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Zeolite-NaY-supported Ir/Sn catalysts derived from single- and
dual-source organometallic precursors. Preparation and

characterization of highly selective dehydrogenation catalysts
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Zeolite-NaY-supported Ir/Sn catalysts (1 wt% Ir, 0.6 wt% Sn; 1 : 1 molar ratio) were prepared by adsorption of the organometallic
precursors Ir(CO)2(acac) and SnMe3OH or (COD)2Ir–SnMe3 (COD = 1,5-cyclooctadiene) from hexane solutions followed by activation
in H2 up to 773 K. The Ir/Sn/NaY catalysts displayed high selectivity for the dehydrogenation of propane to propene at ca. 773 K
and, in the presence of H2, maintained thermodynamic conversion levels for up to 24 h. After activation, the catalyst derived from
the dual-source precursors (Ir + Sn/NaY) appeared homogeneous in composition, whereas the catalyst derived from the single-source
precursor (Ir–Sn/NaY) appeared heterogeneous with distinct regions of visible particles. Scanning transmission electron microscopy
revealed that the nanoscale metal particles present were small and uniform in size (ca. 1 nm) in the Ir + Sn/NaY catalyst but ranged
in size from 1 to 10 nm in the Ir–Sn/NaY catalyst. Energy-dispersive X-ray analysis showed that bimetallic particles were formed
for both catalysts. Temperature-programmed reaction of chemiosorbed carbon monoxide indicated that the Ir/Sn/NaY catalysts were
electronically modified by the presence of tin in comparison with analogously prepared Ir/NaY catalysts.
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1. Introduction

Heterogeneous catalyst systems composed of more than
one metal component are of paramount importance in mod-
ern catalysis [1]. Multicomponent catalysts have found
widespread use, as the combination of two or more met-
als can lead to synergistic effects such as increased activ-
ity, enhanced catalyst lifetime, and improved product selec-
tivity. The changes in catalytic behavior that occur upon
adding an inert element to a noble metal have been well
documented [2,3]. The changes in catalytic activity are at-
tributed to a decrease in the number of contiguous active
sites (ensemble effect) as well as to changes in the elec-
tronic nature of the active metal particles (ligand effect) [4].
The relative importance of “ensemble” and “ligand” effects
is exceedingly difficult to determine, especially as adequate
probes for ligand effects are often lacking.

Although an extraordinarily large number of bimetallic
catalysts has been examined by various researchers, a brief
survey of recent literature demonstrates the great interest in
the Pt/Sn catalyst system [5–14]. Multicomponent catalysts
based upon the Pt/Sn combination have found widespread
industrial usage, and recent patents involving the Pt/Sn sys-
tem include catalysts for naphtha reforming [15,16], reduc-
tion of nitrogen oxides in flue gases [17], and the dehy-
drogenation of light alkanes [18]. Other Pt/Sn systems of
interest include Pt/Ir/Sn catalysts, which have found use
for naphtha reforming [19], alkane dehydrogenation [20],
and the purification of automobile exhaust [21]. Given
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the large amount of interest in the Pt/Sn catalyst system,
it is surprising to find that very little work has been per-
formed on the closely related system, Ir/Sn. Examination
of the Ir/Sn system is attractive, as previous authors have
noted [22,23], since it provides an interesting prospect for
comparison with the Pt/Sn and may also have significant
catalytic properties of its own. Examination of the Ir/Sn
system could also shed light on the role of Ir in Pt/Ir/Sn
catalyst systems [19–21].

Previous studies of the Ir/Sn system by other researchers
have utilized high metal loadings (10 wt%, Ir + Sn) sup-
ported on Al2O3 and SiO2 [22,23]. The Al2O3-supported
Ir/Sn catalyst was extremely selective for the dehydrogena-
tion of cyclohexane to benzene and also displayed consid-
erable activity for benzene hydrogenation at room tempera-
ture. In contrast, the SiO2-supported Ir/Sn system displayed
low activity for benzene hydrogenation when the catalyst
was reduced at low temperatures, and displayed no activity
when reduced at high temperatures. The lack of activity
for the SiO2-supported catalysts was attributed to the for-
mation of catalytically inactive Ir/Sn alloys, whereas the
activity of the Al2O3-supported catalysts was attributed to
the presence of free Ir particles [23].

