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Abstract 
Two Co–Cr–O spinel catalysts with different stoichiometry were synthesized and characterized by X-ray diffraction, X-ray 
photoelectron spectroscopy, N2 physisorption and temperature-programmed reduction in H2. Excess Co in Co1.5Cr1.5O4 
existed as Co3+ that substituted for Cr3+ in the octahedral sites of the spinel lattice. High temperature treatment of the spinel 
catalysts in H2 resulted in stepwise reduction of Co3+ to Co2+ and eventually to Co metal. Both CoCr2O4 and Co1.5Cr1.5O4 
catalysts were active and structurally stable in ethylene steam reforming under differential reaction conditions at 873 K, with 
the areal reforming rate over Co1.5Cr1.5O4 being one order-of-magnitude greater than that over CoCr2O4. The steady state 
reforming rate after oxidation was comparable to that over the fresh catalyst for both CoCr2O4 and Co1.5Cr1.5O4, indicating 
the stability of the spinel structure against reduction under steam reforming conditions.
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1  Introduction

Transition metal oxides have been widely studied as potential 
candidates for catalyzing oxidation of hazardous components 
from industries and automobile exhausts in light of their high 
stability and low cost [1, 2]. Among those, the remarkable per-
formance of Cr2O3 was identified in the oxidation of various 
compounds, including CO [3], CH4 [4] and heavier hydrocar-
bons [5]. The application of Cr2O3 catalysts remains limited 
due to concerns about gradually forming Cr6+ species (e.g., 
CrO3) that are significantly more volatile and poisonous [6]. 
Thus Cr-containing spinel catalysts have been explored given 
the improved stability of Cr3+ in the spinel lattice [7, 8]. In 
particular, the CoCr2O4 spinel catalyst exhibited promising 
performance in the catalytic oxidation of hydrocarbons [8, 9].

Despite extensive studies on the CoCr2O4 spinel in cata-
lytic oxidation, the activity and stability of the CoCr2O4 spinel 
under reductive environments was rarely explored. Moreover, 
the reactivity of Co3+, which was suggested to play an impor-
tant role in the oxidation of CO [10] and hydrocarbons [11] 
over Co3O4, is not favored in stoichiometric CoCr2O4 where 
Co predominantly exists as Co2+. In our previous studies, the 
activity and stability of MnCr2O4 [12] and NiCr2O4 [13] were 
evaluated in ethylene steam reforming, where ethylene was 
oxidized to carbon oxides accompanied by H2 production. 
Specifically, the following reactions occurred simultaneously:

Steam Reforming:

Water Gas Shift:

Methanation:

Herein, we have extended our ethylene steam reforming 
studies to the Co-Cr–O spinel system. Two spinel catalysts, 
CoCr2O4 and Co1.5Cr1.5O4, were synthesized and thoroughly 
characterized. The reforming rate over the catalysts and stabil-
ity against reduction to Co metal were evaluated in catalytic 
steam reforming of ethylene under the same conditions to 
investigate the influence of excess Co3+ in the spinel as well 
as to compare performance to MnCr2O4 and NiCr2O4 spinel 
catalysts.

(1)C2H4+ 2H2O → 2CO + 4H2 ΔH
◦

r
= 210.1kJ mol−1

(2)CO + H2O → CO2+ H2 ΔH
◦

r
= −41.2kJ mol−1

(3)CO + 3H2 → CH4+ H2O ΔH
◦

r
= −205.9kJ mol−1

2 � Experimental Methods

2.1 � Catalyst Synthesis

The two Co-Cr–O spinel catalysts were synthesized from a 
conventional sol–gel method. Specifically, Co(NO3)2·6H2O 
(98%, Sigma–Aldrich) and Cr(NO3)3·9H2O (98%, 
Sigma–Aldrich) of the desired molar ratio (Cr/Co = 2.0 
for CoCr2O4 and Cr/Co = 1.0 for Co1.5Cr1.5O4) were dis-
solved in 100 cm3 distilled deionized water with a total 
metal concentration of 0.4 M at ambient temperature. 
A 50 cm3 aqueous solution containing 1.6 M citric acid 
(99.5%, Sigma-Aldrich) was then added under vigorous 
stirring. The mixed solution was stirred at 368 K until 
the formation of a viscous gel. The gel precursor was 
transferred to an oven and dried overnight at 393 K in air. 
The dried gel was then pulverized and thermally treated 
in 100 cm3·min−1 air flow at 1273 K for 4 h based on the 
conditions reported for Co–Cr–O spinel formation [14]. 
The pretreatment conditions were identical to those in 
our previous studies on ethylene steam reforming over 
MnCr2O4 [12] and NiCr2O4 [13]. The resulting powders 
were denoted as fresh CoCr2O4 and fresh Co1.5Cr1.5O4 
catalyst depending on the starting stoichiometry.

