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Abstract: Transforming polyolefin waste into liquid
alkanes through tandem cracking-alkylation reactions
catalyzed by Lewis-acid chlorides offers an efficient
route for single-step plastic upcycling. Lewis acids in
dichloromethane establish a polar environment that
stabilizes carbenium ion intermediates and catalyzes
hydride transfer, enabling breaking of polyethylene C—C
bonds and forming C—C bonds in alkylation. Here, we
show that efficient and selective deconstruction of low-
density polyethylene (LDPE) to liquid alkanes is
achieved with anhydrous aluminum chloride (AICl;) and
gallium chloride (GaCl;). Already at 60°C, complete
LDPE conversion was achieved, while maintaining the
selectivity for gasoline-range liquid alkanes over 70 %.
AICI; showed an exceptional conversion rate of 5000
g.ppe mol_} h™', surpassing other Lewis acid catalysts by
two orders of magnitude. Through kinetic and mecha-
nistic studies, we show that the rates of LDPE
conversion do not correlate directly with the intrinsic
strength of the Lewis acids or steric constraints that may
limit the polymer to access the Lewis acid sites. Instead,
the rates for the tandem processes of cracking and
alkylation are primarily governed by the rates of
initiation of carbenium ions and the subsequent inter-
molecular hydride transfer. Both jointly control the
relative rates of cracking and alkylation, thereby
determining the overall conversion and selectivity. )

Introduction

Polyolefins, i.e., polyethylene and polypropylene, are the
largest class of plastics produced globally. Their low cost,
versatility, and durability have led to widespread use for
single-use products such as plastic bags, packaging materi-
als, and disposable masks.'! However, this excessive
consumption poses a long-term risk of environmental
pollution, since polyolefins are highly resistant to degrada-
tion and end up in landfills or the environment.>?!

Ideally, such spent polyolefins could serve as hydro-
carbon feedstocks, containing solely carbon and
hydrogen.® It would require, however, a single stage
process, which allows the integration in process paths for a
diverse range of products including chemicals, intermedi-
ates, fuels, and lubricants, all suitable for existing end
markets.[*]

Conventionally, the endothermic cleavage of C-C
bonds in polyolefins presents a considerable challenge for
upcycling.”! Thermal and catalyst-aided cracking (pyrolysis,
catalytic pyrolysis) demands substantial energy input and
lacks precise control over product distribution, producing
low-value hydrocarbon mixtures of gases, waxes, and
chars.'”! To achieve complete conversion at low temper-
atures, kinetic coupling of the endothermic C—C cleavage
with exothermic reactions such as hydrogenolysis,'''®
hydrocracking,*2""  cyclization™? and metathesis is
required.™ ! This approach allows complete conversion at
milder temperatures and may even reduce the overall free
energy barrier.’”! While it has been used to overcome
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thermodynamic limitations with respect to sole cracking,
challenging practical hurdles exist due to the limited chain
mobility of molten polyolefins at lower temperatures,
limiting access to catalytic sites, especially for multi-func-
tional catalysts.F!!

Recently we developed a tandem cracking-alkylation
strategy for transforming discarded polyolefins into gaso-
line-range iso-alkanes using a single-stage process catalyzed
by acidic chloroaluminate-based ionic liquids at temper-
atures below 100°C.P? The process is initiated by the
combination of Lewis acidic chloroaluminate ions and a
small quantity of alkyl chloride additive. The Ilatter
generates in situ strong Lewis acidic species that abstract
halogen anions and form carbenium ions. These carbenium
ions undergo hydride transfer and, if this hydride transfer
involves polymer chains, C—C bond cleavage in the
polyolefin macromolecule. Subsequently, propagation oc-
curs via the exothermic alkylation of isoparaffins (e.g.,
isopentane) with alkenes formed by cracking of polymer
strands. Excellent hydride transfer leads to a relatively
narrow product distribution and minimizes the production
of red oil waste during the cascade cracking-alkylation of
LDPE and iCs. It should be noted that the strongly ionic
environment induced by the polar environment enables
cleavage of C—C bonds below 100°C.

Motivated by these findings, we investigated whether
only the ionic liquids or also a Lewis acidic catalyst
consisting of abundant elements could be used to directly
catalyze polyolefin conversion to alkylates at such temper-
atures. The underlying hypotheses was that Lewis acid-
catalyzed hydride transfer (involved in both the endother-
mic and exothermic steps of cracking and alkylation cycles)
is critical for catalytic activity and selectivity.

