
Cryogenic Carbon Monoxide Oxidation on Cuprous Oxide

Downloaded from: https://research.chalmers.se, 2026-02-23 05:04 UTC

Citation for the original published paper (version of record):
Karagoz, B., Hu, T., Halldin Stenlid, J. et al (2026). Cryogenic Carbon Monoxide Oxidation on
Cuprous Oxide. Angewandte Chemie, 65(1). http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.202515673

N.B. When citing this work, cite the original published paper.

research.chalmers.se offers the possibility of retrieving research publications produced at Chalmers University of Technology. It
covers all kind of research output: articles, dissertations, conference papers, reports etc. since 2004. research.chalmers.se is
administrated and maintained by Chalmers Library

(article starts on next page)



Research Article
How to cite: Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2026, 65, e15673

doi.org/10.1002/anie.202515673Low-Temperature CO Oxidation

Cryogenic Carbon Monoxide Oxidation on Cuprous Oxide

Burcu Karagoz+, Tianhao Hu+, Joakim Halldin Stenlid, Xiaoming Hu, Markus Soldemo,
Frank Abild-Pedersen, Kess Marks, Henrik Öström, Dario Stacchiola,* Jonas Weissenrieder,*
and Ashley R. Head*

Abstract: Performing oxidation reactions at low temperatures using earth-abundant materials is crucial for advancing
solutions for sustainable chemistry. CO oxidation serves as a benchmark reaction to characterize oxidation and to advance
fundamental concepts in surface chemistry. While there are several examples of CO oxidation occurring on metal oxides
at low temperatures, from 300 K to ∼200 K, reactivity in the cryogenic temperature regime typically requires a metal
nanoparticle on a metal oxide. Here, we show oxygen atoms on the (111) facet of Cu2O react with CO to form CO2 at
temperatures below 100 K. Combining spectroscopic experimental evidence with calculations, we propose a low barrier
path for CO oxidation at reconstructed surface sites on Cu2O(111). This finding is a rare example of an earth-abundant
metal oxide, in this case copper, that can provide highly reactive multifunctional sites, enabling both adsorption and reaction
fundamental steps toward the efficient heterogeneous oxidation of chemicals.

Introduction

Finding efficient chemical reaction pathways that make use of
earth-abundant metals like iron or copper is essential for a
sustainable future.[1] A prototypical reaction used to explore
the surface reactivity of materials toward oxidation reactions
is the heterogeneous oxidation of CO, a benchmark reaction
for fundamental studies and practical applications.[2] Mecha-
nistic studies of surfaces are often explored by measuring how
CO interacts with a surface at low temperatures. Haruta and
coworkers brought the low-temperature oxidation of CO to
the fore when they found that gold nanoparticles on metal
oxides are efficient catalysts below room temperature.[3] In
some cases, metal monomers or dimers are needed to extract
oxygen from the oxide substrate.[4] Metal oxides themselves
have shown reactivity for CO oxidation at low temperatures.
While Co3O4 is one of the most active,[5] mixed metal cobalt

oxides, iron and mixed metal iron oxides,[6] and MnO2
[7]

also facilitate CO oxidation through a lattice oxygen pathway
consistent with a Mars-van Krevelen mechanism. In most of
these cases, the low-temperature regime spans from ambient
to approximately 200 K. Very recently, the rare-earth oxide
ceria has been reported to oxidize CO below 100 K with a
surface peroxide being a key intermediate.[8]

Earth-abundant copper-based materials are active toward
the conversion of small molecules[9,10] with the oxidation
state of copper sites and the local surface atom arrangement
dictating the reaction selectivity. For example, the Cu2O(111)
and Cu2O(100) surfaces have been shown to have dramati-
cally different interactions with water and oxygen.[11–16] For
the case of the Cu2O(111) surface, Gloystein et al. recently
resolved a longstanding debate regarding the atomic structure
for its (�3 × �3)R30° surface reconstruction, revealing a
surface structure comprised of repeating nanopyramid units,
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denoted the PY reconstructed surface.[11] While both CO
and CO2 interactions have been studied experimentally and
computationally, the studies largely considered the unrecon-
structed surface or reconstruction patterns associated with
Cu2O thin films on supports.[17–22]

Here, we present combined experimental and computa-
tional results of CO reacting with highly active O atoms
on the PY reconstructed Cu2O(111) surface at cryogenic
temperatures. The results are a rare example of reactivity of
oxygen at temperatures below 100 K. This study demonstrates
that an oxide, in this case from an earth-abundant metal, can
provide both sites for CO adsorption and oxygen atoms for its
oxidation at exceptionally low temperatures.