2.2 � Catalyst Characterization

Physisorption of N2 at 77 K was conducted on a Micromer-
itics ASAP 2020 analyzer with a sample of 2 g catalyst 
for the measurement of specific surface area and porosity, 
using the Brunauer–Emmett–Teller (BET) and the Bar-
rett–Joyner–Halenda (BJH) method of analysis, respec-
tively. The sample was evacuated at 473 K for 4 h prior to 
N2 physisorption.

Powder X-ray diffraction (XRD) patterns of the cata-
lysts were recorded on a PANalytical Empyrean X-ray 
Diffractometer equipped with a Cu Kα radiation source 
in Bragg–Brentano geometry. The sample was scanned at 
a constant rate of 5°·min−1 within a 2θ range from 15° to 
80° under ambient conditions. The collected XRD patterns 
were refined using the Material Analysis Using Diffraction 
(MAUD) software package [15].

Temperature-programmed reduction in H2 (H2–TPR) of 
the catalysts was measured on a Micromeritics AutoChem 
II 2920 Analyzer. A sample of 300 mg catalyst was first 
pretreated in 20 cm3·min−1 Ar flow at 773 K for 0.5 h and 
cooled down to 323 K in the Ar flow. Upon the intro-
duction of 20 cm3·min−1 flow of 5 vol % H2 in Ar, the 
sample was heated to 1273 K at a constant ramp rate of 
10 K·min−1 with the consumption of H2 monitored by a 
thermal conductivity detector (TCD).
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X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy (XPS) was performed 
on a Phi VersaProbe III Scanning X-ray Photoelectron 
Spectrometer. The sample was excited by an incident 
X-ray of 100 μm beam size and 25 W power output from 
a monochromatic Al Kα radiation source (1486.7 eV). 
Kinetic energy of the photoelectrons was analyzed by a 
hemispherical energy analyzer under a passing energy of 
55 eV and a stepwise dwell time of 100 ms to ensure high 
energy resolution. The XPS depth profiles were acquired 
by etching the sample surface with a high-energy Ar ion 
beam (3 kV bias, 3 μm × 3 μm beam size) during the inter-
vals between the collections. The sample was etched while 
rotating horizontally for 30 s in each cycle. A dual charge 
compensation using a low-energy electron flood gun and 
a low-energy Ar ion beam was applied in all scans. The 
reported binding energy was calibrated with respect to C1s 
(284.8 eV) from the adventitious carbon on the surface.

Thermogravimetric analysis (TGA) of the spent catalysts 
was carried out using a TA Instruments SDT Q600 thermo-
gravimetric analyzer. The weight change of the sample was 
recorded during a temperature-programmed oxidation pro-
cedure, in which 30 mg catalyst was heated to 973 K from 
ambient temperature at a constant ramp rate of 10 K·min−1 
in 40 cm3·min−1 synthetic air (20 vol% O2 in He) flow.

2.3 � Ethylene Steam Reforming

The two Co–Cr–O spinel catalysts were evaluated in cata-
lytic steam reforming of ethylene at 873 K under atmos-
pheric total pressure. A typical feed flow of 100 cm3·min−1 
containing 25 vol % C2H4, 50 vol % H2O, 5 vol % N2 
and 20 vol % Ar was directed to 1 g catalyst loaded in a 
vertical, down-flow, fixed-bed quartz reactor (10.5 mm 
I.D. × 12.75  mm O.D.). The catalyst was sieved to 
250–425 μm for CoCr2O4 and 70–180 μm for Co1.5Cr1.5O4 
prior to reaction. Although two different particle sizes were 
utilized in this study because of difficulty forming com-
pressed pellets, reforming rates measured on both samples 
were not influenced by intraparticle mass transfer artifacts as 
confirmed by the Weisz–Prater criterion [16]. Liquid water 
with dissolved O2 removed by a N2 purge was introduced by 
a syringe pump (ISCO, 500D) into a steel evaporator main-
tained at 413 K, where steam was generated and mixed with 
other gas components supplied from mass flow controllers 
(Brooks, 5850E). Upon removal of unreacted H2O in the 
effluent gas through condensation, the produced CO2 was 
measured by an infrared gas analyzer (Fuji Electric ZPA) 
and the produced H2, CO and CH4 were measured by a gas 
chromatograph (Agilent 7890A) equipped with a CarboPlot 
P7 column and a TCD. To properly compare the intrinsic 
activity of the catalysts, reaction rates were normalized by 
the exposed surface area instead of catalyst mass. Assessed 
under an ethylene conversion below 10%, the characteristic 

rate of steam reforming is defined on the basis of overall C1 
product formation (CO, CO2 and CH4) normalized by the 
BET surface area:

The product-based ethylene conversion is evaluated 
assuming 100% carbon recovery from the C1 products:

The product selectivity is defined as the mole fraction 
of a certain component with respect to all quantified steam 
reforming products (H2, CO, CO2 and CH4):

where F(X) denotes the molar flowrate of component X 
measured downstream of the reactor, F0(C2H4) denotes the 
molar flowrate of C2H4 in the feed gas and SBET denotes 
the BET surface area of the catalyst from N2 physisorption. 
Given the identical reaction conditions and similar ethyl-
ene conversion levels to our previous work [12], the ethyl-
ene reforming rates reported in the present study were not 
affected by mass and heat transfer artifacts.

3 � Results and Discussion

3.1 � Characterization of The CoCr2O4 and Co1.5Cr1.5O4 
Catalyst

The textural properties of the catalysts assessed from N2 
physisorption are summarized in Table 1. The BET sur-
face area of both CoCr2O4 and Co1.5Cr1.5O4 catalysts was 
very low (i.e., less than 10 m2·g−1) as a result of the high 
temperature treatment. Similar to the case of MnCr2O4 and 
Mn1.5Cr1.5O4 [12], the introduction of excess Co caused a 
substantial decrease in the BET surface area of Co1.5Cr1.5O4 
(0.58 m2·g−1) compared to the stoichiometric CoCr2O4 (5.4 

(4)rC1 =
F(CO) + F(CO2) + F(CH4)

SBET

(5)

C2H4 conversion (% ) =
F(CO) + F(CO2) + F(CH4)

2F0(C2H4)
× 100%

(6)

Selectivity of X (% ) =
F(X)

F(H2) + F(CO) + F(CO2) + F(CH4)
× 100%

Table 1   Textural properties of the fresh CoCr2O4 and Co1.5Cr1.5O4 
catalysts assessed from N2 physisorption

a BJH cumulative pore volume

Catalyst BET surface area (m2·g−1) Pore 
volume 
(cm3·g−1)a

CoCr2O4 5.4 0.019
Co1.5Cr1.5O4 0.58 0.0011
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m2·g−1). The low cumulative pore volume calculated from 
the BJH method suggested both catalysts were essentially 
non-porous. The estimated pore diameter (70–140 Å) was 
likely representative of the voids between the particle aggre-
gates [17]. Therefore, the measured BET surface area of the 
catalysts was attributed solely to external surface area.

The phase composition of the catalysts was characterized 
by XRD. As shown in Fig. 1, the CoCr2O4 sample exhibited 
the typical diffraction patterns corresponding to a cubic spi-
nel structure without detectable crystalline Cr2O3 impurities 
that appeared when Cr was in excess [18]. By analogy to our 
previously reported Mn-rich Mn1.5Cr1.5O4 spinel [12], the 
diffraction features observed for the Co1.5Cr1.5O4 sample are 
attributed to a Co-rich spinel phase according to prior reports 
[19–22], in which the octahedrally coordinated Cr3+ cations 
are partially substituted by the Co3+ cations as a result of the 
introduction of excess Co. The lattice parameter of the spi-
nel phase in CoCr2O4 (8.332 Å) and Co1.5Cr1.5O4 (8.270 Å) 
was acquired from Rietveld refinement, which is in agree-
ment with the respective range of values of 8.327–8.333 Å 
for CoCr2O4 and 8.267–8.273 Å for Co1.5Cr1.5O4 from prior 
reports [19–21], while both being significantly larger than 
the range of values of 8.082–8.083 Å reported for the Co3O4 
spinel phase [19–21]. The significant decrease in the lattice 
constant of Co1.5Cr1.5O4 with respect to the stoichiometric 
CoCr2O4 spinel is consistent with the distortion resulting 

from the replacement of Cr3+ by smaller Co3+ [21]. The 
occupancy from Rietveld refinement for both tetrahedrally 
and octahedrally coordinated cations was unity for the two 
Co–Cr–O spinel catalysts.