As a result, we present a study focused on the low-
temperature activation of polyolefins in isopentane (the
alkylating agent) using Lewis acidic catalysts derived from
readily available elements, with the goal of identifying the
specific properties of Lewis acid sites that are essential for
this process. Notably, AICl; exhibited the highest conver-
sion rate of 5000 g ppg mol ! h™', surpassing all other
tested Lewis acidic halides and triflates by more than an
order of magnitude. This lack of reactivity is not directly
correlated with the inherent strength of the Lewis acids or
any potential steric hindrance that may interfere with
interactions at the Lewis acid sites. Instead, it is shown to
either stem from their inability to effectively initiate
carbenium ions or, in cases where the carbenium ions are
formed, from the inability of the Lewis sites to catalyze
intermolecular hydride transfer. This transfer is indispen-
sable for propagating the carbenium ions in the cracking
and alkylation cycles.

Results and Discussion

Comparison of Lewis Acids

A wide range of Lewis acidic chlorides were investigated as
catalysts for the deconstruction of low-density polyethylene
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(LDPE) via tandem cracking-alkylation. The catalyst pool
included anhydrous metal chlorides (MCI,) varying in
valence states and electrophilicity (Figure Sla, Supporting
Information). In a typical reaction, LDPE (200 mg) and
isopentane (iCs, 800 mg) were reacted in the presence of
1 mmol Lewis acid catalyst (together with 3 ml dichloro-
methane as solvent) at 70°C for 30 min (Figure S1b). Most
of the chlorides investigated showed only minor activity for
LDPE transformation (including Cu®, Mg**, Fe*", Co*",
Zn“, SnZ+7 Cu2+, In3+7 Bi3+7 Cr3+’ La3+7 Zr4+7 Hf4+7 Ti4+
and Mo’") and led to small amounts of wax (Figure Slc).
In contrast, anhydrous AICl; and GaCl; were remarkably
active, achieving nearly quantitative LDPE conversion with
high selectivity of gasoline-range liquid alkanes (over
70 %).Other products were gaseous isobutane (iC,,
~18 wt %) and heavier alkanes (C;; to Cy, ~10 wt %). For
comparison, the initial rates (calculated as grams of LDPE
converted (at <20 % conversion) per hour and per mole of
catalyst) are compiled in Figure la. Anhydrous AICl;
exhibited the highest rate, converting over 5000
giope Mol h™' and  outperforming  GaCl; (400

cat

gppe mol} h™'). Most of the tested halides had initial
conversion rates between of 40-100 gy ppg mol, h™', ie., 2
orders of magnitude lower than that observed with AlCL,.
Temperature-dependent experiments (Figure 1, b—c) dem-
onstrated the high activity of anhydrous AICl; and GaCl; in
LDPE conversion even under ambient conditions. AlCl;,
for example, converted approximately 60% LDPE in
120 minutes at 30°C; increasing the temperature to 70°C
led to a full conversion within 10 mins. It should be noted
that the differences in maximum conversion at different
temperatures are not related to deactivation of the catalysts
but caused by thermodynamic limitations.

Properties Governing the LDPE Conversion with Lewis Acid
Catalysts

The considerable variance in the properties of chlorides
raises a crucial question about the necessary chemical and
physical characteristics of MCl, compounds, particularly
those that enable them to catalyze the combined reactions
of isomerization, cracking, and alkylation in a single-step
process.