In view of the differences between Al2O3- and SiO2-
supported Ir/Sn catalysts, we thought it would be of inter-
est to explore the activity of this combination on a related
important catalyst support material, namely zeolite NaY.
Our work also provides a comparison with recent studies
on the related Pt/Sn/NaY system [24]. In this study, we
have examined the preparation of Ir/Sn/NaY catalysts from
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both single-source and dual-source organometallic precur-
sors.

2. Experimental

Catalyst preparation: The organometallic compounds
(COD)2Ir–SnMe3 [25] and Ir(CO)2(acac) [26] were pre-
pared according to literature procedures; Sn(Me)3OH was
used as received (Strem). Zeolite NaY (LZ-Y52, Union
Carbide) was treated under vacuum at 423 K for ca. two
hours prior to use.

Three catalysts, each nominally 1 wt% Ir, were pre-
pared by adsorption of organometallic precursors into zeo-
lite NaY from hexane solutions. The first catalyst, Ir/NaY,
was prepared from Ir(CO)2(acac) (37 mg) in hexane (25 ml)
with NaY (2 g). The slurry was stirred under N2 for
12–16 h to ensure complete adsorption. The solvent was
then removed under vacuum, and the resulting solid ma-
terial stored under N2 until use. The second catalyst,
Ir + Sn/NaY, was prepared in an analogous manner by ad-
sorption of Ir(CO)2(acac) (37 mg) and SnMe3OH (18 mg)
to produce a material with the nominal composition of
1 wt% Ir and 0.6 wt% Sn, which is a 1 : 1 molar ratio
of Ir to Sn. The third catalyst, Ir–Sn/NaY, was prepared
in an analogous manner by adsorption of (COD)2Ir–SnMe3

(60 mg) to produce a catalyst with the same nominal com-
position as Ir + Sn/NaY.

Propane dehydrogenation and hydrogenolysis: The
zeolite-supported catalyst samples (ca. 250 mg) were ac-
tivated and tested on a catalyst line that includes a gas-
handling system, catalytic reactor, and equipment for analy-
sis of the effluent [27]. Streams of hydrogen (Matheson,
99.999%), propane (Matheson, 99.5%), and He (Matheson,
99.995%) were deoxygenated over Cr(II)/SiO2 and dried
over activated molecular sieves. The catalysts were placed
in a Pyrex U-tube reactor containing a coarse frit supporting
the catalyst bed, which was in contact with a thermocouple
well containing an Omega type k chromel/alumel thermo-
couple. The reactor was heated by a tube furnace controlled
with an Omega CN2011 temperature controller. A Packard
model 430 gas chromatograph with a flame-ionization de-
tector was used to separate and quantify the hydrocarbon
products (1/8′′×7′, 10 wt% n-octane/Porasil column). The
effluent was also monitored by a computer-interfaced Dyco
quadrupole mass spectrometer (model M100M), which was
connected immediately downstream from the reactor by a
silica capillary.

Prior to activation, each sample was flushed with H2

for 15–30 min to displace any air introduced into the sys-
tem while loading the catalyst. The samples were activated
by heating to 773 K (at 15 K/min) under a stream of H2

(40 ml/min) and holding at 773 K for one hour. The sam-
ples were taken to the desired temperature under a contin-
uous stream of H2, and the appropriate reactant gas stream
was introduced to the catalyst. A hydrogen-rich gas mix-
ture (H2 : C3H8 = 40 : 4 ml/min) was used for hydrogenol-
ysis studies, while dehydrogenation studies were conducted

with a gas mixture containing He, H2, and C3H8 in a ratio
of either 40 : 5 : 5 or 40 : 0 : 5 ml/min.

STEM and EDX: Electron microscopy and energy-
dispersive X-ray (EDX) analysis were performed with a
Vacuum Generators HB501 STEM operating at 100 kV.
Catalyst samples were examined after hydrogenolysis ex-
periments and were prepared by application of a drop of
catalyst material (dispersed by sonification of the catalyst
in a methanol bath) onto a holey carbon grid (SPI Sup-
plies). EDX data acquisition and analysis was performed
with Link ISIS software.

Temperature-programmed reaction (TPRE) of carbon
monoxide: The following procedure was adopted for this
reaction probe. A freshly activated catalyst (400 mg) was
cooled to 298 K in a H2 flow and was then exposed to CO
at 298 K for two hours. The sample was first evacuated for
30 min and then flushed with H2 for another 15 min to re-
move any free CO. The catalyst was then subjected to a H2

flow (40 ml/min) and heated to 773 K at a rate of 20 K/min,
while the effluent was monitored by mass spectroscopy.

