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Transition-metal phosphides prepared from temperature-pro-
grammed reduction (TPR) are generally known to be unstable
and prone to surface structure decomposition upon exposure
to air. In this work, air-stable molybdenum phosphide (MoP)
was prepared using TPR modified by sulfur. This catalyst was
exposed to ambient atmosphere for up to 150 days and still
maintained its surface and bulk structures as the fresh sample
derived from in situ reduction. The metal phosphosulfide phase

generated during TPR not only contributes to the solid
structural properties but also exhibits superior catalytic activity
in various hydrofining reactions compared to traditional MoP
catalysts. Additionally, this preparation strategy was used to
synthesize other sulfur-doped metal phosphides, such as CoP
and Cu3P. Both of these catalysts exhibited excellent air-
stability.

Introduction

The covalent and metallic characters of metal-rich transition-
metal phosphides (TMPs) capture more and more attention in
recent years.[1] They manifest high activity and stability under
hydrogenating and oxygen-free reactions, and are promising
for a variety of important hydrofining reactions.[2] Recently, they
are also reported to display attractive performances in
electrochemistry,[3] methanol synthesis[4] and photocatalysis.[5]

TMPs, synthesized using conventional TPR, are highly pyrophor-
ic and prone to oxidation when exposed to air, leading to
deteriorated catalytic properties.[6] This limits their ex situ
applications, such as in photochemical and electrochemical
processes,[7] to oxygen-free environments. To promote the
practical application of TMPs, a strategy to protect the structure

of TMPs against oxidation in an oxygen-containing environment
and provide satisfactory catalytic performance is highly desired.

The most common strategy to improve the stability of TMPs
prepared via TPR in air is to generate a protective layer by
surface passivation using a diluted O2 flow,[6a] which slows or
prevents further oxidation of the underlying metal atoms.
Afterward, upon contacting with H2 again, the protective layer
is re-reduced to metal phosphide before catalytic application.
However, the P� O bonds of TMPs surface built during
passivation by a diluted O2/Ar can be scarcely recovered,
resulting in unsatisfactory recovery of their application proper-
ties. In optoelectronic devices and photovoltaics, (NH4)2S or H2S
is often used to passivate III–V semiconductors like InP and
GaP.[8] It has been reported that Ni2P/MCM-41 treated by H2S
passivation showed comparable activity to the fresh sample
prepared via the in situ reduction method.[9] The activity loss of
the catalyst was minor even after being exposed to air for
150 days. The possible reason is that metal phosphate precur-
sors likely interact with H2S to produce amorphous sulfide
species and phosphide crystals in the presence of hydrogen
sulfide at high temperature, maintaining the stability of P
species in subsequent reduction.[10] Several studies[3a,11] have
observed that when TMPs are passivated by H2S, their surface
structure is modified, forming a metal phosphosulfide phase
that enhances the air-stability of TMPs. Moreover, the formed
phosphosulfide phase can also promote the catalytic activity of
TMPs in hydrogenation[12] and electrochemical[3a] reactions.
These results demonstrate the feasibility and importance of
sulfur modification for the air-stability and catalytic behavior of
TMP catalysts. However, H2S passivation treatment is tedious
and needs to be performed carefully, and is not environ-
mentally friendly due to the corrosive and toxic properties of
H2S. Consequently, developing a facile and practical approach
of introducing sulfur into TMPs structure is still highly pursued.

Our previous study presented an alternative approach for
synthesizing Ni2P by reducing nickel hexathiodiphosphate
(Ni2P2S6).

[13] The reduction of the precursor released sulfur
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species, which formed a sulfur-containing layer on the catalyst
surface, leading to higher catalytic activity in hydrodesulfuriza-
tion (HDS) and selective hydrogenation reactions. However, we
did not investigate the air-stability of the prepared samples. In
this work, our goal is to extend the application of this method
to synthesize metal phosphides via reduction of thiophosphate
precursors and, more importantly, to determine the air-stability
of the resulting S-doped phosphide catalysts and their perform-
ance in ex and in situ hydrofining reactions.