The redox properties of the catalysts were probed by 
H2-TPR with the reduction profiles shown in Fig. 2a. The 
results indicated the Co cations in the Co–Cr–O spinels 
were substantially more stable against reduction compared 
to Co3O4, which underwent complete reduction to Co metal 
at much lower temperatures (i.e., below 823 K) [23, 24]. 
The very small H2 consumption below 450 K observed for 
both samples (Fig. 2a, inset) was attributed to the reduction 
of surface Cr6+ species that occurred over various Cr-based 
spinel oxides [25]. The reduction feature initiated at about 
900 K in the profile of CoCr2O4 was assigned to the reduc-
tion of tetrahedrally coordinated Co2+ in the spinel lattice to 
Co0 metal [26]. Consistent with this assignment, the forma-
tion of a trace amount of Co metal particles was detected 
in the XRD pattern of the CoCr2O4 sample after reduction 
in H2 (Fig. 2b). However, due to a low reduction degree 
of Co2+ (3.3%), the small amount of Cr2O3 formed was 
dispersed and not detectable by XRD. Comparatively, the 
Co1.5Cr1.5O4 sample exhibited a reduction feature at 960 K 
followed by a rapid increase in H2 uptake above 1100 K, 
which was assigned to the stepwise reduction of Co3+ to 
Co2+ and Co2+ to Co0, respectively [27]. Unfortunately, the 

Fig 1   Rietveld refinement of 
the XRD patterns of the fresh 
CoCr2O4 and Co1.5Cr1.5O4 
catalysts. The refined lattice 
parameter for CoCr2O4 and 
Co1.5Cr1.5O4 is 8.332 Å and 
8.270 Å, respectively
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overall reduction degree of Co (6.5%) could not be sepa-
rated into individual reduction events as multiple processes 
occurred simultaneously. While the appearance of CoO 
diffraction feature was in accordance with the reduction of 
Co3+ to Co2+, the diffraction feature corresponding to Co 
metal was not observed in the reduced Co1.5Cr1.5O4 sample 
(Fig. 2b). We speculate that the CoO formed upon reduc-
tion of Co3+ in the octahedral sites interacts strongly with 
the Cr-containing spinel lattice and therefore impedes con-
tinuous reduction of the spinel to Co metal by retarding the 
outward diffusion of Co2+ and Co3+ cations [24, 28, 29]. 
Moreover, very small Co metal particles exposed to air dur-
ing collection of the XRD patterns will likely oxidize surface 
Co metal.

The chemical speciation of Co and Cr on the catalyst sur-
face was investigated by XPS. Results from previous reports 
have shown that the 2p binding energy of Co2+ and Co3+ 
did not correlate explicitly with the oxidation state, so dis-
crimination between Co2+ and Co3+ from the 2p binding 
energy can be ambiguous [24, 30, 31]. As shown in Fig. 3a, 
the spectra of Co 2p3/2 were deconvoluted into two peaks 
including the major 2p3/2 energy state and a satellite fea-
ture from Co2+ and Co3+ [32, 33] according to the report 
from Xie et al. [34]. The Co 2p3/2 binding energy of the 
CoCr2O4 sample (780.9 eV) was slightly higher than that of 
the Co1.5Cr1.5O4 sample (780.4 eV). The predominant pres-
ence of Co2+ on the surface of CoCr2O4 was confirmed by 
the intense satellite feature at 786.4 eV [34, 35], whereas 
the weak satellite feature at 784.6 eV in Co1.5Cr1.5O4 was 

consistent with those seen in Co3O4 and Co-excess Co-Cr–O 
spinels, suggesting the presence of Co3+ on the surface of 
that sample [24, 36]. The Cr 2p3/2 spectra were deconvoluted 
into three peaks as described by Keturakis et al. [37] with 
one peak at ca. 578.9 eV assigned to Cr6+ and two peaks at 
ca. 576.6 and 575.6 eV assigned to Cr3+ to account for the 
multiplet splitting of Cr3+ [38]. As shown in Fig. 3b, the 
broad peak with the highest binding energy of 578.7 eV in 
CoCr2O4 and 578.2 eV in Co1.5Cr1.5O4 suggested the pres-
ence of Cr6+ species on the surface of both samples, which 
was supported by the weak low temperature reduction fea-
tures observed in H2-TPR (Fig. 2a). The two peaks of lower 
binding energies in the CoCr2O4 (576.8 and 575.6 eV) and 
Co1.5Cr1.5O4 (576.5 and 575.4 eV) samples were associated 
with Cr3+ cations likely residing in the spinel lattice. The 
fraction of Cr6+ with respect to total surface Cr (Cr3+ and 
Cr6+) estimated from the peak areas was 12% for CoCr2O4 
and 15% for Co1.5Cr1.5O4, respectively, indicating Cr3+ to 
be the predominant form of existence for surface Cr in both 
samples.