Ir/NaY: The Ir/NaY catalyst system has been character-
ized in detail by STEM, EXAFS, XANES, and FTIR [28].
The Ir particles in this catalyst system can best be described
as ca. 4–6 Ir atom clusters encapsulated within the zeolite
matrix of NaY.

3. Results

Catalyst preparation: Adsorption of Ir(CO)2(acac) and
SnMe3OH by the zeolite resulted in the zeolite becoming
yellow and the previously yellow hexane solution becoming
colorless. Activation of this zeolite sample in H2 at 773 K
resulted in a light gray material (Ir+Sn/NaY) that appeared
homogeneous in composition.

Absorption of (COD)2Ir–SnMe3 immediately caused the
zeolite to turn light red, and the previously yellow hexane
solution became colorless. Removal of the solvent from
the zeolite impregnated with (COD)2Ir–SnMe3 produced a
material that had an obvious sharp odor. A sample of the
freshly impregnated zeolite was loaded into a crucible, and
the electron impact mass spectrum was recorded for the
volatile components. This indicated that the volatile species
generated C7/C8 fragments as well as those due to hexane,
apparently remaining from the impregnation step. Activa-
tion of the zeolite impregnated with (COD)2Ir–SnMe3 in H2

at 773 K resulted in the formation of a light gray mater-
ial (Ir–Sn/NaY) that was visibly speckled with light green
spots ca. 0.5 mm in diameter. Examination of both of these
activated Ir/Sn/NaY materials by powder XRD showed no
diffraction lines that could be distinguished from the NaY
background.

Electron microscopy/energy-dispersive X-ray analysis:
Electron micrographs of the Ir + Sn/NaY material indi-
cated that the metal particles in this system were evenly
dispersed and were in the 1 nm size range. The electron
micrographs obtained for the Ir–Sn/NaY material showed
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Figure 1. Propane hydrogenolysis. Reaction conditions: 773 K, H2 :
C3H8 = 40 : 4 ml/min. (�) Ir/NaY, (•) Ir + Sn/NaY, (N) Ir–Sn/NaY.

that the nanoscale metal particles present in this system
were unevenly distributed and ranged in size from 1 to
10 nm.

EDX analysis established that bimetallic particles were
formed in both Ir/Sn/NaY catalysts. The growth of the
smaller particles under the influence of the electron stream
and the overlap of the Cu LIII line (from the holey carbon
grid) with the Ir LIIIMI line (8.047 and 8.045 keV, respec-
tively) hampered the quantitative determination of particle
composition. Qualitatively, it was found that the larger
metal particles (>5 nm) of Ir–Sn/NaY were approximately
1 : 1 Ir/Sn alloys, while the smaller particles (1 nm) present
in Ir + Sn/NaY appeared to be Ir-rich (Ir/Sn ≈ 1.3–4.0).
EDX analysis of featureless areas of the catalysts showed
the presence of Sn but not Ir.

Propane hydrogenolysis: The results from the hy-
drogenolysis of propane, examined at 773 K, are given in
figure 1. Shown for comparison is the Ir/NaY catalyst,
which was highly active and produced 100% methane un-
der these reaction conditions (H2 : C3H8 = 40 : 4 ml/min).
Both Ir/Sn/NaY catalysts had lower primary hydrogenol-
ysis activities, as shown by the lower total conversion of
propane to methane and ethane, as well as a decreased
amount of secondary hydrogenolysis, as indicated by the
low CH4/C2H6 ratios. However, the Ir/Sn catalyst derived
from a single-source precursor, Ir–Sn/NaY, had a signifi-
cantly lower overall hydrogenolysis activity, in both pri-
mary and secondary reactions, than the catalyst derived
from dual precursors, Ir + Sn/NaY.

Figure 2. Propane dehydrogenation. Reaction conditions: 773 K, He :
C3H8 = 40 : 5 ml/min. (•) Ir + Sn/NaY, (N) Ir–Sn/NaY.