MoP adopts the hexagonal tungsten carbide (WC) structure
type (P6m2).

[14] Due to the large radius of P, the strength of Mo is
reduced when it enters the metal lattice, leading to the
instability of the lattice structure.[15] Therefore, during the
process of HDS, the surface structure of MoP can be
reconstructed faster than that of Ni2P, resulting in the formation
of a sulfur-containing layer on the catalyst surface.[11a] The S-
modified MoP facilitates the adsorption of reactants and
reduces the energy barrier, leading to an increase in the
reaction.[12] Although the positive effect of sulfur on MoP has
been verified in a large number of experiments, the rate of
sulfur uptake is too high for direct formation of the sulfur-
containing molybdenum phosphides active phase. Herein, we
directly obtain molybdenum phosphosulfide by facile one-step
reduction of the thiophosphate precursor, with the introduction
of sulfur during reduction used as the key to explore the
mechanism of improved activity and stability of the catalyst.

Results and Discussion

The sulfur-containing precursor initially had an amorphous
structure (Figure S1). However, after being treated in a tubular
reactor at 450 °C, 0.1 MPa H2, and a flow rate of 100 mLmin� 1

for 2 h, the precursor exhibited diffraction peaks. Those peaks
were observed at 32.2°, 43.2° and 57.5°, respectively, corre-
sponding to the characteristic diffraction peaks of MoP phase
(PDF card 74-1385).[16] Furthermore, higher reduction temper-
atures ranging from 500 to 650 °C were investigated, but they
only resulted in the formation of MoP phase, regardless of the
temperature. The reduction of the sulfur-containing precursor
to MoP occurred after 4 hours at 450 °C (Figure S2), which was
200 °C lower than the temperature required by the conventional
TPR method.

The XRD patterns did not show any diffraction peaks
corresponding to sulfur, but the average particle size of MoP-S
(61 nm) (Table 1) estimated from the XRD pattern was smaller
than that of MoP-T (237 nm) (Table 1 and Table S2). In the high-
resolution transmission electron microscopy (HRTEM) image of
the MoP-S sample (Figure 1), clear lattice fringes with interplane
distances of 2.13 Å and 2.84 Å were observed, corresponding to
the (101) and (100) planes of MoP, respectively, confirming the
formation of the MoP phase. On the other hand, MoP-T and
MoP-T-S (Table 1) showed similar lattice spacing (Figure 1),
which closely matched the values in the PDF card (2.09 Å and
2.78 Å). The slightly larger lattice spacing observed in MoP-S is
likely due to the presence of sulfur atoms incorporated into the
MoP structure, indirectly indicating its difference from the
structure of MoP-T-S. Additionally, TEM-mapping (Figure S3)
revealed a nearly homogeneous distribution of numerous sulfur
atoms (11.9 at. %) on MoP-S surface.

The XPS spectra in Mo 3d, P 2p, and S 2p regions for MoP-S
and MoP-T are presented in Figure 2. All samples were
passivated in a flow of a 0.5 mol% O2/Ar prior to exposure to

Table 1. Expressions of different molybdenum phosphide names.

Names Expression

MoP-S Reduction from sulfur-containing precursor

MoP-T Reduction from phosphate precursor

MoP-T-S Passivated by H2S after reduction of MoP-T

Figure 1. XRD patterns and HRTEM images of different MoP samples.
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air, which explains the presence of molybdenum and
phosphorus oxide species in the spectra. The assignment of the
oxidation states and reduction states of different Mo species is
based on the Mo (3d3/2, 5/2) spin-orbit components, which have
a separation of 3.2 eV and equal FWHM.[17] In the case of MoP-T,
the doublet observed with a separation of 3.3 eV, located at
231.3 and 228.1 eV, corresponds to Moδ+ species (0<δ<4),[18]

which are commonly associated with molybdenum species in
MoP. These Moδ+ species contribute to only 17% of the fitting
peaks. Another two doublets observed at 235.5 and 232.2 eV
can be attributed to Mo6+,[16] while 232 and 228.8 eV are
assigned to Mo4+.[19] The P species on the surface of MoP-T,
bonded to Mo in the form of a phosphide,[18] appear as a
doublet at 130 and 129.2 eV in the P (2p1/2, 3/2) region. Addition-
ally, the oxidation states of P at 133.5 and 134.4 eV correspond
to PO4

