
Water−Gas Shift Catalysis at Corner Atoms of Pt Clusters in Contact
with a TiO2 (110) Support Surface
Salai Cheettu Ammal and Andreas Heyden*

Department of Chemical Engineering, University of South Carolina, 301 South Main Street, Columbia, South Carolina 29208, United
States

*S Supporting Information

ABSTRACT: The redox and associative carboxyl pathways of the
water−gas shift reaction have been investigated at a corner Pt site of
the Pt/TiO2 (110) interface using density functional theory and
microkinetic modeling techniques. Overall rates calculated from the
microkinetic model suggest that the redox pathway dominates in the
temperature range of 473−673 K and that the oxygen vacancy structure
plays a critical role in dissociating H2O. Because of the strong
adsorption of CO at the corner Pt atoms, these sites are less active than
the edge Pt sites at low temperatures; however, the activity of corner
atoms becomes higher above 573 K. The CO adsorption strength and
the ability to dissociate H2O are the two main factors that determine
the activity of a particular site or catalyst for the water−gas shift reaction.
KEYWORDS: water−gas shift reaction, microkinetic modeling, interface catalysis, corner Pt atoms, DFT

1. INTRODUCTION

Precious metal nanoparticles supported on high surface area
oxides have been shown to be highly effective and selective for
many important catalytic reactions. The nanosize of the metal
particles ensures that most of the expensive metal is available at
the surface for catalysis. The role of the oxide support has long
been thought to simply provide a platform to prevent the
nanoparticles from washing away during reaction and to inhibit
particle growth or sintering. In a few cases, it was suggested that
the support might alter the catalytic properties by changing the
shape or electronic structure of the metal. Only for a minority
of catalytic systems was the metal−oxide interface region
invoked as the active site for catalysis.1 Although the
importance of metal−oxide interfaces has long been recog-
nized,2,3 the molecular determination of their role and
properties is only now emerging.4−6 Different kinds of metal
atoms, ranging from metallic to ionic, are available at the
interface. These metal atoms together with the boundary oxide
sites create unique reaction sites at the interface that can
promote a bifunctional reaction mechanism. In our recent
work, we have shown the importance of these metal−oxide
interface sites for the water−gas shift (WGS) reaction (CO +
H2O ⇌ CO2 + H2) over Pt/TiO2 (110) and Pt/CeO2 (111)
catalysts using a combination of density functional theory and
microkinetic modeling techniques.7−9

The WGS reaction is widely used in industrial hydrogen
production as well as in fuel processing for fuel cell
applications.10,11 Although the current industrial Cu-based
low-temperature shift (LTS) catalysts work well for stationary
applications, there is a continuous search for new and more
efficient WGS catalysts for mobile fuel cell applications because

of the complexities involved in the start-up/shut-down cycles as
well as the pyrophoric nature of Cu-based catalysts. Supported
Au and Pt catalysts have attracted much attention over the past
decade because of their high activity and selectivity at low and
medium temperatures. On reducible oxide supports, such as
TiO2 and CeO2, these catalysts are expected to be bifunctional
in that the noble metal adsorbs and/or activates CO and the
oxide support activates H2O.

12−15 The direct involvement of
the metal−oxide interface sites in the WGS reaction mechanism
has been suggested on the basis of the fact that at least for Au,
the reaction rate scales linearly with the low-coordination Au
atoms at the interface.16,17 Also, nearly metal-free Au and Pt on
ceria catalysts18,19 and inversely supported catalysts of TiOx and
CeOx nanoparticles grown on a Au(111) substrate20,21 display
significant catalytic activity for the WGS reaction. Although
these studies suggest the importance of metal−oxide interface
sites in these catalytic systems, the dominant reaction pathway
and the nature of the exact active site involved in the WGS
reaction mechanism are still controversial. Ribeiro and co-
workers have conducted a series of experiments on the WGS
reaction catalyzed by Au and Pt supported on various oxides
and suggested that the metal atoms remain in a metallic state
during catalysis and that only the metallic corner atoms are the
active sites in the Au clusters.16,17,22−24 With regard to the
mechanism of the WGS reaction, two main reaction pathways,
the redox22,25−28 and associative pathways,29,30 have been
proposed at the metal−oxide interface. In the redox pathway
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(Figure 1a), CO reacts with the support oxygen forming CO2
and an oxygen vacancy in the support (Mars-van Krevelen
mechanism). The reduced support is then oxidized by H2O,
forming H2. During the associative process (Figure 1b), the
formation of a carboxyl/formate intermediate must precede the
production of H2 and CO2 and the support oxygen is not
removed during the catalytic cycle. A combination of these two
pathways, known as the associative pathway with redox
regeneration (or equivalently, OH group regeneration), has
also been suggested in the literature.25,31−34

Our recent work on the WGS reaction mechanism at the Pt/
CeO2 (111) interface suggested that both the redox pathway
and associative pathway with redox regeneration could operate
on Pt/CeO2 catalysts.