To address this question, we investigated the LDPE
conversion catalyzed by group 13 halides in more detail
(Figure S2). Although boron (B) and indium (In) also
belong to Group 13 like Al and Ga, both showed very low
rates of conversion. As the Lewis acid strength decreases in
the order BCl;> AICl; > GaCl;>InCl; we reasoned that
Lewis acid strength is not determining the overall con-
version rate. In the next step, the investigations were
expanded to include a wider range of commonly used
Lewis acids (Figure 2, a—c). The selected Lewis acids share
either the same metal center, but are coordinated to anions
of different electronegativity (halides vs. triflates) or have
the same anion but a different metal center. In order to
quantify the Lewis acid strength,” we used three scales of
Lewis acidity, i.e., the Gutmann acceptor number (AN),>"
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Figure 1. (a) Comparison of LDPE conversion rate over various metal chlorides. Reaction conditions: LDPE, 200 mg; iC; 800 mg; MCl,, 0.1-
1 mmol; DCM solvent, 3 ml; 60°C, 30 min. (b—c) Time-resolved conversion profile of LDPE catalyzed by AICl; (b) and GaCl; (c) at different
temperatures, respectively. All data were repeated at least five times and are shown as mean data points. Catalyst loading: 0.5 mmol AICl; or GaCl;,
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Figure 2. Factors governing the LDPE and n-hexadecane conversion on various Lewis acid catalysts. (a—c) Effect of Lewis acidity: The initial LDPE
conversion rates plotted against Lewis acidity using three widely recognized Lewis acidity scaling methods: (a) Gutmann acceptor number (AN),
(b) Fluoride ion affinity (FIA)and (c) Global electrophilicity index (GEI). Effect of steric hindrance: (d--e) Conversion of LDPE and n-hexadecane (n-
CigH34) over group 13 chlorides and triflates, respectively; (f) Catalytic performance of various aluminum halides, including F, Cl, Br and |. Reaction
conditions: 200 mg LDPE/n-C;4H;,, 800 mg iCs, 1 mmol catalyst, 3 ml DCM, 30°C.

the fluoride ion affinity (FIA),” and the global electro-
philicity index (GEI).P® Figure 2, a—c show, however, that
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the initial rates were unaffected by the Lewis acid strength,
with only AlCl; and GaCl; showing high rates.
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Further, while triflates have higher Lewis acid strength,
they showed lower activity in both LDPE and n-C;;Hj,
conversions, compared to the corresponding chlorides
(AICI; > Al(OTf); and GaCl;> Ga(OTf);, Figure 2, d-e).
Interestingly, larger halides such as Br and I exhibited
higher reaction rates for the conversion of t n-C,¢H;, than
the smaller halogen anions (All;~ AlBr;> AlCl;> AlF;)
(Figure 2f). This sequence of reactivity suggests that the
softer and more polarizable character of the large anions in
the halogenide leads to more favorable transition states in
the hydride transfer reactions.

Kinetic Model of LDPE Deconstruction on Aluminum Halides

Figure S3 a-b shows the initial LDPE conversion rates (r)
as a function of concentrations of LDPE and iCs over the
anhydrous AICl; catalyst at room temperature, respec-
tively. The rates normalized to the Al loading increased
with the initial concentration of LDPE and iCs. The slope
refers to the apparent reaction orders with respect to
LDPE and iCs. The initial conversion rates (r) can be
expressed, therefore, in a power rate law as:

r=k, o [C,Hy,]" o [iCsHy,]" @

where the exponents m and n are the partial orders of
LDPE and isopentane, respectively, with k; being the
lumped apparent rate constant. The measured reaction
orders in LDPE and iCs are 0.84+0.07 and ~0.1240.03,
respectively. The observed fractional order indicates that
the adduct species are partly associated with activated
reacting molecules and/or quasi-equilibrated intermediates.
It should be noted that the dependence of the reaction rate
on the conversion of n-C;¢Hs, (0.8) was almost identical to
that of LDPE, indicating that the substantial steric
hindrance of LDPE/ n-C,(H;, reduced the interaction of
active sites, in contrast to iCs.

The relationship between the apparent rate constant and
the reaction temperature can be expressed as:

K AH* 1 kgy  AS®
ik D R s 2
]n(T) R T+m(.’1)+ R (2

Where A4H’* and 4S° are enthalpy and entropy,
respectively, kz is Boltzmann constant, 4 is Planck con-
stant, R is gas constant and T is temperature. AH°* and

A8°F can be determined by plotting In (;) against 1/T. An

Eyring analysis over a temperature range of 30-70°C gave
the activation parameters including enthalpies (4H°") and
entropies of activation (45°), and their values are summar-
ized in Table S1.

Despite the conversion rates of LDPE varying with
different Al halides, plotting the logarithmic correlation
between the initial conversion rates of LDPE and n-C,;H;,
as a model reactant against the inverse temperature (Fig-
ure S4) showed a consistent activation energy range of 40—
44 kJ/mol. These values are similar to the activation
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energies for the hydride transfer reaction between two
isobutane molecules (55 kJ/mol),”?” but significantly lower
than the reported activation energy barrier for polyethy-
lene depolymerization, which spans a range of 160-310 kJ/
mol.®**] This observation suggests that the underlying
mechanism and rate-limiting steps are consistent across the
examined aluminum halides. The congruence of the
activation energy with that of hydride transfer processes
led us to hypothesize that the hydride transfer represented
the pivotal step in this reaction sequence. Notably, the
aluminum halides demonstrated significant catalytic effi-
cacy even at lower temperatures, effectively reducing the
activation energy barrier and thereby enhancing the rate of
catalytic deconstruction of LDPE/ n-C¢Hs,.