3� [3a] and P2O5,
[20] respectively. For MoP-S, the Mo 3d

region also exhibits a mixture of Mo oxidation states, including
Mo6+ species at 235.7 and 232.5 eV,[16] and Mo5+ species at
234.6 and 231.4 eV.[21] Peak fitting analysis reveals that approx-
imately 30% of the Mo signal corresponds to Mo� P bonding,[18]

which is shifted to 230.7 and 227.5 eV, about 0.6 eV lower than
that of MoP-T. A similar downward shift is observed in the
corresponding P species, with fitting peaks at 129.4 and
128.6 eV.[18] The oxidative P species on the MoP-S surface
appear at 133.8 eV and can be attributed to PO4

3� species.[3a]

The XPS analysis reveals the presence of sulfur on the
surface of MoP-S catalyst (Figure 2b), which is consistent with
the TEM-mapping results (Figure S3). The S 2p peak can be
deconvoluted into two Gaussian peaks at 161.1 and 162.5 eV,

corresponding to sulfide species (S2� ) and thiolate-type
environment,[18] respectively. These sulfur species are similar to
those observed on the surface of a bulk MoP catalyst after the
HDS reaction[22] or a molybdenum phosphosulfide.[9] Addition-
ally, a peak at a higher binding energy of 168.1 eV indicates the
presence of surface sulfate species, such as SO4

2� .[23]

The surface S/P/Mo atomic ratio of the fresh MoP-S catalyst,
estimated by XPS, is found to be 0.39/2.14/1 (Table 2). This
indicates that the surface of the fresh MoP-S catalyst is
phosphorus-rich compared to the stoichiometric value of 1.0.
This higher phosphorus content is likely due to the abundant
presence of phosphorus in the precursor. XRF results show that
the S/P/Mo atomic ratios for MoP-S and MoP-T are 0.33/0.89/1
and 0/0.92/1, respectively. This suggests that, in theory, 1/10 of
the phosphorus in the MoP-S sample is replaced by sulfur.
Furthermore, the surface S/Mo ratio (0.39) is nearly the same as
the bulk value (0.33) (Table 2), indicating that sulfur is
homogeneously incorporated into the bulk of the MoP-S
catalyst.

The observed shift of the binding energies (approximately
0.6 eV) of Mo and P species in MoP-S to lower values compared
to MoP-T (Figure 2) indicates strong electronic interactions
between sulfur and the surface MoP species, as discussed
below. In our previous work,[13] we found that the presence of
sulfur on the surface of Ni2P is attributed to the incorporation of
sulfur released from H2S during the reduction of Ni2P2S6.
Similarly, MoP-S, which has a high sulfur content (S/Mo=0.89)
in the precursor without undergoing calcination (Table 2), can
release sufficient H2S during reduction to combine with Mo and
P. Furthermore, a distinct peak observed at approximately
132.7 eV corresponds to the binding energy of P in a P� S
group[24] (Figure 2b). These findings collectively suggest that
sulfur is likely incorporated into the MoP crystal lattice, forming
a molybdenum phosphosulfide phase.