The elemental composition of the catalysts was analyzed 
by XPS depth profiling using Ar ion beam etching. As 
shown in Fig. 4, the Cr/Co ratio measured on the surface of 
the CoCr2O4 sample was 2.0, which was slightly higher than 
the range of values from 1.7 to 1.8 observed in the later four 
cycles with pre-sputtering before each measurement. The Cr/
Co ratios measured for the Co1.5Cr1.5O4 sample appeared in 
a narrow range of 0.8–0.9 regardless of the measuring depth. 
Despite a minor enrichment of Cr possibly on the surface 

Fig 2   a Temperature-programed reduction of the fresh CoCr2O4 and 
Co1.5Cr1.5O4 catalysts in H2. A minor H2 consumption peak at low 
T from the reduction of surface Cr6+ species is shown in the inset. 
b X-ray diffraction patterns of the CoCr2O4 and Co1.5Cr1.5O4 cata-

lysts after H2–TPR to 1273 K. The remaining spinel structure in the 
reduced Co1.5Cr1.5O4 was labelled as CoxCr3−xO4 since the stoichiom-
etry changed as a result of CoO formation
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of CoCr2O4, the depth profiles indicated a fairly uniform 
elemental distribution for both samples that was consistent 
with the desired stoichiometry. The spectra associated with 
the Co 2p3/2 and Cr 2p3/2 regions of the Co1.5Cr1.5O4 sample 
during depth profiling are shown in Fig. 5. The chemical 
state of Co in the bulk spinel was unfortunately inacces-
sible from the current depth profiling since Co cations were 
rapidly reduced to Co0 metal upon exposure to the Ar ion 
beam, as evident by the development of the peak at 778.2 eV 
corresponding to metallic Co. The chemical state of Cr did 
not change appreciably with the probing depth except the 
decline of the broad Cr6+ feature at 578.2 eV starting from 
the first cycle. A similar trend was observed in the XPS 
spectra during depth profiling of CoCr2O4 (not shown).

3.2 � Rate and Stability of the CoCr2O4 
and Co1.5Cr1.5O4 Catalyst in Ethylene Steam 
Reforming

The catalytic performance of the CoCr2O4 and Co1.5Cr1.5O4 
catalysts was evaluated in ethylene steam reforming at 
873 K, a temperature at which the background ethylene 

conversion was negligible [12]. Since Cr2O3 was found 
to be nearly inactive for ethylene steam reforming under 
identical reaction conditions [12], the observed reforming 
activity for the Co–Cr–O spinel oxides was attributed to the 
Co sites. As shown in Fig. 6, a steady rate of formation 
for H2 and C1 molecules (CO, CO2 and CH4) was observed 
over both catalysts after introduction of the reactants. Both 
catalysts exhibited stable steam reforming activity without 
appreciable deactivation up to 7 h on stream, suggesting 
severe coke formation did not occur. As listed in Table 2, 
the product-based ethylene conversion over the Co1.5Cr1.5O4 
catalyst (2.0%) was slightly higher than that over the 
CoCr2O4 catalyst (1.3%) for an equivalent mass loading 
of catalyst in the reactor. The product distribution favor-
ing H2 and CO2 was observed for both catalysts, which was 
attributed to the nearly equilibrated water–gas shift reaction 
that occurred simultaneously with ethylene steam reform-
ing. The steady state rate of C1 formation over CoCr2O4 
(0.093 μmol·m−2·s−1) was comparable to the steady state rate 
over MnCr2O4 (0.13 μmol·m−2·s−1) [12] and the initial rate 
over NiCr2O4 (0.20 μmol·m−2·s−1) [13] under identical con-
ditions (see Table 3). Along with the results from H2–TPR 

Fig 3   X-ray photoelectron spectra at a Co 2p3/2 and b Cr 2p3/2 region on the surface of the fresh CoCr2O4 and Co1.5Cr1.5O4 catalysts
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Fig 4   Profiles of atomic Cr/Co ratio in the fresh CoCr2O4 and Co1.5Cr1.5O4 catalysts measured by XPS. Cycle 0: as prepared; Cycle 1–4: etched 
with Ar ion beam prior to the measurement

Fig 5   X-ray photoelectron 
spectra during depth profiling 
at a Co 2p3/2 and b Cr 2p3/2 
region of the fresh Co1.5Cr1.5O4 
catalyst. Cycle 0: as prepared; 
Cycles 1–4: etched with Ar ion 
beam prior to the measurement
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(Fig. 2a), this comparison suggested the steam reforming 
activity was likely from the stable Co–Cr–O spinel sur-
faces without severe decomposition of the spinel structure 
to form Co metal particles. Interestingly, the steady state 
rate of C1 formation over Co1.5Cr1.5O4 (1.3 μmol·m−2·s−1) 
was an order-of-magnitude greater compared to CoCr2O4 
(0.093 μmol·m−2·s−1), which potentially resulted from Co3+ 
on the surface that was proposed as the active site for the 
oxidation of hydrocarbons [39, 40]. The structure and oxi-
dation state of Co in the octahedral Co sites during steam 
reforming conditions remain undetermined.