Propane dehydrogenation: Propane dehydrogenation
was conducted both in the presence and absence of ex-
cess H2. In the absence of excess H2 (He : C3H8 = 40 :
5 ml/min, 773 K), both Ir/Sn catalysts were highly se-
lective for the production of propene (95–98%), but un-
derwent substantial deactivation with time on stream (fig-
ure 2). In the presence of excess H2 (He : H2 : C3H8 =
40 : 5 : 5 ml/min, 773 K) both Ir/Sn catalysts maintained
high selectivity towards propene, but were much more sta-
ble with time. The catalytic behavior of the Ir/Sn catalysts
is shown in figure 3 and compared to Ir/NaY. No deac-
tivation of the Ir/Sn catalysts was observed during dehy-
drogenation experiments conducted in the presence of H2.
Specifically, for Ir + Sn/NaY, the activity and selectivity
displayed in figure 3 was maintained for 24 h with no de-
tectable deactivation.

The dehydrogenation reaction was examined in the
temperature range 723–773 K (He : H2 : C3H8 = 40 : 5 :
5 ml/min) for both Ir + Sn/NaY and Ir–Sn/NaY. The ac-
tivity data was similar for each system and is given in
figure 4. Extrapolation of the data to 800 K, a point of
known thermodynamic value [29], indicates that conver-
sion of propane to propene (ca. 36%) was being performed
near equilibrium levels (ca. 33%). The difference between
the extrapolated and theoretical values is reasonable con-
sidering the errors present in controlling the reactant con-
centrations. That equilibrium levels of propene were being
obtained was confirmed by the insignificant change in to-
tal propane conversion upon varying the amount of catalyst
from 100 to 300 mg.
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Figure 3. Propane dehydrogenation. Reaction conditions: 773 K, He :
H2 : C3H8 = 40 : 5 : 5 ml/min. (A) (�) Ir/NaY, (B) (•) Ir + Sn/NaY,

(N) Ir–Sn/NaY.

Temperature-programmed reaction (TPRE) of chemi-
sorbed CO: The TPRE profiles for Ir/NaY, Ir + Sn/NaY,
and Ir–Sn/NaY are given in figure 5. The Ir/NaY catalyst
desorbed CO to give three TPRE maxima at 392, 501 (sh),
and 577 K. Methane was produced above 598 K with a
maximum at 718 K and a low temperature shoulder at
658 K. The slow desorption of H2O began at 648 K and
continued at 773 K for 1–2 h. The TPRE profiles for
Ir+Sn/NaY and Ir–Sn/NaY were essentially identical, with
the desorption of CO displaying two maxima at 403 and
703 K. Neither CH4 nor H2O was produced by the Ir/Sn
catalysts. The TPRE profiles for the Ir and Ir/Sn catalysts
were highly reproducible. Figure 6 shows repeated traces
for the Ir + Sn/NaY catalyst.

4. Discussion

Previous work has demonstrated that the use of
Ir(CO)2(acac) as a precursor allows the formation of highly
dispersed Ir particles inside the pores of zeolite NaY and
NaX [28,30–32]. It has also been shown that SnMe4 is

Figure 4. Propane dehydrogenation. Reaction conditions: 723–773 K,
He : H2 : C3H8 = 40 : 5 : 5 ml/min. (◦) Ir + Sn/NaY, (N) Ir–Sn/NaY.

sufficiently small to enter zeolite NaY and form bimetal-
lic particles with Pt [24]. Owing to the similar size of
SnMe3OH and SnMe4, SnMe3OH should be able to enter
the zeolite supercage with Ir(CO)2(acac) and form bimetal-
lic particles during activation in H2. This proposition is
consistent with our results that have shown the formation
of highly dispersed bimetallic particles, when Ir(CO)2(acac)
and SnMe3OH are used as catalyst precursors.

Interaction of a hexane solution of (COD)2Ir–SnMe3

with zeolite NaY resulted in the immediate adsorption of
the organometallic complex as indicated by the solution be-
coming colorless and the zeolite becoming light red. The
solid state structure of (COD)2Ir–SnMe3 indicates the mole-
cule has trigonal bipyramidal coordination with the SnMe3

group in an equatorial position and each diene ligand span-
ning an axial and an equatorial site [25]. When the van
der Waals radii of the protons on the cyclooctadiene lig-
ands are included, (COD)2Ir–SnMe3 is calculated to have a
molecular diameter of ca. 8.5 Å [25c]. The diameter of the
precursor is therefore ca. 1.1 Å larger than the 7.4 Å open-
ings of the zeolite supercage windows. Although fluxional
processes within the molecule [25b] may make it possi-
ble for the precursor to enter the supercage with time, the
immediate adsorption that occurred suggests the precursor
was adsorbed onto the external zeolite surface. The change
in color, from yellow to pink, which occurred upon ad-
sorption, indicates that the precursor actually reacted with
the zeolite surface and was not simply physisorbed. The
presence of C7/C8 species in the electron impact mass spec-
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Figure 5. Temperature-programmed reaction of chemisorbed CO for
(A) Ir/NaY, (B) Ir + Sn/NaY (solid line) and Ir–Sn/NaY (dashed line).

trum of the freshly prepared sample suggests that the pre-
cursor lost one or more cyclooctadiene ligands upon ad-
sorption.