Results and Discussion

CO2 Formation from CO and Surface Oxygen Atoms

Vibrational spectroscopy allows distinguishing among differ-
ent surface adsorbates and provides information on their
specific adsorption sites and configuration. Infrared reflection
absorbance spectroscopy (IRRAS) can be performed on
surfaces under elevated pressures by using polarized light
to remove gas phase contributions.[23] Figure 1a plots the
IRRAS data as a change in the Cu2O(111) surface reflectivity

at cryogenic temperatures under a pressure of 1 mbar of
CO compared to the reflectivity of the clean substrate in
ultra-high vacuum (�R/R). At this elevated CO pressure,
the coverage of adsorbed molecules is maximized. A peak
at 2112 cm−1 with negative intensity can be assigned to CO
adsorbed on Cu1+ sites.[24–26] This frequency is on the low end
of the range of Cu1+–CO adducts reported,[24] suggesting the
most favorable adsorption site for CO on the reconstructed
Cu2O(111) surface is slightly reduced. Surprisingly, CO reacts
at these low temperatures with the surface, leading to an
additional sharper feature at 2341 cm−1 with positive intensity,
consistent with CO2 bound to a metal oxide surface.[27]

A similar feature is observed when Cu2O(111) is directly
exposed to CO2 (red spectrum in Figure 1a). When CO2 is
formed from CO, the frequency is 4 cm−1 lower than when
CO2 is condensed on the surface, indicating that the reaction
leads to a slightly modified surrounding that results in a
stronger surface interaction with the produced CO2.

To confirm that CO2 is being formed by the reaction
of adsorbed CO with oxygen from the surface, experiments
with isotopically labeled 13CO were performed. A resulting
64 cm−1 shift for the observed CO2 IR feature (Figure 1a)
matches the expected isotope-induced shift.[24] The CO peak
assignment is also verified by the 13CO experiments, with
a corresponding shift by 47 cm−1.[24] The frequency of the
adsorbed CO2 generated by CO oxidation indicates a weakly

Figure 1. IRRAS data of the surface species a) on Cu2O(111) at the listed pressures of 13CO, CO, and CO2 and b) on Cu2O(100). All the spectra were
collected below 140 K, with CO2 formation observed at temperatures as low as 100 K. c) PY reconstruction of the Cu2O(111) surface and d) the
(3,0;1,1) reconstruction of the Cu2O(100) surface, with O atoms red and Cu atoms orange.
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physisorbed molecule. No evidence is observed by the IR
experiments for the presence of activated CO2, which is
characterized by a feature at ∼1280 cm−1 that is typically less
intense than the feature associated with molecular CO2.[28]

A Cu2O(100) surface was exposed to the same CO
adsorption conditions to explore if CO2 formation on cuprous
oxide surfaces is structure sensitive. This surface lacks the
PY motif; instead, it features a (3,0;1,1) reconstruction with
protruding rows aligned along the [011] direction and Cu
trimer sites situated between these rows,[14,15] as shown in
Figure 1d. The IRRAS data in Figure 1b show that CO
adsorbs but does not form CO2. The red spectrum in Figure 1b
shows that CO2 does adsorb on the Cu2O(100) from the gas
phase at cryogenic temperatures, indicating that if CO2 were
formed from CO, it should remain on the Cu2O(100) surface.
The results suggest that the formation of active reaction
sites and species on Cu2O are a result of the PY surface
reconstruction on the Cu2O(111) surface.