It has been postulated that sulfidation of TMPs following
reduction leads to the formation of a phosphosulfide layer,[11a]

which is believed to be the active site in various hydrogenation
reactions.[11b] Additionally, molybdenum phosphosulfide cata-
lysts have been shown to exhibit exceptional activity and
stability for the hydrogen evolution process in acidic
environments.[3a] In this study, we investigated the performance
of MoP-S and MoP-T catalysts in the in situ HDS of dibenzothio-
phene (DBT) and hydrodechlorination (HDC) of chlorodifluoro-
methane (CHClF2).

Typically, the HDS of DBT proceeds via two parallel
routes,[11b] as illustrated in Scheme S1: the direct desulfurization

Figure 2. XPS spectra of the MoP-S and MoP-T in the Mo 3d, P 2p (a) and S
2p (b) region.

Table 2. XPS, XRF and BET results if different samples.

Catalysts XRF XPS Surface area/m2g� 1

P/Mo S/Mo P/Mo S/Mo

MoP-S precursor 2.32 0.89 – – –

MoP-S 0.89 0.33 2.14 0.39 25.1

MoP-T 0.92 – 1.66 – 13.1

MoP-T spent[25] 1.03 0.045 1.37 0.35 –
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(DDS) route, which yields biphenyl (BP), and the hydrogenation
(HYD) route, which generates sulfur-containing intermediates
such as tetrahydro, hexahydro, and dodecahydro that are
subsequently desulfurized to form cyclohexylbenzenes and
bicyclohexyls. Therefore, the selectivity towards biphenyl can
be used as a measure of the DDS activity, as the hydrogenation
of biphenyl to cyclohexylbenzenes is minimal in the presence of
sulfur-containing compounds. The quantity (1-SBP) represents
the contribution of the HYD pathway. Table 3 reveals that the
conversion of DBT over MoP-S was more than twice as high as
that over MoP-T. Furthermore, the HYD pathway selectivity for
MoP-S was 60.1%, which was 13% higher than that for MoP-T.
These results suggest that the enhanced HDS activity of the
molybdenum phosphosulfide phase strongly promotes the HYD
pathway over the DDS pathway.

The data for MoP-T presented in Table 3 were evaluated
after a duration of six hours. Further extension of the reaction
time to 35 hours showed a 4–5% improvement in DBT
conversion (Figure S4). Meanwhile, the BP selectivity exhibited
similar curves along with the increasing reaction time, suggest-
ing a positive influence of sulfur on MoP-T and the DDS activity.
Similar observations were reported by Bussell et al.[16] and Bai
et al.,[11a,25] where the HDS of DBT over fresh MoP resulted in
increased DBT conversion and a subsequent stabilization of BP
selectivity over time. This phenomenon was attributed to the
generation of new active sites on the bulk MoP, likely arising
from the surface incorporation of sulfur during the HDS
reaction. In contrast, the performance of MoP-S remained
largely unaffected by prolonged reaction time. The selectivity of
the HYD pathway was consistently above 50% and remained
constant regardless of the reaction time, indicating that the
HYD pathway was significantly more facilitated than the DDS
pathway in enhancing the HDS activity of the molybdenum
phosphosulfide phase. The combined results suggest that the
phosphosulfide phase used in MoP-S, synthesized via sulfur
doping, is distinct from the phase reconstructed during the
HDS reaction on MoP-T.

In the HDC of CHClF2, the cleavage of C� Cl bond is known
to be the rate-determining step, making it a structure-sensitive
reaction.[26] The conversion of CHClF2 over MoP-S was nearly 3.5
times as high as that over MoP-T. Interestingly, both catalysts
exhibited similar selectivity towards the target product. The
continuous hydroconversion of CHClF2 over molybdenum
phosphide may indeed be constrained by the intrinsic hydro-
gen activation ability of the catalyst.[27] As evidenced by
Table S3, compounds such as CH4 and CH3F were detected in

the product, although their selectivity was not high. This
observation may be attributed to the fact that C� F bonds
(451 kJ/mol) can be stronger than C� Cl (349 kJ/mol) bond.
Therefore, to conduct a more comprehensive comparison of the
catalytic performance of the two catalysts, it is crucial to
calculate the HDC turnover frequency (TOF) for each catalyst,
taking into account their different particle sizes. However, the
conversion of CHClF2 over MoP-S was too high to enable a
reasonable comparison. Therefore, the relative HDC reaction
rates of the two catalysts were calculated based on their surface
areas, contact time, and the corresponding CHClF2 conversions
[Equation (1)]:

Relative rate ¼ hconverted=ðTcontact time �Wcat: � SgÞ (1)

where ηconverted is the reactant conversion, mol; and Sg is the
surface area of the catalyst, m2/g. These calculations will provide
a more accurate assessment of the HDC activity of MoP-S
compared to MoP-T, accounting for the differences in particle
size and ensuring a fair comparison between the two catalysts.
The results (Table 3) indicate that the MoP-S has higher intrinsic
dechlorination activity than MoP-T. The excellent properties on
the activity of MoP-S is further confirmed by the relative HDS
reaction rates (Table 3). The value of MoP-S
(1.3×10� 3 molm� 2h� 1) was about 1.8 times as high as that of
MoP-T (0.7×10� 3 molm� 2h� 1).

In the context of the sulfur-doped molybdenum phospho-
sulfide phase, the sulfur content is directly derived from the
precursor. TEM imaging (Figure 1) confirms the absence of a
distinct oxidation layer encasing the crystal particles, and the
lattice structure remains consistent with the bulk material.
Moreover, the introduction of sulfur can lead to a redistribution
of surface charges on MoP-S. The negatively shifted P 2p peaks
bonded to Mo, along with the appearance of peak associated
with P� S bonds (Figure 2), indicates the sharing of electrons
between P and the more electronegative S atoms.[3a,28] The
interplay of electronic properties between P and S gives rise to
a novel non-metallic grouping that acts in synergy with Mo,[29]

leading to a reduction in its electronic binding energy. The
former covalent state of Mo tends to become more metallic,[30]

thus forming an active catalyst phase[3a] and contributing to the
exceptional performance of MoP-S. Additionally, the presence
of reduced Mo species on the surfaces of both MoP-S (30%)
and MoP-T (17%) illustrates that the introduction of S atoms
can hinder the oxidation of MoP.[6b] Consequently, the surface
of MoP-S exhibits a more inert oxidation behavior compared to
MoP-T. For a comprehensive understanding of air tolerance and
structure-performance relationships of these distinct phospho-
sulfide phases, conducting a meticulous experimental study is
essential.

We conducted the HDC of CHClF2 using unpassivated MoP-
S samples after reduction, which were directly exposed to air
for 0 day (MoP-S0), 30 days (MoP-S30) and 150 days (MoP-S150).
Similarly, the MoP-T samples after H2S passivation were also
exposed to air for the equivalent durations, referred to as MoP-
T-S0, MoP-T-S30 and MoP-T-S150, respectively. The experimen-
tal tube heated directly to the target temperature under the H2

Table 3. The catalytic performances of MoP-S and MoP-T.

Reaction Conversion/% Selectivity/% Relative rate/
molm� 2 h� 1

MoP-
S

MoP-
T

MoP-
S

MoP-
T

MoP-S MoP-T

HDS 59.3 29.7 60.1[a] 47.3[a] 1.3×10� 3 0.7×10� 3

HDC 88.1 27.5 75.1[b] 71.2[b] 0.025 0.014

[a] HYD pathway selectivity, (1-SBP)×100%. [b] CH2F2 selectivity.
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atmosphere. MoP-S has already exhibited a high CHClF2

conversion under the currently reaction conditions (Table 3). To
ensure accurate performance evaluation without issues arising
from excessively high loading, we assessed this HDC activity of
all catalysts at two different GHSV (3600 h� 1 and 900 h� 1). The
results (Figure 3) of the reactions demonstrated the following
trends:

Common Trends for MoP-S and MoP-T: 1) At the initial high
GHSV stage, all exposed catalysts displayed an induction period,
the length of which was directly proportional to the duration of
exposure. Subsequently, their activity recovered to a level
similar to that of the 0d catalysts. Moreover, when the reaction
switched to the low GHSV stage, no induction periods were
observed. This indicated the complete elimination of activity
impact caused by air exposure. 2) High GHSV led to low
conversion but high selectivity. Conversely, low GHSV resulted
in high conversion but low selectivity.