We should note that anhydrous AlCI; rapidly dissolves
in our catalyst system, whereas GaCl; undergoes a notice-
able physical transformation, transitioning from a white
crystalline powder to larger, spherically aggregated forms.
The apparent activation energies for the LDPE and n-
C,sHs, reactions involving GaCl; were found to be 16 and
23 kJ/mol, respectively (Table S1). These low values are
speculated to be influenced by diffusion, which is governed
by much lower activation energies.

In addition, we assessed the catalytic stability of AICl,
by conducting tests where LDPE was refilled every
30 minutes, allowing for approximately full conversion. We
observed that the AICI; catalyst retained its activity and
could be reused without regeneration for at least three
cycles, consistently achieving full LDPE conversion in each
cycle and without influencing the initial conversion rates
(Figure S5).

Ability to form Carbenium lons

We have demonstrated that chloroaluminate ionic liquids
are effective in deconstructing polyolefins into gasoline-
range alkanes via tandem cracking-alkylation.”? However,
this requires the introduction of small amounts of fert-butyl
chloride (TBC) as an additive. Intriguingly, anhydrous
AlCl; showed greater activity than the corresponding ionic
liquids and did not require the addition of TBC as the
carbenium ion initiator (Figure 3a).

The difference between these systems lies in the
concentration of AICl;. In the case of chloroaluminate
ionic liquids catalyzed system, the dominating AlCl;”
reacts with TBC via chloride abstraction, resulting in the
formation of the AICl; adducts (AICl;~Cl+iC,). These
adducts rapidly convert into reactive ion-pair species, i.e.,
tert-butyl carbenium ions and AICl,". The initial carbenium
ions subsequently activate the C—H bonds of reacting
molecules (LDPE and iC,) through successive hydride
transfers, promoting the propagation of carbenium ions.

Computational simulations (Figure 3, b—c) showed that
ALCIl; is more likely to react with TBC (AG®=23 kJ/mol),
exhibiting an equilibrium constant of 107°, which is
significantly higher than its reaction with the DCM solvent
which shows an equilibrium constant of 10~ (AG°=31 kJ/
mol). The high concentration of AICl; (give a comparison
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Figure 3. (a) Comparison of initial reaction rate over anhydrous AlCl;, and [C,Py]CI-2AICl; ionic liquid (with/without TBC additive). Reaction
conditions: 200 mg LDPE, 800 mg iCs, 3 ml DCM. Catalyst: 0.5 mmol AICI; vs. 2 mmol [C,Py]CIl-2AICl; (with TBC 0.05 mmol).(b—c) Ab initio
molecular dynamics simulations (Blue Moon ensemble method) of AL, Cl; reacting with tert-butyl chloride (TBC) and dichloromethane (DCM) to
form AICl; complexes, respectively. Images illustrate atomic configurations of the initial and final states.

to the calculated concentration in the ionic liquid)
(over)compensates the low rate constant of DCM com-
pared to TBC and induces higher rates than found with the
ionic liquids. Thus, we hypothesize that anhydrous AICl,
directly interacts with DCM to form an active adduct,
which subsequently undergoes hydride transfer with iCs
and the polymer. It is known that DCM reacts with Lewis
acids, i.e., is polarized by AlCl;/GaCl;, forming an electron
donor-acceptor complex (MCl;«—CICH,CI).**!l This com-
plex can subsequently transform into a chloromethyl-
carbenium ion and MCl,~ pair,*? represented as [CH,CI]*
[MCIl,]™ that initiates the reaction following carbenium ion
chemistry.*!