The spent CoCr2O4 and Co1.5Cr1.5O4 catalysts were re-
oxidized and then evaluated in ethylene steam reforming 
for a second cycle to examine whether slow reduction of 
Co cations to Co0 metal occurred during the first cycle. 
As shown in Fig. 7, the rate of C1 formation over the re-
oxidized CoCr2O4 (0.086  μmol·m−2·s−1, second cycle) 
was stable and nearly identical to that of the fresh catalyst 
(0.093 μmol·m−2·s−1, first cycle). This comparison sug-
gests the reduction of Co2+ in the CoCr2O4 spinel lattice 
to Co0 metal was negligible under reaction conditions and 
did not contribute to the observed reforming activity. These 
results contrast the behavior of NiCr2O4 where the reforming 
rate increased substantially in the second cycle as a result 
of the formation of NiO agglomerates upon re-oxidation 
[13]. Interestingly, the re-oxidized Co1.5Cr1.5O4 exhibited 
an induction period for about 1.5 h before reaching steady 
state during the second cycle, over which the C1 formation 
rate gradually increased from 0.94 μmol·m−2·s−1 and pla-
teaued at a rate of 1.3 μmol·m−2·s−1 that was comparable 
with the first cycle. Although the reason for the induction 
period was unclear, the consistency in the steady state rate 
between the two cycles nevertheless indicated the stability of 
the Co1.5Cr1.5O4 catalyst against the formation of Co metal 

Fig 6   Product formation rate during ethylene steam reforming over the fresh CoCr2O4 and Co1.5Cr1.5O4 catalysts. Reaction conditions: 873 K, 
1 g catalyst, 100 cm3·min−1 total flow, 25% C2H4, 50% H2O, 5% N2 and 20% Ar

Table 2   Rate and product 
distribution of ethylene steam 
reforming over the fresh 
CoCr2O4 and Co1.5Cr1.5O4 
catalysts

a Product-based conversion. Reaction conditions: 873 K, 1 g catalyst, 100 cm3·min−1 total flow, 25% C2H4, 
50% H2O, 5% N2 and 20% Ar

Catalyst C2H4 conversion 
(%)a

C1 production rate 
(μmol·m−2·s−1)

Product selectivity (%)

CO CO2 CH4 H2

CoCr2O4 1.3 0.093 2 28 14 56
Co1.5Cr1.5O4 2.0 1.3 1 28 15 56

Table 3   Comparison of ethylene steam reforming rates over the 
MCr2O4 spinel catalysts

a Product-based conversion. Reaction conditions: 873 K, 1 g catalyst, 
100 cm3·min−1total flow, 25% C2H4, 50% H2O, 5% N2 and 20% Ar.
b Initial results at t < 1 h.

Catalyst C2H4 conver-
sion (%)

C1 production rate 
(μmol·m−2·s−1)

Source

CoCr2O4 1.3 0.093 This work
MnCr2O4 1.8 0.13 Ref [12]
NiCr2O4 2.1b 0.20b Ref [13]
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particles. We speculate this phenomenon was related to the 
interconversion between Co3+ and Co2+. In particular, the 
Co3+ on the surface was potentially reduced to Co2+ dur-
ing steam reforming based on the H2–TPR results (Fig. 2a), 
forming a CoO-like layer with octahedrally coordinated 
Co2+. These octahedral Co2+ sites might be partially con-
verted to the less reactive tetrahedral Co2+ sites when oxi-
dized to Co3O4 during the re-oxidation [36, 39], whereas 
this process was perhaps reversible when the catalyst was 

exposed to the reductive environment during the second 
cycle of steam reforming.

The stability of the spinel structure in both catalysts was 
also evident from the XRD patterns after the second steam 
reforming cycle. As shown in Fig. 8, diffraction features 
corresponding to CoO or metallic Co resulting from the 
decomposition of the spinel structure were not detected in 
either of the two catalysts. The refined lattice parameter for 
the CoCr2O4 (8.332 Å) and Co1.5Cr1.5O4 (8.270 Å) spent 
catalysts after the second cycle remained identical to the 
respective value of the fresh catalyst, suggesting most of 
the excess Co3+ cations in Co1.5Cr1.5O4 were retained in the 
lattice under reaction conditions. The occupancy for both 
tetrahedrally and octahedrally coordinated cations in the 
two catalysts remained unity. As expected from the steady 
reforming rate observed over both catalysts (after 1.5 h on 
stream), the amount of coke deposited during the second 
reforming cycle measured by temperature-programmed 
oxidation (Fig. 9) was negligible over either CoCr2O4 or 
Co1.5Cr1.5O4 (i.e., less than 0.5 wt%).