Distinctive Behavior for MoP-S and MoP-T: As for MoP-S,
returning to the second high GHSV stage led to a revival of
activity levels seen in the first stage. Throughout this stage, no
changes occurred in either conversion or selectivity over the
reaction time. This stable performance suggests that the
structure of MoP-S remained consistent regardless of air
exposure or duration. In contrast, the activity of MoP-T samples
exposed to air for extended periods decreased during the third
stage. These values gradually decreased with increasing air

exposure time. CHClF2 conversion continued to decline with
increasing reaction time, indicating catalyst deactivation. This
observation implied that MoP-T catalysts, even with H2S post-
treatment, were significantly influenced by air in terms of
structural stability.

The induction period observed in MoP-S during the initial
high GHSV stage of the reaction might suggest surface
oxidation when the catalyst was exposed to air. However, XPS
characterization results of the fresh MoP-S150 catalyst (Fig-
ure S5) did not reveal any binding energy peaks associated with
Mo� O and P� O bonds. Further SEM-EDX analysis(Figure S6)
demonstrated a significant reduction in the oxygen content on
the catalyst surface, decreasing from 7.6 at.% before the
reaction to 2.8 at.% after the reaction. This reduction implies
that most of the oxygen on the surface is physically adsorbed
oxygen. As the hydrogenation reaction progresses, the weak
oxidation behavior on the surface diminishes, and the reaction
activity returns to the level observed with an unexposed
catalyst.

The ex situ hydrogenation of nitrobenzene over different
MoP-S and MoP-T samples (Figure 4) further confirmed our
findings. Initially, when comparing the relatively fresh samples
that were promptly placed in the setup after reduction, MoP-S
exhibited more than double the conversion of reactant
compared to MoP-T-S (54.1% and 21.8%, respectively), and
even three times higher than MoP-T (16.1%, the MoP-T sample
without passivation). Additionally, MoP-S showed a slightly
higher selectivity towards aniline. MoP-T catalysts treated with
H2S passivation demonstrated higher activity compared to
those without passivation, but the samples exposed to air for
an extended period displayed decreased performance (Fig-
ure 4). This decrease in activity correlates with the gradual
thickening of the oxide layer observed in the TEM results
(Figure 5). EDX analysis (Figure S7) reveals a notable presence
of oxygen on the catalyst surface, while XPS results (Figure S5)
demonstrate significant oxidation reactions have occurred on
Mo, P, and S on the surface of MoP-T-S150. These findings
provide direct evidence that the incorporation of sulfur in MoP-

Figure 3. Variation of CHClF2 conversion and CH2F2 selectivity during HDC at
300 °C over MoP-T(a) and MoP-S(b) catalyst post-reduced different time
(solid for the conversion and open for the selectivity, blue for 0d, red for 30d
and black for 150d).

Figure 4. Variation of nitrobenzene conversion and aniline selectivity at 50 °C
over different catalysts.
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T can indeed slow down the oxidation process. However, it is
important to note that the issue of air-sensitivity is not
fundamentally resolved by this method. In contrast, the
performance of MoP-S30 and MoP-S150 catalysts did not
exhibit any loss. Moreover, the TEM profiles of those MoP-S
samples showed minimal changes (Figure 5) and hardly notice-
able changes can be seen from the XRD (Figure S8). The XPS
spectra of MoP-S150 and MoP-T-S150 also showed a more
intuitive difference in their oxidation states (Figure S5). Both the
Mo� O and P� O bond were hardly detected in the surface of
MoP-S150. The above results indicate that the crystal structure
remained unchanged during direct exposure to air treatment.