8 In contrast, the associative pathway that
does not involve the creation of an oxygen vacancy during the
catalytic cycle has an activation barrier higher than that of and a
rate lower than that of the redox pathways.9 This suggested that
interface oxygen vacancies are highly important in the WGS
reaction mechanism for promoting H2O dissociation as well as
stabilizing key intermediates such as adsorbed -COOH and its
adsorbed dissociated product, -CO2. The Pt10 cluster model
used in these studies has a symmetric structure with equivalent
interface Pt atoms, and thus, the same active site is used to
investigate all pathways mentioned above. On the other hand,
the Pt8 cluster model (Figure 2) we chose on the basis of our
ab initio thermodynamic analysis35 to investigate the WGS
reaction at the Pt/TiO2 (110) interface has two distinct active

sites at the interface. This model consists of four under-
coordinated corner Pt atoms and two edge Pt atoms at the
interface. We recently reported the WGS activity of these edge
Pt atoms by investigating the redox and -OH regeneration
pathways.7 It was not possible to investigate the associative
pathways at these sites because the empty Ti site required for
H2O dissociation is located far from these edge Pt atoms. Here,
we examine the activity of the corner interface Pt atoms for the
WGS reaction by considering both the redox and associative
pathways. Overall, we find that the undercoordinated corner
atoms are less active than the edge Pt atoms at low
temperatures because of strong CO adsorption at the corner
atoms.

2. COMPUTATIONAL MODEL AND METHODS

We choose in this study the same catalyst model used in our
previous report7 for the investigation of the WGS reaction
mechanism at the Pt/TiO2 (110) interface, except that the
active site considered here is the corner Pt atom (Figure 2).
This model was chosen on the basis of our previous
constrained ab initio thermodynamic analysis on the stability
of the Pt/TiO2 (110) surface under WGS reaction conditions.35

This model consists of a Pt8 cluster covered by CO molecules
on the top sites and supported on a stoichiometric TiO2 (110)
surface. Our ab initio thermodynamic analysis35 of a series of
Ptn/TiO2 (n = 1−8) clusters suggested that the oxygen vacancy
formation energy at the interface converges well with cluster
size for the Pt8 cluster. In addition, experimental studies23,33,36

identified that Pt/TiO2 and Pt/CeO2 catalysts containing 2−3
nm metallic Pt and 0.5−0.6 nm small Pt clusters on the oxide
surface all exhibit a low-temperature WGS activity. Although
conventional catalyst preparation methods usually lead to a
broad distribution of comparatively large nanoparticles on
support surfaces, Fu et al.18 were able to produce well-dispersed
small Pt species on high surface area ceria by leaching the
catalyst samples prepared by conventional methods. Interest-
ingly, they found the same WGS activity for both the leached
and parent catalysts, which illustrates that likely only metal
clusters that are also present in the leached sample were
responsible for the reaction. On the basis of these experimental
reports and our ab initio thermodynamic analysis, we believe
that the results presented here for the Pt8 cluster can also be
extrapolated to larger supported nanoparticles. Smaller, two-
dimensional Pt clusters will likely display a different catalytic
behavior.
On the support side, experimental studies23,28,37 have used

different structures of the TiO2 support such as rutile, anatase,

Figure 1. Proposed reaction pathways for the WGS reaction at the metal−oxide interface: (a) redox pathway and (b) associative pathway.

Figure 2. Pt/TiO2 (110) catalyst model used to study the WGS
reaction mechanism. The highlighted area corresponds to the initial
active site.
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or a mixture of anatase and rutile crystallites (Degussa P25).
The WGS activity of Pt nanoparticles supported on these
different TiO2 supports was found to be very similar, as shown
in the Results and Discussion (Table 2). Thus, we chose the
rutile TiO2 (110) slab model for our calculations. The TiO2
(110) slab is modeled by a p(6 × 2) unit cell, a 17 Å vacuum
gap, and 12 atomic layers with the bottom three layers fixed in
their bulk positions. We used the periodic plane wave code
VASP 5.238−41 for all calculations discussed in this work. The
density functional theory (DFT) exchange-correlation term was
described by the semilocal generalized gradient approximation
density functional of Perdew, Burke, and Ezhernof (PBE),42