4 � Conclusions

The synthesized CoCr2O4 and Co1.5Cr1.5O4 catalysts 
both adopted a cubic spinel structure. The excess Co in 
Co1.5Cr1.5O4 was attributed to octahedrally coordinated 
Co3+ that partially substituted for Cr3+ in the stoichiometric 
CoCr2O4 spinel lattice, resulting in a significant decrease in 
lattice constant. High temperature treatment in H2 reduced 
the Co2+ in the CoCr2O4 spinel lattice to Co metal parti-
cles, whereas the reduction of Co3+ to Co2+ in Co1.5Cr1.5O4 

Fig 7   Comparison of C1 formation rate during ethylene steam 
reforming over the fresh and re-oxidized CoCr2O4 and Co1.5Cr1.5O4 
catalysts. Reaction conditions: 873  K, 1  g catalyst, 100 cm3·min−1 

total flow, 25% C2H4, 50% H2O, 5% N2 and 20% Ar. The catalysts 
were re-oxidized at 873  K for 4  h under 100 cm3·min−1 air flow in 
between the two cycles

Fig 8   Rietveld refinement of the XRD patterns of the CoCr2O4 and 
Co1.5Cr1.5O4 catalysts after two ethylene steam reforming cycles. The 
refined lattice parameter for CoCr2O4 and Co1.5Cr1.5O4 is 8.332 Å and 
8.270 Å, respectively
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occurred at lower temperatures. Both the CoCr2O4 and 
Co1.5Cr1.5O4 catalyst were active and structurally stable for 
ethylene steam reforming at 873 K. The areal reforming rate 
over Co1.5Cr1.5O4 was one order-of-magnitude greater than 
that over CoCr2O4, which was potentially related to the pres-
ence of Co3+ on the catalyst surface as evident by X-ray 
photoelectron spectroscopy. The steady state rate of ethylene 
steam reforming over both catalysts after re-oxidation was 
comparable to the respective rate from the fresh catalysts, 
suggesting an outstanding stability of the Co–Cr–O spinel 
structure against reduction to Co metal under steam reform-
ing conditions.

Acknowledgements  This work was supported by Dow. The authors 
also acknowledge NSF-MRI Award #1626201 for the acquisition of the 
Phi VersaProbe III Scanning XPS at the Nanoscale Materials Charac-
terization Facility at the University of Virginia.

Compliance with Ethical Standards 

Conflict of interest  The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

	 1.	 Zeng J, Liu X, Wang J, Lv H, Zhu T (2015) J Mol Catal A Chem 
408:221–227

	 2.	 Liotta LF, Wu H, Pantaleo G, Venezia AM (2013) Catal Sci Tech-
nol 3:3085–3102

	 3.	 Ali AA, Madkour M, Al Sagheer F, Zaki MI, Nazeer AA (2020) 
Catalysts 10:105

	 4.	 Ordóñez S, Paredes JR, Díez FV (2008) Appl Catal A Gen 
341:174–180

	 5.	 Wang JB, Chou MS (2000) J Air Waste Manag Assoc 50:227–233
	 6.	 Guo B, Kennedy IM (2004) Aerosol Sci Technol 38:424–436
	 7.	 Fino D, Russo N, Saracco G, Specchia V (2006) J Catal 242:38–47
	 8.	 Fino D, Russo N, Saracco G, Specchia V (2006) Catal Today 

117:559–563
	 9.	 Kim DC, Ihm SK (2001) Environ Sci Technol 35:222–226

	10.	 Wang HF, Kavanagh R, Guo YL, Guo Y, Lu G, Hu P (2012) J 
Catal 296:110–119

	11.	 Ma X, Yu X, Yang X, Lin M, Ge M (2019) ChemCatChem 
11:1214–1221

	12.	 Yang L, Bukhovko MP, Brezicki G, Malek A, Li L, Jones CW, 
Agrawal PK, Davis RJ (2019) J Catal 380:224–235

	13.	 Yang L, Bukhovko MP, Malek A, Li L, Jones CW, Agrawal PK, 
Davis RJ (2020) Appl Catal A Gen 603:117739

	14.	 Östby J, Chen M (2009) J Alloys Compd 485:427–434
	15.	 Lutterotti L, Bortolotti M, Ischia G, Lonardelli I, Wenk HR (2007) 

Z Kristallogr Suppl 26:125–130
	16.	 Davis ME, Davis RJ (2003) Fundamentals of chemical reaction 

engineering. McGraw-Hill Higher Education, New York
	17.	 Yin K, Mahamulkar S, Xie J, Shibata H, Malek A, Li L, Jones 