Sulfur has been detected in both the surface and bulk of
MoP prepared through sulfidation-reduction procedures; how-
ever, these catalysts still exhibit susceptibility to air.[10] TMPs
passivated with H2S have shown superior activity compared to
those passivated with O2, and their performance is comparable
to in-situ reduction catalysts.[9] Nevertheless, the preparation of
such catalysts still requires high-temperature reduction. In this
work, the role of sulfur is distinct from the aforementioned
cases. H2S generated during the reduction of the sulfur-
containing precursor or directly introduces sulfur into the MoP
crystal, resulting in the formation of the molybdenum phospho-
sulfide phase at a lower temperature of 450 °C. Importantly, this
catalyst exhibits outstanding catalytic performance and shows
insensitivity to air, distinguishing it from catalysts prepared
using the conventional TPR method. This discovery enables
more efficient preparation and utilization of TMPs.

To further demonstrate the applicability of this method for
synthesizing metal phosphides, we applied the same approach
to synthesize other metal phosphides. Figure S9 illustrates the
successful synthesis of CoP and Cu3P crystals through H2

reduction of sulfur-containing precursors. The XRD patterns of
the synthesized samples did not show any additional peaks

corresponding to impurities, and the TEM images revealed no
significant presence of amorphous layers in the samples that
were exposed to air for 150 days. These results provide
compelling evidence that highly air-insensitive metal phos-
phides can be easily and flexibly synthesized through a one-
step reduction of sulfur-containing precursors.

Conclusions

The molybdenum phosphosulfide structure is obtained directly
through one-step reduction of a sulfur-containing precursor.
The sulfur is uniformly dispersed in the catalyst, existing as a
combination of S2� and thiolate species with a high concen-
tration (S/Mo=2.18). This unique composition contributes to
the catalyst exceptional stability in air and its high reactivity in
hydrodesulfurization, hydrodechlorination, and hydrogenation
of nitrobenzene. Notably, the MoP-S catalyst, which is exposed
to air for up to 150 days after reduction, exhibits comparable
activity to the catalyst prepared through in situ reduction, in
contrast to the common phosphosulfide layer of MoP-T
obtained through reduction-H2S passivation. This method is
expected to have broad applications in the field of transition
metal phosphides, enabling easy setup and accelerating the
exploration of new reactivity.

Experimental Section

Catalyst preparation

To prepare the sulfur-containing precursor for sulfur modified MoP
(MoP-S, Table 1), a solution of PCl3 (6.60 mL, 0.0756 mol) was slowly
added dropwise into a mixture of (NH4)2S (22.0 g) in deionized
water (50 mL) with continuous stirring in an ice bath. Another

Figure 5. TEM images of different MoP-T and MoP-S samples.
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solution of 3.8 g (NH4)6Mo7O24 · 4H2O in 10 mL of ammonia water
was then added dropwise to the former mix solution under stirring
for 1 h to yield an emulsion. The emulsion was further cooled in a
refrigerator for 18 h to allow complete precipitation. Finally, the
solid was collected by filtration, washed with ethanol and water,
after drying at 120 °C for 8 h a black powder of sulfur-containing
precursor was obtained.

For comparison, the phosphate precursor of MoP was prepared
using a co-precipitation method.[25] An aqueous solution of 3.90 g
(NH4)6Mo7O24 · 4H2O in 10 mL deionized water was added to a
solution of 3.0 g (NH4)2HPO4 in 10 mL deionized water with
continuous stirring. The resulting precipitate was stirred until the
water evaporated, yielding a solid product. The solid was then dried
at 120 °C for 12 hours and calcined at 500 °C for 3 hours, resulting
in the final oxidic precursor with a Mo/P molar ratio of 1. The
phosphate precursor was further transformed into MoP using
temperature programmed reduction method. The precursor was
subjected to reduction in a flowing H2 stream at a rate of 100 mL/
min. The temperature was rapidly increased from room temper-
ature to 120 °C and maintained for 1 hour, followed by heating to
400 °C at a rate of 5 °C/min and holding for 1 hour. Finally, the
temperature was increased at a rate of 1 °C/min to 650 °C and held
at 650 °C for 3 hours to obtain the active phase, referred to as MoP-
T (Table 1).