and the core−electronic states were described by projector
augmented wave (PAW) potentials.43,44 Considering the large
unit cell used in the calculations, we sampled the Brillouin zone
at the Γ point only and used Gaussian smearing of the Fermi
surface with a smearing width of 0.05 eV for integration of the
Brillouin zone. The cutoff in the plane wave expansion was 400
eV. The numbers of valence electrons considered for Ti, O, Pt,
C, and H are 10, 6, 10, 4, and 1, respectively. Dipole and
quadrupole corrections to the energy are taken into account
using a modified version of the method of Makov and Payne.45

Harris-Foulke-type corrections46 have been included for the
forces. The transition state (TS) structures are optimized using
the climbing image NEB47 and Dimer methods.48,49 We have
shown in our earlier report that the differences in reaction
energies calculated with the DFT + U method (U = 3 or 4 eV)
and the DFT method used here for the elementary steps
involving oxygen vacancy formation are less than 0.2 eV.7 Thus,
we do not expect our conclusions or trends reported in this
paper to be affected by the DFT functional.
A detailed description of the microkinetic modeling approach

used in this study can be found in our recent report.7 Harmonic
transition state theory and collision theory with a sticking
coefficient of 1 were used to calculate rate constants for
elementary surface reactions and adsorption processes,
respectively. The zero-point energy (ZPE) is obtained as
∑i(1/2)hυi from calculated vibrational frequencies, υi. The
frequency calculations include only the gas phase molecules and
a few oxygen and H atoms on the TiO2 surface that are directly
involved in the reaction mechanism. Displacements of ±0.001
Å were used along the x, y, and z directions for all Hessian
constructions from analytic gradients. Considering that the
harmonic approximation is least accurate for small vibrational
frequencies, we shifted all (real) frequencies below 50 cm−1 to
50 cm−1. This procedure ensures that for surface reactions low-
frequency modes have no effect on reaction energies and rate
constants (these frequencies in effect cancel out). After
calculating the forward and reverse rate constants for each
elementary reaction, we constructed a Master equation and
solved for the mean field steady state solution of probability
densities for the system to occupy each discrete state. We call
these probability densities interface coverages, θ. The steady
state equations were solved using the Maple software to obtain
the interface coverages. We note here that although some of the
reactant or product states in the elementary reactions are
represented for the sake of clarity as having multiple species, in
the Master equation each reactant or product state constitutes
one discrete state. The reaction rate (turnover frequency) of
each pathway was calculated using the interface coverages. The
rate-controling steps and the most important reaction
intermediates were identified using Campbell’s degree of rate
control and degree of thermodynamic rate control analyses.50

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
3.1. Associative Pathway. Experimental studies based on

FTIR and DRIFTS measurements have suggested that
associative pathways with formate, carboxyl, and carbonate
intermediates are likely important for the WGS reac-
tion.11,29,30,51−56 Supported Au catalysts,11,29,30 Pt steps57 and
terraces,58 and Pt supported on CeO2

25,54−56 are a few
examples for which experimental and computational studies
provided evidence of the associative mechanism of the WGS
reaction. However, in a recent analysis, Burch and co-workers59

concluded that formates observed by IR were potentially the
main reaction intermediates only in the case of catalysts with
very low activity. For catalysts with high activity, the formates
seen by IR spectroscopy typically account for less than
approximately 10−15% of the total WGS reaction products.
In agreement with this analysis, our mechanistic investigation of
the WGS reaction at Pt/CeO2 (111) interface sites also
predicted a lower but non-negligible rate for the associative
carboxyl pathway compared to that of the redox pathways.9

Here, we investigate the contribution of associative pathways at
Pt/TiO2 interface sites to the overall WGS reaction rate.
Because computational studies9,34,58,60 revealed that the active
reaction intermediate in the associative mechanism is a carboxyl
(-COOH) species rather than a formate (-HCOO) species and
we have also shown that the formation and decomposition of a
formate intermediate at Pt/CeO2 interface sites requires
overcoming high activation barriers compared to the carboxyl
intermediate,9 we focused in this study mainly on the
associative carboxyl pathway at Pt/TiO2 (110) interface sites.
The associative carboxyl pathway at the Pt/TiO2 interface, as

illustrated in Figure 1b, requires a five-coordinated Ti atom
(Ti5c) in the proximity of a Pt atom to adsorb and dissociate
H2O. Such a Ti5c atom is in our model (Figure 2) available only
next to corner Pt atoms. The reaction steps considered for this
pathway at a corner Pt atom (*Pt) are shown in eqs R1−R10:

∗ + →(IM1) CO CO (IM2)Pt (g) Pt (R1)

+ ∗ + → −CO (IM2) H O CO H O (IM3)Pt Ti 2 (g) Pt 2 Ti

(R2)

− + → − −CO H O (IM3) O CO OH O H (IM4)Pt 2 Ti b Pt Ti b
(R3)

− − → −−CO OH O H (IM4) COOH O H (IM5)Pt Ti b (Pt Ti) b

(R4)

− + → −

−
− −COOH O H (IM5) O CO O H

O H (IM6)

(Pt Ti) b s 2(Pt Ti) b

s (R5)

− − → ∗ − −

+ ∗ +
−CO O H O H (IM6) O H O H (IM7)

CO

2(Pt Ti) b s Pt b s

Ti 2(g) (R6)

∗ − − + ∗ → ∗ − −

+

O H O H (IM7) H O H (IM8)

O
Pt b s Pt Pt Pt b

s (R7)

∗ − − + → ∗ − −

+

H O H (IM8) O H O H (IM9)

O
Pt Pt b s Pt Pt s

b (R8)

∗ − − → +H O H (IM9) 2H (IM10) OPt Pt s Pt s (R9)
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→ ∗ + + ∗2H (IM10) (IM1) HPt Pt 2(g) Pt (R10)

The calculated Gibbs free energy profile for this associative
carboxyl pathway at a representative temperature of 500 K is
illustrated in Figure 3. The partial pressures of the gas phase
molecules were assumed to be 1 atm. The optimized
intermediate structures are shown in the inset, and the TS
structures are provided in the Supporting Information. We
numbered the TS structures with reference to the elementary
reaction steps throughout this paper. In the first elementary
step, CO adsorbs on a corner interfacial Pt site with a binding
free energy of −0.52 eV (reaction R1; ΔEZPE = −1.47 eV). H2O
adsorbs on a neighboring Ti5c atom (reaction R2) and
dissociates (reaction R3) by transferring a H atom to the
bridging oxygen atom (Ob). Adsorption of H2O on the oxide
metal is endergonic (reaction R2; ΔEZPE = −0.41 eV), and the
dissociation process (reaction R3) is also slightly endergonic by
0.19 eV with an activation free energy of 0.23 eV. We note here
that the process of transferring the H atom from adsorbed H2O
(IM3) to either the Pt atom or a surface oxygen (Os) requires
activation barriers higher than that of reaction R3. In the
following step (reaction R4), the CO adsorbed on a corner Pt
site reacts with the -OH adsorbed on a Ti5c site forming a
-COOH intermediate (IM5). This process is again endergonic
by 0.44 eV with a barrier of 0.55 eV. There are multiple
possibilities for the dissociation of a -COOH species (reaction
R5) because of the presence of different sites, such as Os, Ob,
ObH, and Pt, adjacent to this species. The calculated transition
states and reaction energies for the different possibilities of
-COOH dissociation are provided in the Supporting

Information. Our calculations suggested that -COOH dissoci-
ation is equally favorable on all these neighboring oxygen sites
(activation barriers are within 0.1 eV); however, the barrier for
transferring the H atom directly to the metal is higher than the
corresponding barriers to oxygen sites. In agreement with
earlier computational studies of the WGS reaction on Cu
(111)60 and Pt (111)58 surfaces, as well as at Au/CeO2 (111)
interface sites,34 our calculations predicted the lowest barrier for
transferring the H from -COOH to the neighboring -ObH,
forming adsorbed CO2 and -ObHH species, respectively.
Considering that the H atoms from the -ObHH species have
to be transferred to the Pt cluster through surface oxygen atoms
(Os) and the dissociation of -COOH to the neighboring Os is
equally favorable, we included the transfer of H from -COOH
to Os (reaction R5) in our microkinetic model. The activation
free energy of this dissociation process is 0.50 eV, and the
process is endergonic by 0.47 eV. The corresponding TS (TS5,
Figure 3) has the highest energy in the free energy profile.
The desorption of CO2 from IM6 takes place in the next step

(reaction R6; ΔG = −0.59 eV), leading to the formation of
intermediate IM7 with two adsorbed H atoms on Os and Ob.
These H atoms are transferred to Pt in reaction steps R7−R9,
forming a more stable intermediate IM10. The activation free
energies of both H-transfer processes from Os to Pt (reactions
R7 and R9) are only ∼0.2 eV. Although transferring an H from
Ob to Os requires a barrier of 0.59 eV (reaction R8), the
corresponding TS is lower than TS5 in the overall reaction free
energy profile. The catalytic cycle is completed with the
desorption of H2 from IM10. Because the dissociative
adsorption of H2 on Pt (111) is barrierless,58 we did not