The strong interaction between (COD)2Ir–SnMe3 and
NaY is in contrast to the results of other researchers
who found that no chemical reaction occurred upon im-
pregnating NaY with (CO)4Co–SnMe3 [33] or (CO)5Mn–
SnMe3 [34]. One significant difference between our single-
source precursor and these Co–Sn and Mn–Sn precursors is
the presence of cyclooctadiene ligands instead of carbonyl
ligands. The difference in reactivity could result from the
relative lability of the CO versus the COD ligands.

Electron microscopy and visual inspection of our Ir/Sn/
NaY materials revealed that metal particles of very differ-
ent sizes were produced, depending upon whether single-
or dual-source molecular precursors were used. The metal
particles produced from the dual molecular precursors were
found to be homogeneous in distribution and were in the
1 nm size range. In contrast, the metal particles pro-
duced from the single molecular precursor displayed a very
broad (possibly bimodal) distribution with particles ob-
served in both the nanometer and the millimeter size ranges.

Figure 6. Sequential temperature-programmed reaction of chemisorbed
CO for Ir + Sn/NaY.

Bein and coworkers observed the formation of nanoscale
particles entrapped within zeolites NaY and MCM-41,
when (CO)4Co–SnMe3 [33], (CO)5Mn–SnMe3 [34] and
(η5-C5H5)(CO)3Mo–SnMe3 [35] were activated under vac-
uum. This contrast to our result is probably ascribable to
the location of the precursor during the activation process.
It is expected that a precursor located in the supercages of
NaY would be less mobile during activation than a precur-
sor located on the external zeolite surface. The lower mo-
bility should cause the precursors located in the supercages
to produce much smaller particles than precursors located
on the external zeolite surface, as observed.

The EDX analysis of the metal particles present in the
two Ir/Sn/NaY systems showed that bimetallic particles
were formed in each case. Although some areas of the
catalysts contained Sn but not Ir, no particles were found
that contained Ir only. The primary difference between the
Ir–Sn/NaY and Ir + Sn/NaY samples was that the larger
particles present in Ir–Sn/NaY were ca. 1 : 1 Ir : Sn alloys,
while the smaller particles present in Ir + Sn/NaY were
slightly Ir-rich. The EDX results were consistent with the
methods of catalyst preparation employed. It is expected
that delivering Ir and Sn to the support in a single complex
will promote the formation of bimetallic particles that have
an atomic composition close to that of the precursor. In
the case of dual molecular precursors, it is more difficult to
control the formation of bimetallic particles and to prevent
a significant portion of the Sn from interacting strongly with
the support.

Comparison of the hydrogenolysis/dehydrogenation prop-
erties of the Ir/Sn/NaY catalysts with a homometallic
Ir/NaY catalyst showed that the two systems were remark-
ably different. As depicted in figure 1, the presence of
Sn dramatically diminished the capacity for both primary
(propane to methane and ethane) and secondary (ethane
to methane) hydrogenolysis reactions. The hydrogenoly-
sis of an alkane is a structure-sensitive reaction, requiring
ca. 12 metal atoms for the active site [36–39]. In addition
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to structure sensitivity, the hydrogenolysis reaction is af-
fected by the electronic nature of the active metal particles.
Electron-rich metals are commonly much less active for
carbon–carbon bond cleavage than electron-deficient met-
als. This trend is demonstrated in the relative activity of
different metals for the hydrogenolysis of ethane, which is
generally taken to be: Ru > Rh > Ir > Pt–Pd [40]. As
the Ir+Sn/NaY catalyst contained metal particles that were
similar in size to those present in the Ir/NaY catalyst [28],
the decreased hydrogenolysis activity of Ir + Sn/NaY can-
not be explained by dispersion effects. However, the rel-
atively low hydrogenolysis activity of the Ir/Sn/NaY cat-
alysts could be due to dilution of catalytically active Ir
ensembles with inactive Sn atoms and/or the formation of
electronically rich Ir ensembles through alloying with Sn.