To corroborate this hypothesis, in situ Al MAS NMR
spectra were used to identify the aluminum species present
in a dichloromethane (DCM) (Figure4). The signals
observed at 0 ppm were ascribed to solid AICl; powder.
Upon the addition of DCM, two distinct peaks were
observed at 92 ppm and 99 ppm, corresponding to AlL,Clg
species and the AICL,-DCM complex, respectively.***! An
excessive amount of solid AICl; in DCM resulted in
prominent peaks at O ppm and 99 ppm, suggesting that
Al,Cly coordinated with DCM to form an increased amount
of the AICL,-DCM complex (AICl;«+CICH,CI), as illus-
trated by the equilibrium: ALCly (92 ppm)+
2CH,Cl,=2AICI;-CH,Cl, (99 ppm). This observation is
consistent with the findings of Wu etal. regarding the
associations in AlCl;-arene solutions.* Introducing iCs to
the mixture affects the anhydrous AICl; solubility, as
evidenced by the signal at 0 ppm. Notably, it also results in
an increase in the resonance intensity at 99 ppm and a

Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2024, 63, €202319580 (5 of 9)
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Figure 4. In situ ”’Al MAS NMR on anhydrous AICl; in DCM solutions
at room temperature.

concurrent decrease in the ALCly signal at 92 ppm. The
effect stems from a reaction with iCs (Figure S6), resulting
in the formation of monomeric AlCl; adducts, detectable at
approximately 99 ppm.

Despite their strongly varying electron affinity, electro-
philicity, and electronegativity, most of the tested Lewis
acids remain inactive for the tandem cracking-alkylation of
LDPE-iCs. This is tentatively attributed to their inability to
form a complex with DCM or, once formed, the resulting
complex remains too stable to dissociate into ion pairs.

To test this hypothesis, we used TBC and iCs as model
substrates with several Lewis acids. TBC allows for a
significantly more facile formation of ters-carbenium ions
(iC4*) via chloride abstraction, compared to DCM. The
overall reaction involves a series of cascade reactions
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including dechlorination, isomerization, deprotonation,
hydride transfer, and alkylation. For instance, iC," carbe-
nium ion is initially formed from TBC via chloride
abstraction, undergoes intermolecular hydride transfer
with iCs to generate iCs™ and isobutane (iC,); in parallel,
the carbenium ion intermediates may also form the
corresponding alkenes (e.g., C,~ and Cs~) via deprotona-
tion. Consequently, “self-alkylation” can occur via the
addition of alkyl carbenium ions to alkenes (iC.,"+C.,"),
forming branched C.g* carbocations and the correspond-
ing alkanes.

Figure 5a compares the catalytic efficacy of various
metal salts for chloride abstraction of TBC. As expected,
although most of the tested Lewis acidic compounds were
inactive for both LDPE and »n-C,4H;, conversion, but
demonstrate good catalytic activity for TBC transforma-
tion. For instance, TiCl,, MoCls, and FeCl; led to moderate
to high conversions, with approximately 40 %, 60 %, and
80 %, respectively; ZrCl,, HfCl,, GaCl,, Ga(OTf); and
In(OTf); achieved full TBC conversion, comparable to
anhydrous AICl; and GaCl;. The major products comprised
of a mixture of iso-alkanes ranging from C, to C;, (Fig-
ure 5b), which agrees with the hypothesis that consecutive
alkylation-cracking occurs in the presence of a carbenium
initiator. The selectivity of C.g alkanes ranged from 35 %
to 51 % for FeCl;, TiCl,, MoCls, and In(OTf);, whereas
ZrCl,, HfCl,, GaCl; and Ga(OTf); led to selectivity below
25%. The high selectivity towards C>8 with the former
catalysts indicates that their cracking rate constants are
relatively lower than the rate of intermolecular hydride
transfer.

Based on these experiments, we conclude that the
initial carbenium ions are prerequisite to initiate the
overall reaction. Moreover, the consecutive hydride trans-
fer between carbenium ions and reacting molecules enables
the propagation of carbenium ions and determines the
relative rates of cracking and alkylation. These rates, in
turn, govern the selectivity and overall LDPE conversion
(Figure S1).
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Ability to Catalyze Hydride Transfer

To elucidate the mechanistic intricacies and kinetic param-
eters with which the Lewis acidic catalysts facilitate hydride
transfer between carbenium ions and polymer chains, we
substituted the alkylation agent, iCs, with TBC. Concur-
rently, n-C,¢H;, was employed as a model reactant, serving
as a simplified analog for polyethylene. With the addition
of tert-butyl chloride, tert-butyl carbenium ions are easily
formed. This bypasses the need for the initial formation of
the chloromethyl-carbenium ion from DCM.