Figure 3. Free energy profile for the associative carboxyl pathway at a corner Pt atom of a Pt/TiO2 (110) interface [T = 500 K; Pi(gas) = 1 atm]. All
energies are with reference to the sum of the energies of the initial state (*Pt, IM1) and the gas phase molecules.
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calculate the transition state for the desorption of H2. In
addition to the formation of a carboxyl intermediate
[COOH(Pt−Ti)−ObH, IM5] in reaction R4, we also tested the
possibility of forming a formate intermediate (HCOOTi−ObH)
from COPt−OHTi−ObH (IM4). Our calculations suggested
that the formate intermediate is slightly more stable than the
carboxyl intermediate by 0.2 eV. However, the formation of
-HCOO species is highly unfavorable because of the required
two-step process, H abstraction by CO forming a formyl
intermediate (CHOPt−OTi−ObH) and -CHO spillover from Pt
to OTi. The formyl intermediate is less stable than IM4 by more
than 1 eV, and its formation process requires surmounting an
∼1.5 eV barrier. Thus, we did not include these steps in our
microkinetic model.
The kinetic parameters of the elementary steps calculated at

different temperatures, i.e., ZPE-corrected reaction energies,
activation barriers, forward rate constants, and equilibrium
constants, are provided in the Supporting Information. As
explained in Computational Model and Methods and also in
our recent work,7 we used these DFT data to build a

microkinetic model of the WGS reaction. The experimental
reaction conditions used in our microkinetic model are also
similar to those used in our earlier work. The results obtained
from our microkinetic model for the associative carboxyl
pathway at a temperature of 573 K are provided in Table 1
together with the experimental results.37 For comparison, we
have also included our earlier results for the redox pathways at
edge Pt sites7 in this table. The microkinetic analysis of the
associative carboxyl pathway predicts an apparent activation
barrier of 0.69 eV, which is close to the experimental value of
0.61 eV. However, the calculated turnover frequency (TOF) is
∼2 orders of magnitude lower than the experimental value and
4 orders of magnitude lower than the redox pathway at edge Pt
sites. Furthermore, computations predict a much higher
reaction order with respect to H2O and zero orders with
respect to CO, CO2, and H2. As already suggested by the free
energy profile, Campbell’s degree of rate control analysis also
points to -COOH dissociation as a rate-controlling process that
is in agreement with an earlier report on the WGS over Pt
(111).58 Because of the strong adsorption of CO at the corner

Table 1. Apparent Activation Energies (Eapp) and Turnover Frequencies (TOF) for the Associative Carboxyl Pathway at the
Corner Pt Atoms of the Pt/TiO2 (110) Interface

reaction order

reaction condition method TOF (s−1) Eapp (eV) CO H2O CO2 H2

PCO = 0.1 atm, PCO2
= 0.1 atm, PH2O = 0.2 atm, PH2

= 0.4 atm; T = 573 K experimenta 6.0 × 10−1 0.61 0.30 0.85 0.00 −0.67
corner Ptb 1.5 × 10−3 0.69 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00
edge Ptc 3.3 × 10 0.58 0.52 0.80 0.00 −0.16

aSee ref 37. bFrom this work. cSee ref 7.

Figure 4. Free energy profile for the redox pathway at a corner Pt of a Pt/TiO2 (110) interface [T = 500 K; Pi(gas) = 1 atm]. All energies are with
reference to the sum of the energies of the initial state (*Pt, IM1) and the gas phase molecules.
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Pt site, the CO adsorbed structure (IM2) is the dominant
intermediate in this associative carboxyl pathway throughout
the temperature range considered here (interface coverage; θIM2
≈ 1.0). Campbell’s degree of thermodynamic analysis further
suggests that the stability of this intermediate strongly
influences the rate of WGS. A similar observation was made
in our recent work describing the redox and associative
pathways of the WGS at Pt/CeO2 (111) interface sites.8,9