Catalyst characterization

Considering the susceptibility of metal phosphide to oxidation
upon exposure to air, all the reduced samples were passivated with
a 0.5% (volume) O2 in Ar before being removed from the reactor
for characterization. The crystallized phases of the catalyst were
analyzed using X-ray diffraction (XRD) on an Empyrean PANalytical
X-ray diffractometer equipped with Cu Kα radiation (λ=1.54056 Å)
at room temperature. The 2θ range was set from 5° to 90° with a
step size of 0.02°. For surface analysis, the signals of surface
elements were detected by the Energy-Dispersive X-ray spectro-
scopy (EDX) (Oxford INCA Energy IE350) mapping method. The
particle size and morphology of the samples were observed using a
transmission electron microscope (TEM, FEI Tecnai G2 F20) operat-
ing at 200 kV. X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy (XPS) was utilized
to analyze the change of the coordination state of surface element
measured by Thermo Scientific K-Alpha equipment, and the bind-
ing energy values were corrected for charging effect by referring to
the adventitious C1s line at 284.8 eV. The metal content in the
samples was determined using an X-ray fluorescence (XRF)
spectrometer (ELEMENTAR Vario ELIII) with an uncertainty of 3%.
The Brunauer-Emmett-Teller (BET) surface area was calculated from
the N2 adsorption isotherms measured at � 196 °C on a Micro-
meterics ASAP2020 system.

Catalytic tests

In the in situ experiments, the HDC of CHClF2 and HDS of DBT were
conducted in a fixed-bed stainless steel reactor with an inner
diameter of 1.0 cm. The precursors of different MoP catalysts were
pelleted, crushed, and sieved to 40–60 mesh. Prior to the reaction,
3 mL of prepared precursor was loaded into the reactor and
converted into metal phosphide using an in situ H2 TPR procedure.
Subsequently, the temperature and total pressure were adjusted to
the specified values as listed in Table S1, which provides an
overview of the reaction conditions for each reaction. The HDC
reaction products were analyzed offline by a gas chromatograph
(SICT GC-2000III) equipped with a flame ionization detector (FID)
and a GS-GASPRO capillary column (60 m×0.32 mm). HDS reaction
products were analyzed offline by an Agilent-6890 N gas chromato-

graph equipped with an HP-5 column and a flame ionization
detector.

In the ex situ experiments, the 40–60 mesh precursors converted
into metal phosphide using a U-shaped quartz tube firstly, which
subjected to the same heating procedure as in the in situ experi-
ments under a H2 atmosphere. After the temperature cooled down
to room temperature, the samples were collected directly without
undergoing any passivation process. Part of MoP-T samples
obtained in this method were further treated with a 10.0 vol.% H2S/
H2 mixture, and these samples were denoted as MoP-T-S (Table 1).
The HDC reactions for those different samples were initiated
immediately after heating the reactor to the target temperature.
Additionally, the hydrogenation of nitrobenzene was employed for
evaluation purposes. Typically, in this experiment, 1 mmol of
nitrobenzene, 50 mg of the catalyst, and 10 mL of ethanol were
introduced into a Parr autoclave equipped with mechanical
agitation. The autoclave was purged with H2 five times and then
pressurized to 0.5 MPa with H2. The mixture was stirred at 1000 rpm
and maintained at a temperature of 50 °C. After the reactions, the
products were separated from the catalyst and subsequently
analyzed offline using an Agilent-6890N gas chromatograph
equipped with an HP-5 column and a flame ionization detector.
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