The substitution ensures the formation of initial fert-
butyl carbenium ions (C,") from TBC. Once intermolecular
hydride transfer occurs between n-C;¢Hs, and C,* species,
the resulting C,s* will either undergo isomerization or
convert to its corresponding alkyl chlorides. Consequently,
the rate of intermolecular hydride transfer for the catalysts,
defined as mol of n-C;sHs, converted per mol of catalyst
per minute under identical conditions, are shown in Fig-
ure 5c. Note that most of the catalysts, such as FeCl;
MoCls, TiCl, and Ga(OTf); show low rates of intermolecu-
lar hydride transfer. Therefore, while these metal salts
effectively generate carbenium ions through chloride
abstraction from tert-butyl chloride (c.f., Figure 5a), their
slow catalysis of hydride transfer does not lead to
appreciable formation of C;;*. Consequently, this results in
an effective inhibition of the conversion of n-C;;H;,. In
contrast, ZrCl, and HfCl, exhibit a notably high rate of
intermolecular hydride transfer, which is only slightly lower
than that observed with GaCl;. Thus, we conclude that
intermolecular hydride transfer is pivotal in maintaining
carbenium pathways in the cracking and alkylation cycles.

Conclusions

Only AICI; and GaCl; catalyze selective deconstruction of
LDPE to liquid alkanes close to ambient temperature.
Both AICIl; and GaCl; form an electron donor-acceptor
complex with DCM (e.g., AlCl;—CICH,Cl), identifying it
as a critical component in the catalytic system (Scheme 1).
These complexes may evolve into a chloromethyl-carbe-
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Figure 5. (a-b) Comparison of tert-butyl chloride conversion with various chlorides and triflates and the corresponding product distribution over
selected metal compounds with 100 % tert-butyl chloride conversion. Reaction conditions: 200 mg tert-butyl chloride, 800 mg iC;, 1 mmol Catalyst,
3 ml DCM, 70°C, 30 min. (c) Comparison of n-CysH;, conversion with tert-butyl chloride over various metal chlorides. Reaction conditions: 1 mmol

n-Cy6H34, tert-butyl chloride/ n-CgH;,=1,1 mmol MCl,, 3 ml DCM, 70°C, 30 min (Note: a-c, reaction temperature 30°C with AIC;).
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Scheme 1. Simplified catalytic cycle for the anhydrous AlCl; catalyzed tandem cracking and alkylation of polyolefin and isopentane in the presence
of DCM. This includes the proposed reaction pathways for initiation of carbenium ions from DCM, as well as the progression of the cracking and

alkylation cycles governed by hydride transfer.

nium ion and MCl,~ pair ([CH,CI][AICL]"), initiating the
carbenium ion chemistry. Intermolecular hydride transfer
is then critical for propagating the carbenium ions in the
cracking and alkylation cycles along with concurrent
isomerization. This conclusion was further corroborated
through control experiments using n-C;sH;, and TBC as
model reactants. All tested materials were able to form
carbenium ions by chloride abstraction to some degree.

With Ga(OTf);, MoCls, TiCl, , FeCl,, the introduction
of TBC leads to the formation of tert-butyl carbenium ions,
bypassing the need for the generation of the chloromethyl-
carbenium ion from DCM. But despite the ability to form
carbenium ions by chloride abstraction from TBC, these
materials catalyze hydride transfer only with very low rates.
Consequently, they are practically unable to produce
carbenium ions (with n-C,sHs,and LDPE) and are, hence,
catalytically inactive.

Thus, we conclude that while both the formation of
carbenium ions by chloride abstraction and the hydride
transfer are necessary, the former is the easier criterion to
be fulfilled. It is remarkable that AI’* appears to be by far
the best suited to catalyze this elementary step. It is also
notable that the softer and more polarizable nature of the
halogenide leads to a higher rate of this hydride transfer.

Thecurrent work shows that the key catalytic trans-
formations coupled within one stage follows the same
mechanism for polyolefins in their native pure forms and for
model substrates based on linear paraffins (e.g., n-hexade-
cane). The identical nature of the active sites with AlCl; and
the ionic liquids discussed previously convinces us that
thisproof-of-concept demonstrations are applicable also to
other types of polymers and practical polymers composi-
tes.We have shown previously that the catalytic chemistry is
identical for different types of polymers with such
catalysts.”? The main difference between the different

Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2024, 63, €202319580 (7 of 9)

polymers lies in the accessibility to form carbenium ions,
with crystalline HDPE reacting more slowly than LDPE,
but leading to identical products; PP reacts faster and
crosslinking leads to lower rates. The insight reported
provides a path for developing further robust and econom-
ically viable catalysts for highly efficient low-temperature
upcycling of polyolefin waste.
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