Further calculations in that case suggested that this strongly
adsorbed CO could assist the WGS reaction at a neighboring
site by reducing the CO adsorption strength. However, at the
corner Pt atoms of the Pt/TiO2 (110) interface, the CO
adsorption energy at one corner Pt is not affected by the
presence of CO at the neighboring Pt atom. Our calculations
predict that the adsorption energy for CO at a neighboring
corner Pt atom in the CO adsorbed intermediate (COPt, IM2)
is also as high as −1.5 eV. Thus, we do not expect that the co-
adsorbed CO at corner Pt atoms will have any effect on the
rates calculated for the associative carboxyl pathway.
3.2. Redox Pathway. Experimental studies of Pt/TiO2

catalysts22,25−27 mostly suggested that the redox pathway is
dominant for the WGS reaction, and 18O isotope experiments28

provided strong evidence of the involvement of support oxygen
in the process. Our computational study of the WGS reaction
mechanism at an edge Pt atom of the Pt/TiO2 (110) interface
predicted high TOFs for the redox pathway.7 Further analysis
suggested that the reduced CO adsorption strength at the Pt/
TiO2 interface is one of the critical factors that contributes to
the improved activity of these catalysts compared to Pt(111) or
stepped Pt surfaces. Here, we investigate the redox pathway at a
corner Pt where CO adsorption was found to be stronger than
at the edge Pt. Because our analysis of the associative carboxyl
pathway described in the previous section suggests that CO
adsorbed on a corner Pt is stable over the temperature range of
473−673 K considered here, we chose this structure (COPt,
IM2) as the initial reactant model to investigate the redox
pathway.

+ →CO (IM2) CO (CO, CO) (IM11)Pt (g) Pt (R11)

+ → −(CO, CO) (IM11) O (CO, CO ) (IM12)Pt i 2 Pt Oi

(R12)

→ − +−(CO, CO ) (IM12) CO V (IM13) CO2 Pt O Pt i 2(g)i

(R13)

− + → −CO V (IM13) H O CO H O (IM14)Pt i 2 (g) Pt 2 i

(R14)

− + ∗ → − −CO H O (IM14) CO H O H (IM15)Pt 2 i Pt Pt Pt i
(R15)

− − → − +CO H O H (IM15) (CO, H) H (IM16) OPt Pt i Pt Pt i
(R16)

− → + + ∗(CO, H) H (IM16) CO (IM2) HPt Pt Pt 2(g) Pt

(R17)

The seven reaction steps considered for the redox pathway,
starting from IM2, are described in eqs R11−R17, and the free
energy profile calculated at 500 K is provided in Figure 4
together with the intermediate structures. The corresponding
TS structures can be found in the Supporting Information. The
first step in this pathway is CO adsorption on the corner Pt
atom (reaction R11). Because the corner atoms are under-
coordinated, the second CO adsorption on the same corner
atom is still exergonic by −0.20 eV at 500 K. The adsorbed CO
then spills over to the interface oxygen (reaction R12), creating
an adsorbed CO2 structure (IM12). The spillover is 0.40 eV
endergonic and has an activation free energy of 0.52 eV
(TS12). In the following step, CO2 desorbs from the surface
creating an oxygen vacancy at the interface (reaction R13). The
desorption process is nearly energy neutral (ΔG = 0.03 eV) and
requires an additional barrier of 0.30 eV (TS13). The reduced
TiO2 surface is then oxidized by the dissociation of H2O at the
vacancy. H2O adsorbs on the oxygen vacancy (reaction R14;
ΔEZPE = −0.77 eV) and easily dissociates by transferring one H
atom to the Pt cluster (reaction R15), forming a stable
intermediate, IM15. The second H from the interface oxygen is
transferred to the metal in the following step (reaction R16),
forming a slightly more stable intermediate, IM16 (ΔG = −0.13
eV). The activation free energies of both H-transfer processes
are <0.1 eV. The last step is the desorption of H2 from the Pt
cluster (reaction R17; ΔG = −0.04 eV), which completes the
catalytic cycle. The free energy profile (Figure 4) indicates that
the TS corresponding to CO2 desorption (TS13) is the highest-
energy state in the reaction free energy profile. Because our
earlier investigation7 on the edge Pt atom revealed that the
associative carboxyl/formate pathways with a redox regener-
ation route are less favorable than the redox pathway, we did
not investigate those pathways at the corner Pt atom.

