, = 0.1095 WwR, = 0.0748
9.10 Largest diff. peak/hole/  0.36/-0.39 0.69/-0.81
e A7
TABLE 2

Gas Adsorption Properties of MFSIX MOMs.

MOM SIFSIX-1-Cu TIFSIX-1-Cu SNIFSIX-1-Cu
Empirical formula [Cu(SiFg)(bipy)-] [Cu(TiFg)(bipy),]  [Cu(SnFg)(bipy),]
Pore volume 0.683 0.696 0.636
(theoretical; cm®/g)

BET surface area 1468 1690 1523

(m*/g)

BET surface area 1261 1457 1444

(m?/cm?)
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MOM SIFSIX-1-Cu TIFSIX-1-Cu SNIFSIX-1-Cu
CO, uptake (1 atm, 115.2 106.3 93.9
298 K; cm’/g)
CO, uptake (1 atm, 99.0 91.6 89.0
298 K; cm®cm?)
CO, uptake (0.15 18.1 204 18.0
atm, 298 K; cm®/g)
CO, uptake (0.15 155 17.6 17.1
atm, 298 K; cm®/cm?)
CO,Q,, 26.5 26.6 264
(zero loading; kJ/mol)
CO,/CH, relative 9.9 8.6 8.7
uptake (1 atm, 298 K)
CO,/N, relative 28.1 23.6 18.8
uptake (1 atm, 298 K)
CO,/CH, selectivity 10.6 11.2 12.1
(50/50; 1 atm, 298 K)
CO,/N, selectivity 26.5 29.5 21.9
(10/90; 1 atm, 298 K)
TABLE 3 TABLE 4-continued
Gravimetric CO, Uptake of Selected MOMSs at 298 K and 1 atm. 25 CO,/CH, Relative Uptakes and CO, Uptakes at 298 K and
CO, Uptake @ 1 atm of MOMs Reported in the Literature (FIG. 3 plot).
208 K, 1 atm
MOM (cm/g) Reference CO,/CH,
Relative CO, Uptake
Mg,(dobdc) 193.0 11 MOM Uptake (cm3(STP)/g) Reference
Co,(dobdc) 169.0 12 30
Niy(dobdc) 160.0 12 Ui0-66-NH, 442 67.2 37
Fey(dobdc) 159.0 13 Ui0-66-2,5-(0OMe), 434 58.2 37
Cu-TDPAT 1322 14 Zn,(OH)(1,2,4-btc), 4.20 (e) 420 38
gf%f;M ﬁgg (@) 12 Cu(bde-OH) 400 (a) 520 39
STFSIX-1-Cu 115.2 17 35 MIL-120 4.00 (b) 72.0 40
UTSA-20 112.0 (b) 18 NOTT-140 3.96 (d) 93.0 41
Zn,(dobdc) 109.8 19 PCN-80 3.90 (e) 61.1 42
PON-26 1091 20 ZIF-78 3.85 50.0 43
Mg, (dobpde) 1086 51 ZIF-81 3.80 38.0 43
TIFSIX-1-Cu 106.3 This work Ui0-66-NO, 3.76 57.1 37
40 Zns(bta)(tda), 3.70 (e) 37.0 44
(a) 293 K, 1.1 atm; ZIF-68 3.60 36.0 43
(b) 300 K. ZIF-95 3.58 18.6 45
Ui0-66 3.56 39.2 37
Cus(TerTri),(dabeo) 3.56 32.0 46
TABLE 4 45 ZIF-69 3.55 39.0 43
CO./CH, Relative Uptakes and CO, Uptakes at 298 K and UIO-66-1.4-Naphthyl 31 7 >
elative Uptakes an , Uptakes a an
1 aztm olllv MOMs Reported in the Literature (FIG. 3 plot). SNU-218 346 565 47
ZIF-79 3.30 33.0 43
CO,/CH, SNU-21H 3.29 49.1 47
Relative CO, Uptake SNU-25 3.27 33.4 48
MOM Uptake (cm3(STP)/g) Reference 50 ZIF-100 3.19 20.0 45
CUK-1 10.88 87.0 22 Zn31.2(4,4-bipy), 3.18 35.0 49
SIFSIX-1-Cu 9.90 115.2 23 (FIR-2)
SNIFSIX-1-Cu 8.70 93.9 This work MIL-101(Cr) 3.14 () 24.6 50
TIFSIX-1-Cu 8.60 106.3 This work ZIF-70 3.11 28.0 43
I\C/Igzl(\igt;icz) it o 3355 ZnyndopOPND 2.70 29.7 51
UTSA-16 7.62 (a) 102.5 26 MOF-508b 2.57 (b) 40.3 52
Cu(bpe),SiFs 6.26 62.1 23 SNU-77H 2.32 20.1 53
isol 6.25 28.0 27 Eu,(TPO),(HCOO) 1.52 31.8 54
MgHODTMP 5.40 (b) 12.1 28 Y»(TPO),(HCOO) 141 434 54
Cu-TDPAT 5.36 132.2 29 60
UTSA-20 5.31 (¢) 112.0 30 (@) 296 K;
CAU-1 4.83 87.0 31
NOTT-202 4.79 (d) 31.6 32 (b) 303 K
SNU-50 4.71 80.0 33 (c) 300 K5
ZIF-82 4.64 51.0 34 (d) 293 K;
PCN-26 4.53 109.1 35 (e) 295 K;
Cu,(TCMBT)(bpp) (- 448 44.8 36 65 33K