Based on vibrational frequencies in IRRAS, surface
binding sites, chemical bonding, and orientation of adsorbates
can be probed.[23] While there is a large number of IRRAS
studies on metals, only limited experimental IR data have
been reported for single-crystalline metal oxides because
of their lower reflectivity.[29–31] Further geometric details of
the adsorbates can be gleaned from analysis of the sign of
the adsorbate peaks collected at different light polarization,
an advantage of using a semiconducting metal oxide single
crystal as a substrate. Adsorbates with a molecular vibration
component parallel to the s-polarized light have a negative
IR absorption signal; otherwise, there is no adsorbate signal
in the spectrum collected with s-polarization. For p-polarized
light, adsorbate vibrations have vector components normal
and tangential to the substrate, and the vector magnitudes
have opposite signs. The expected reflectivity changes of the
normal and tangential components of the p-polarized light
were calculated for CO and CO2 vibrations and are presented
in Figure 2a. The expected reflectivity difference (�R) can be
compared to absorbance spectra found by plotting log(R/R0),
where R is the reflectance of the surface under CO pressure
and R0 is the reflectance of the clean surface. At the selected
pressure of 0.001 mbar of CO in Figure 2b, gas phase
contributions are insignificant. The lack of a CO feature in
the s-polarized data indicates that CO is not parallel to the
surface. Furthermore, the negative signal of CO in the p-
polarized spectrum (Figure 2b) combined with the negative
�R for the tangential p-component in Figure 2a (red dots)
indicate that the CO is completely or nearly perpendicular
to the surface. For CO2, the tangential component of the
p-polarized light is positive (Figure 2a, blue dashes). Since
the CO2 feature in Figure 2b is positive, we can conclude
that the CO2 is not perpendicular to the surface and has a
large tangential component in the adsorbate vibration (i.e.,
approaching a parallel orientation).

Adsorbate Desorption Behavior

A complementary molecular-vibrational spectroscopy tech-
nique, sum-frequency generation (SFG),[32,33] was used to

Figure 2. a) Calculated reflectivity differences (�R = R0–R) between the
clean Cu2O(111) surface (R0) and the adsorbate-covered Cu2O(111)
surface (R) as a function of the angle of incidence (θ) are presented. The
reflectivity is separated into s-polarized light (s) and the normal (pn)
and tangential (pt) components of p-polarized light for the CO peak at
2110 cm−1 (red) and the CO2 peak at 2341 cm−1 (blue). The 83° angle of
the experiment is marked. b) Absorbance spectra of surface species on a
Cu2O(111) surface under 0.001 mbar CO show no peaks with s-polarized
light and a negative CO peak and positive CO2 peak in the p-polarized
spectrum. The data were collected at 140 K.

confirm the adsorption of CO to the Cu2O(111) surface and
interrogate its thermal stability. Figure 3a shows the spectra
intensity plotted as a function of temperature beginning at
100 K. The CO vibration is the intense red feature. The
CO feature begins to weaken around 150 K and disappears
below room temperature, around 230 K. The CO2 vibration is
outside the spectral range available in our SFG setup.

To quantify further the adsorption and reaction of CO on
the reconstructed Cu2O(111) surface and study the desorp-
tion behavior of CO2, high resolution X-ray photoelectron
spectroscopy (XPS) data were collected after saturation of
CO at cryogenic temperatures (93 K). From the components
in the O 1s core level spectra, a COx coverage of ∼3 oxygen
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Figure 3. a) SFG spectra are plotted as a function of temperature, showing that CO fully desorbs by 230 K. b) Integrated C 1s peak areas from XPS
data of CO (blue) and CO2 (red) components show adsorbates are removed below room temperature. The relative coverage is normalized to the
estimated CO coverage of 1.5 molecules per surface unit cell (see Supporting Information).

atoms per surface unit cell is calculated (see Supporting
Information). The C 1s core level spectra contain a main CO
peak 288.1 eV and several corresponding shake-up satellite
peaks >290 eV (Figure S4); this binding energy and satellite
position are consistent with CO adsorption on Cu2O films
formed on Cu(111).[34] Two minority peaks at lower binding
energies (287.2 and 286.6 eV) are consistent with CO bound
to more reduced and metallic Cu, respectively.[34–36] A second
peak in the C 1s spectrum at 289.0 eV matches literature
reports of CO2 on copper surfaces.[34] A small amount of
adventitious carbon (<4% of the total surface carbon) is at
284.8 eV and can clearly be distinguished from the oxidized
carbon peaks (Figures S4 and S5). The peak areas of all CO
components and the CO2 component were used to calculate
coverages (see Supporting Information), and these coverages
are plotted in Figure 3b. CO desorbs between 213 K and
253 K; the 230 K desorption temperature from the SFG data
in Figure 3a falls within this temperature range. The CO2 has
completely desorbed before room temperature.