Table 2. Reaction Orders, Apparent Activation Energies (Eapp), and Turnover Frequencies (TOF) Calculated from Our
Microkinetic Model for the WGS Reaction at the Corner Pt Atoms of the Pt/TiO2 (110) Interface under Different Experimental
Reaction Conditions

reaction order

reaction condition method
TOF
(s−1)a

Eapp
(eV)b CO H2O CO2 H2

reaction condition 1; PCO = 0.07 atm, PCO2
= 0.09 atm, PH2O = 0.22 atm, PH2

= 0.37 atm;
T = 503 K

experimentc 0.13 0.58 0.30 0.68 0.00 −0.70
corner Ptd 0.40 1.62 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
edge Pte 6.76 0.56 0.87 0.29 0.00 −0.90

reaction condition 2; PCO = 0.03 atm, PCO2
= 0.06 atm, PH2O = 0.1 atm, PH2

= 0.2 atm;
T = 523 K

experimentf 0.13 0.47 0.50 1.00 0.00 −0.70
corner Ptd 0.40 1.57 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00
edge Pte 4.23 0.46 0.79 0.53 0.00 −0.51

reaction condition 3; PCO = 0.1 atm, PCO2
= 0.1 atm, PH2O = 0.2 atm, PH2

= 0.4 atm;
T = 573 K

experimentg 0.60 0.61 0.30 0.85 0.00 −0.67
corner Ptd 10.09 1.63 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00
edge Pte 33.37 0.58 0.52 0.80 0.00 −0.16

aTOFs for reaction condition 1 were obtained at 523 K. bApparent activation energies under all experimental conditions were calculated in the
temperature range of 473−673 K. cSee ref 23. dFrom this work. eSee ref 7. fSee ref 28. gSee ref 37.
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3.3. Insights from Microkinetic Modeling. The free
energy profiles calculated at 500 K for the associative carboxyl
pathway (Figure 3) and the redox pathway (Figure 4) indicate
that the redox pathway is energetically the most favorable
pathway. To understand the effect of experimentally relevant
temperatures and partial pressures of gas molecules on these
pathways and also to obtain detailed information about the
relative rates of these two pathways, reaction orders, and rate-
determining steps, we built a DFT-based microkinetic model
that includes all 17 elementary steps described above. The three
experimental reaction conditions23,28,37 used in our micro-
kinetic model and the reported reaction orders, apparent
activation energies (Eapp), and turnover frequencies (TOFs)
together with our calculated results are listed in Table 2. The
kinetic parameters such as ZPE-corrected reaction energies,
activation barriers, forward rate constants, and equilibrium
constants for the 17 elementary steps are provided in the
Supporting Information. The interface coverages of all
intermediates calculated under different experimental con-
ditions are also summarized in the Supporting Information.
A graphical representation of all elementary steps considered

for the WGS reaction at the corner Pt of a Pt/TiO2 interface is
depicted in Figure 5. We have also provided in this figure the
rates calculated at three different temperatures but under
conditions (partial pressures) otherwise identical to reaction
condition 3. The rates calculated for the associative carboxyl
pathway at all three temperatures are ∼6 orders of magnitude
smaller than rates for the redox pathway. The same trend is
observed for experimental reaction conditions 1 and 2.
Comparing these rates with the results presented in Table 1,
we can see that the associative carboxyl pathway becomes even
less favorable when we include the redox pathway in the
microkinetic model as shown in Figure 5. Thus, the redox

pathway is the dominant pathway at corner Pt atoms, and
overall rates calculated for the corner Pt atoms in the
temperature range of 523−573 K are close to those predicted
for the edge Pt atoms (Table 2) in our recent report.7 Below
523 K, the rates predicted by our model for the corner Pt atoms
are ∼2 orders of magnitude lower than those of the edge Pt
atoms, and above 573 K, the rates are ∼2 orders of magnitude
higher than those of the edge Pt atoms. Consequently, the
apparent activation barriers calculated for the corner Pt under
all three reaction conditions are as high as 1.6 eV. These results
suggest that the WGS reaction is highly favorable on the edge
Pt atoms at low temperatures (473−573 K) and the corner Pt
atoms become more active at higher temperatures (>573 K).
Because the second CO adsorption at the corner Pt is also quite
strong, the reaction order with respect to CO is predicted to be
zero over the temperature range of 473−573 K. A slightly
positive reaction order (0.25 at 673 K) was calculated at higher
temperatures. Our model could not predict the experimentally
observed positive and negative reaction orders with respect to
H2O and H2, respectively, for the corner Pt atoms. However,
these trends could be related to the WGS reaction occurring at
the edge Pt atoms.
Campbell’s degree of rate control analysis suggests that the

CO2 desorption process (reaction R13) is rate-controlling
throughout the temperature range considered here. In our
earlier investigation of the edge Pt atoms,7 we also found that
the CO2 desorption process was rate-controlling in the classical
redox pathway. Furthermore, adding a second CO molecule
before CO2 desorption also promoted this process and
stabilized the oxygen vacancy structure. Hence, the second
part of the redox pathway, H2O dissociation and surface
diffusion of H species, affected the overall rate more
significantly. However, at the corner Pt atoms, CO2 desorption