OH)
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Ideal Adsorbed Solution Theory
In order to predict binary mixture adsorption in SIFSIX-
1-Cu, TIFSIX-1-Cu, and SNIFSIX-1-Cu, the respective
single-component CO,, CH,, and N, adsorption isotherms
were first fit to the dual-site Langmuir-Freundlich equa-
tion®>:

] 1
1 by P(r nmzbzP(’Z
=t

) 1 +b2P(5)

1+b1P(1

In this equation, n is the amount adsorbed per mass of
adsorbent (in mol/kg), P is the total pressure (in kPa) of the
bulk gas at equilibrium with the adsorbed phase, n,,;, and
n,,, are the saturation uptakes (in mol/kg) for sites 1 and 2,
b, and b, are the affinity coefficients (in kPa~") for sites 1 and
2, and t, and t, are the heterogeneity factors for sites 1 and
2. All isotherms were fitted with R?20.9999. Indeed, this
equation has been used to fit isotherm data for a variety of
MOMs.>5¢! The fitted isotherm parameters were applied to
perform the necessary integrations according to ideal
adsorbed solution theory (IAST).%% Afterwards, the selec-
tivity for component i relative to component j was calculated
by the following equation:

XY
Sui=
XiYi

Here, x, and y, are the mole fractions of component i in the
adsorbed and bulk phases, respectively.

TABLE 5

50/50 CO,/CH,4IAST Selectivities at
298 K and 1 atmof selected MOMs.

MOM Selectivity Reference
ZIF-78 10 64, 65
ZIF-8 1.32 66
ZIF-82 9.8¢ 64
ZIF-95 4.3° 67
MOF-5 2.3 68
UMCM-1 1.82 66
MIL-53(Al) 2.30 66
MOF-177 0.89 66
Zn(bdc)(dabeo)g 5 3.4% 69
HKUST-1 ~8 65, 70
MIL-101(Cr) ~12 65, 70

“Henry’s Law selectivity;
bat 294 K.

Modeling Studies.

Modeling studies were performed to investigate the gas
adsorption and separation mechanisms in SIFSIX-1-Cu,
TIFSIX-1-Cu, and SNIFSIX-1-Cu. Highly accurate and
transferable CO,, CH,, and N, potentials were developed
using a previously described fitting procedure.”*”* Simula-
tion parameters including atomic point partial charges,
repulsion/dispersion parameters, and atomic point polariz-
abilities were also developed according to previous consid-
erations.”>””® Grand canonical Monte Carlo (GCMC) simu-
lations”” were able to predict the most favorable CO,
adsorption site in these structures based upon both binding
energy and the magnitude of the dipole induced in CO,. In
all three MOMs this interaction occurs between the carbon
atom of CO, and the equatorial fluorine atoms of the MF >~
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(M=Si, Ti, Sn) moieties (FIG. 11). Full details concerning
modeling of the gas adsorption and separation mechanisms
in these compounds will be described in a future manuscript.
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In regard to the discussion herein including the Examples
above and the claims, it should be noted that ratios, con-
centrations, amounts, and other numerical data may be
expressed herein in a range format. It is to be understood that
such a range format is used for convenience and brevity, and
thus, should be interpreted in a flexible manner to include
not only the numerical values explicitly recited as the limits
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of the range, but also to include all the individual numerical
values or sub-ranges encompassed within that range as if
each numerical value and sub-range is explicitly recited. To
illustrate, a concentration range of “about 0.1% to about
5% should be interpreted to include not only the explicitly
recited concentration of about 0.1 wt % to about 5 wt %, but
also include individual concentrations (e.g., 1%, 2%, 3%,
and 4%) and the sub-ranges (e.g., 0.5%, 1.1%, 2.2%, 3.3%,
and 4.4%) within the indicated range. In an embodiment, the
term “about” can include traditional rounding according to
measurement techniques and the units of the numerical
value. In addition, the phrase “about X’ to ‘y’” includes
“about ‘X’ to about ‘y’”.