Carbon monoxide adsorption and reaction has been used
to probe the nature of the three catalyst materials (see fig-
ure 5). The temperature-programmed reaction (TPRE) of
chemisorbed CO was very similar for both Ir + Sn/NaY
and Ir–Sn/NaY. Both catalysts desorbed CO over the same
temperature range, and there was no evidence for forma-
tion of CH4. The CO desorption profiles were highly re-
producible, as shown in figure 6, implying no sequential
buildup of surface species. In contrast, the TPRE profile
for Ir/NaY showed a low-temperature desorption of CO
followed at higher temperature by desorption of CH4 and
H2O. The latter products result from the hydrogenation of
surface carbide and oxide species generated by the cleavage
of CO. The TPRE profile obtained for the Ir/NaY catalyst
was similar to results obtained for other supported Ir cata-
lysts [41].

The cleavage of CO apparently does not require as many
contiguous metal atoms (ca. 4–5 metal atoms) [36], as
does the hydrogenolysis of propane (ca. 12 atoms) [36–
39], yet the Ir/Sn/NaY catalysts do display activity for the
hydrogenolysis reaction. The absence of CO cleavage is,
therefore, unlikely to be the result of ensemble size-limiting
effects but rather the probable result of electronic modifica-
tion of Ir to produce a particle surface that is incapable of
breaking the CO bond. Although the detailed morphol-
ogy of the Ir/Sn nanoparticles could be different under
hydrogenolysis conditions (H2 vs. CO atmosphere, higher
temperature) [42], it, nevertheless, is likely that Sn acts as
a “ligand” to modify the hydrogenolysis activity of the Ir
ensembles and not solely as an inert diluent. This conclu-
sion contrasts with results on the related Pt/Sn/NaY [24]
and Pt/In/NaY [43] systems by Mériaudeau and coworkers,
who have attributed the diminished hydrogenolysis activ-
ity displayed by these catalysts to ensemble dilution effects
alone.

A portion of the difference in hydrogenolysis activities
observed for the Ir + Sn/NaY and Ir–Sn/NaY catalysts may
also be due to electronic differences between the two sys-
tems, since the EDX results suggested a net higher (closer
to 1 : 1) Sn : Ir ratio for the less active Ir–Sn/NaY mater-
ial. However, it is difficult to separate this effect from the
effect of the gross structural differences between the two

systems. Since the dispersion of the Ir–Sn/NaY catalyst is
significantly lower than that of Ir + Sn/NaY catalyst, the
decreased hydrogenolysis activity of Ir–Sn/NaY can also
be attributed to the reduced number of active sites that
necessarily accompanies a low metal dispersion. Related
evidence can be drawn also from the dehydrogenation of
propene performed in the absence of H2. Although propane
dehydrogenation is a structure-insensitive reaction [44], if
equilibrium conversions are not being obtained, then the
rate will depend upon the number of active sites present.
The higher initial activity and slower rate of deactivation
of Ir + Sn/NaY, in comparison to Ir–Sn/NaY, are consistent
with the presence of more active sites in Ir + Sn/NaY.

5. Conclusions

The preparation of zeolite-NaY-supported Ir/Sn catalysts
has been examined through the use of single-source and
dual-source organometallic precursors. Energy-dispersive
X-ray analysis established that bimetallic particles were
formed in each case. The catalyst prepared from the dual
precursor source contained a homogeneous distribution of
metal particles ca. 1 nm in size. The catalyst prepared
from the single-source precursor contained a heterogeneous
distribution of metal particles, with particles in both the
nanometer and millimeter size ranges.

The Ir/Sn/NaY catalysts were examined for the dehy-
drogenation of propane, propane hydrogenolysis, and the
temperature-programmed reaction of CO. Both Ir/Sn/NaY
catalysts dehydrogenated propane to propene with >95%
selectivity at 773 K (ca. 20% conversion) and exhibited
very good stability with time on stream. Both Ir/Sn/NaY
catalysts also desorbed CO in a similar temperature range
and without the production of CH4. Comparison with an
Ir/NaY catalyst suggested that the catalytic activity of the
Ir/Sn/NaY system was determined by electronic modifica-
tion of Ir by Sn as well as by dilution of active Ir ensembles.
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