Figure 5. Network of possible WGS reaction steps at a corner Pt atom of a Pt8/TiO2 (110) interface.
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is still rate-limiting even in the presence of a second CO
molecule. This could be related to the stronger adsorption of
CO on the corner Pt atom compared to the edge Pt atom
(−1.22 eV vs −0.88 eV). In fact, our model predicts that the
CO-adsorbed intermediate (IM11) is the dominant inter-
mediate throughout the temperature range considered here. In
Table 3, we summarized the interface coverages of the most
dominant species and the results obtained from Campbell’s
degree of thermodynamic rate control (XTRC) analysis. The
interface coverages of all species calculated under the three
reaction conditions are provided in the Supporting Information.
Campbell’s degree of thermodynamic analysis also suggests that
the stability of intermediate IM11 has a significant effect on the
overall rate of reaction. Above 573 K, this species becomes less
stable, which in turn dramatically increases the rate.
As a cautionary note, we mention that the trends in rates

predicted by our model are directly related to the CO
adsorption strengths at different sites. It has been suggested
that the PBE functional used in our calculations underestimates
the gas phase energy of the CO molecule, which in turn
overestimates the gas phase reaction enthalpy of the water−gas
shift reaction.61 For our current computational setup, the
overall error in the water−gas shift reaction free energy is
calculated to be 0.43 eV. In agreement with the earlier report by
Peterson et al.,61 a statistical analysis of a set of gas phase
reactions, including species CO, H2O, CO2, and H2, suggested
that the error lies mostly on the CO molecule. Adding this
correction to the gas phase energy of CO molecule in our
microkinetic model of the WGS reaction on the corner Pt
atoms decreases the rates at higher temperatures and
subsequently reduces the apparent activation barrier to 0.64
eV. The redox pathway at the corner Pt atom is still the
dominant pathway compared to the associative carboxyl
pathway. However, it is currently unknown how much of this
error in the gas phase energy of the CO molecule is transferred
to the CO-adsorbed intermediates and transition states. This
error propagation can be understood only by considering
uncertainties in all elementary rate and equilibrium constants
through statistical (Bayesian) error analysis.62 We plan to
quantify the uncertainty in calculated rates using this approach
in a future study.

4. CONCLUSIONS
We investigated the redox and associative carboxyl pathways of
the WGS reaction at a corner Pt atom of a Pt/TiO2 (110)
interface model. Our microkinetic analysis based on parameters
obtained from first principles (without any fitting parameters)
predicts that the WGS reaction follows the redox pathway at
the Pt/TiO2 (110) interface. The rates calculated for the
associative carboxyl pathway are ∼6 orders of magnitude
smaller than those of the redox pathway, suggesting that the
oxygen vacancy structure plays an essential role in promoting
H2O adsorption and dissociation. In the associative carboxyl
pathway, H2O dissociation on the Ti metal site is endothermic
as in the case of the Pt (111) surface. Although the activation

barriers for individual elementary reactions in the associative
carboxyl pathway are less than 0.6 eV, the stability of adsorbed
species -OH, -COOH, and -CO2 continuously decreases along
the catalytic cycle, which in turn increases the apparent
activation barrier and decreases the rate. On the other hand,
H2O dissociation is highly exothermic at an oxygen vacancy
site, promoting the redox pathway. Comparing the rates
calculated for the redox pathways at the corner Pt atom with
those of our previously investigated edge Pt atom, we find that
the calculated rates for the corner Pt atoms are ∼2 orders of
magnitude lower below 523 K and 2 orders of magnitude
higher above 573 K than those of the edge Pt atoms. In contrast
to the results obtained for the edge Pt atoms, CO2 desorption is
rate-limiting at the corner Pt atoms because of strong
adsorption of CO. Thus, the rates at the corner Pt atoms
increase dramatically above 573 K, when the adsorption
becomes thermodynamically less favorable. On the basis of
these results, we suggest that the edge Pt atoms at the Pt/TiO2
(110) interface are active for the WGS reaction at low
temperatures and the corner Pt atoms contribute more to the
overall rate at higher temperatures. Overall, our findings
confirm that the redox pathway is the dominant pathway for the
WGS reaction at Pt/TiO2 (110) interface sites and oxygen
vacancies on the TiO2 surface play a critical role in WGS
activity.
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