Many variations and modifications may be made to the
above-described embodiments. All such modifications and
variations are intended to be included herein within the
scope of this disclosure and protected by the following
claims.

We claim:

1. A method of capturing a polarizable gas in a gas
mixture, comprising:

exposing the gas mixture to a multicomponent metal-

organic material (MOM) of general formula
[ML,TIFSIX] , nis 1 to 10*®, wherein the gas mixture
includes the polarizable gas, wherein the MOM has a
greater relative affinity for the polarizable gas than the
other components in the gas mixture; wherein M is a
divalent or trivalent metal, wherein L is a bifunctional
linker molecule based upon two nitrogen donor moi-
eties; and TIFSIX is hexafluorotitanate or hexafluo-
rostannate; and

capturing the polarizable gas in the MOM.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein the gas mixture
includes at least one of the following gases: water vapor,
CO,, N,, H,, and CH,, wherein the MOM has a greater
relative affinity for CO, over each one of water vapor, N,,
H,, and CH,.

3. The method of claim 1, wherein the MOM is selected
from the group consisting of: [Cu(4,4'-bipyridine),(TiF,)],,,
where n is 1 to 10'® and [Cu(4,4'-bipyridine),(SnFy)],,
wherein n is 1 to 10'%.

4. The method of claim 1, wherein the MOM has a
primitive cubic topology.
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5. A system for capturing a polarizable gas in a gas
mixture, comprising: a first structure including a multidi-
mensional metal-organic material (MOM) having a primi-
tive cubic topology, of general formula [ML.sub.2 TIFSIX]
.sub.n, n is 1 to 10.sup.18, wherein the gas mixture includes
the polarizable gas, wherein the MOM has a greater relative
affinity for polarizable gas than the other components in the
gas mixture; wherein M is a divalent or trivalent metal,
wherein L is a bifunctional linker molecule based upon two
nitrogen donor moieties; and TIFSIX is hexafluorotitanate or
hexafluorostannate; and a second structure for introducing
the gas to the first structure, wherein polarizable gas is
substantially removed from the gas mixture after the expo-
sure to the MOM to form a modified gas mixture, wherein
the second structure flows the modified gas mixture away
from the first structure.

6. The system of claim 5, wherein the gas mixture
includes at least one of the following gases: CO,, N,, H,,
and CH,,, wherein the MOM has a greater relative affinity for
CO, over each one of N,, H,, and CH,.

7. A method of separating components in a gas mixture,
comprising: exposing a gas mixture including a first com-
ponent and a second component to a multidimensional
metal-organic material (MOM), of general formula [ML-
.sub.2 TIFSIX].sub.n, n is 1 to 10.sup.18, wherein the first
component is a polarizable gas, wherein the MOM has a
greater relative affinity for the polarizable gas than the other
components in the gas mixture; wherein M is a divalent or
trivalent metal, wherein L is a bifunctional linker molecule
based upon two nitrogen donor moieties; and TIFSIX is
hexafluorotitanate or hexafluorostannate, wherein the MOM
has a greater relative affinity for the first component over the
second component; and capturing the first component in the
MOM.

8. The method of claim 7, wherein the first component is
CO.sub.2 and the second gas is N.sub.2.

9. The method of claim 7, wherein the first component is
CO.sub.2 and the second gas is H.sub.2.

10. The method of claim 7, wherein the first component
is CO.sub.2 and the second gas is CH.sub.4.

11. The method of claim 7, wherein the first component is
He and the second gas is natural gas.

#* #* #* #* #*
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