CW, Agrawal P, Davis RJ (2017) Appl Catal A Gen 535:17–23
	18.	 Kim BY, Yoon JW, Lim K, Park SH, Yoon JW, Lee JH (2018) J 

Mater Chem C 6:10767–10774
	19.	 Hansson AN, Linderoth S, Mogensen M, Somers MAJ (2005) J 

Alloys Compd 402:194–200
	20.	 O’Neill HSC (2003) Mineral Mag 67:547–554
	21.	 Liao WM, Zhao PP, Cen BH, Jia AP, Lu JQ, Luo MF (2020) 

Chinese J Catal 41:442–453
	22.	 Bracconi P, Berthod L, Dufour LC (1979) Ann Chim France 

4:331–338
	23.	 Zhong J, Zeng Y, Chen D, Mo S, Zhang M, Fu M, Wu J, Su Z, 

Chen P, Ye D (2020) J Hazard Mater 386:121957
	24.	 Chen J, Zhang X, Arandiyan H, Peng Y, Chang H, Li J (2013) 

Catal Today 201:12–18
	25.	 Wang J, Yang G, Cheng L, Shin EW, Men Y (2015) Catal Sci 

Technol 5:4594–4601
	26.	 Hosseini SA, Alvarez-Galvan MC, Fierro JLG, Niaei A, Salari D 

(2013) Ceram Int 39:9253–9261
	27.	 Wang Y, Yang P, Liu G, Xu L, Jia M, Zhang W, Jiang D (2008) 

Catal Commun 9:2044–2047
	28.	 Bracconi P, Dufour LC (1975) J Phys Chem 79:2395–2400
	29.	 Bracconi P, Dufour LC (1975) J Phys Chem 79:2400–2405
	30.	 Biesinger MC, Payne BP, Grosvenor AP, Lau LWM, Gerson AR, 

Smart RSC (2011) Appl Surf Sci 257:2717–2730
	31.	 Mo S, Li S, Li J, Deng Y, Peng S, Chen J, Chen Y (2016) 

Nanoscale 8:15763–15773
	32.	 Huck-Iriart C, Soler L, Casanovas A, Marini C, Prat J, Llorca J, 

Escudero C (2018) ACS Catal 8:9625–9636
	33.	 Vaz CAF, Prabhakaran D, Altman EI, Henrich VE (2009) Phys 

Rev B 80:155457

Fig 9   Thermogravimetric analysis profiles during temperature-programmed oxidation of the CoCr2O4 and Co1.5Cr1.5O4 catalysts in synthetic air 
after two ethylene steam reforming cycles



Influence of Co on Ethylene Steam Reforming Over Co–Cr–O Spinel Catalysts﻿	

1 3

	34.	 Xie J, Kammert JD, Kaylor N, Zheng JW, Choi E, Pham HN, 
Sang X, Stavitski E, Attenkofer K, Unocic RR, Datye AK, Davis 
RJ (2018) ACS Catal 8:3875–3884

	35.	 Wang Y, Jia AP, Luo MF, Lu JQ (2015) Appl Catal B Environ 
165:477–486

	36.	 Tang Y, Ma L, Dou J, Andolina CM, Li Y, Ma H, House 
SD, Zhang X, Yang J, Tao F (2018) Phys Chem Chem Phys 
20:6440–6449

	37.	 Keturakis CJ, Zhu M, Gibson EK, Daturi M, Tao F, Frenkel AI, 
Wachs IE (2016) ACS Catal 6:4786–4798

	38.	 Ünveren E, Kemnitz E, Hutton S, Lippitz A, Unger WES (2004) 
Surf Interface Anal 36:92–95

	39.	 Wang X, Liu Y, Zhang T, Luo Y, Lan Z, Zhang K, Zuo J, Jiang L, 
Wang R (2017) ACS Catal 7:1626–1636

	40.	 Ma CY, Mu Z, Li JJ, Jin YG, Cheng J, Lu GQ, Hao ZP, Qiao SZ 
(2010) J Am Chem Soc 132:2608–2613

Publisher’s Note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.


	Influence of Co on Ethylene Steam Reforming Over Co–Cr–O Spinel Catalysts
	Abstract 
	Graphic Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Experimental Methods
	2.1 Catalyst Synthesis
	2.2 Catalyst Characterization
	2.3 Ethylene Steam Reforming

	3 Results and Discussion
	3.1 Characterization of The CoCr2O4 and Co1.5Cr1.5O4 Catalyst
	3.2 Rate and Stability of the CoCr2O4 and Co1.5Cr1.5O4 Catalyst in Ethylene Steam Reforming

	4 Conclusions
	Acknowledgements 
	References