There is a small amount of potassium impurity (0.03
atoms per unit cell, see Supporting Information). The K
peaks were held constant during the C 1s peak fitting and
quantification. Surface K has been shown to facilitate car-
bonate formation under CO2 pressures and X-ray irradiation.
While the C 1s binding energy range for carbonates is 289.3–
288.9 eV,[37,38] near-edge X-ray absorption fine structure
(NEXAFS) spectroscopy data of the CO-saturated surface
lacks a distinct carbonate feature at 290.4 eV (Figure S7).[39]

Additionally, carbonates have been shown to remain on this
surface until 500 K,[38] so the complete removal of oxy-
genated carbon species in Figure 3b supports the absence of
carbonate.

Calculated Adsorption Energies and Geometries

Density functional theory (DFT) simulations of CO and CO2

interactions with the unreconstructed and PY reconstructed
Cu2O(111) surfaces provide additional insight into the ener-
getics of the CO adsorption and CO2 formation. Figure 4a
shows that the naturally PY reconstructed surface prior to
reduction exposes coordinatively saturated Cu, as well as
saturated and unsaturated O atoms. The PY reconstructed
surface is observed experimentally, as suggested from LEED
and STM data (Figure S1) in comparison to Gloystein
et al.[11–13] The pyramidal Cu4O surface cluster contains
coordinatively saturated Cu (CuCS,PY) and coordinatively
unsaturated O (OCUS,PY). Saturated surface (index S) and
subsurface (index SS) O atoms and Cu atoms in slightly
different coordination environments are the most common
types of surface atoms. On the pristine surface, unsaturated
O atoms are also exposed in the vacancies of unsaturated Cu
(CuCUS).

In comparison to the unreconstructed surface, the PY
reconstructed surface displays weak susceptibility to inter-
actions with CO. Whereas CO adsorbs strongly (�Gad =
−1.11 eV) at the CuCUS site of the unreconstructed Cu2O(111)
surface, the strongest adsorption at the PY reconstructed
surface is −0.1 to −0.2 eV at saturated Cu sites, including
the CuCS,PY at the pyramidal Cu4O clusters and at a CuCS

located at the vicinity of the cluster (see Table S1). However,
exposure to CO is expected to lead to mild reduction of
the PY reconstructed surface, even at low temperatures
of <140 K used in the spectroscopy experiments, and to
create undercoordinated Cu sites that are more reactive
(Figure 4b). A mild Cu reduction is suggested further by
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Figure 4. a) Atomic structure of the pyramidal (PY) (�3 × �3)R30°
reconstruction structure of the Cu2O(111) surface, where subscript S
indicates surface atom and SS indicates a subsurface atom. The
electrostatic potential map is shown at the 0.001 a.u. isodensity contour,
identifying CuCS,PY (OCUS,PY) as the most Lewis acidic (basic) sites. b)
Relative stability of mildly CO-reduced PY as a function of the pressure
difference of CO(g) versus CO2(g) at 140 K. c) Mechanism for surface
reduction by CO at 140 K and assuming partial pressures of pCO = 103

pCO2 = 1 mbar. The final step indicates two possibilities: CO2
desorption or displacement of CO2 by CO. In C, the shortest C─Cu
bond distances are (in Å) 1.93, 3.51, and 1.85 for
CO@PY(stoichiometric), CO2@PY(VO), and CO@PY(VO), respectively.

a decrease in the calculated Cu Bader partial charge upon
CO adsorption (see Table S2). The calculated CO vibrational
frequencies also indicate slight Cu reduction. CO bound
to the PY reconstructed surface has a calculated frequency
of 2089 cm−1, and with an OCUS,PY vacancy, the calculated
CO frequency is 2103 cm−1. Both frequencies trend toward
experimental values seen for CO bound to Cu0, which is
consistent with the experimental frequencies at the lower
range of expected CO bound to Cu1+ and with the C 1s

XPS data showing CO bound to reduced Cu. Depending on
the partial pressure difference between CO and CO2 (pCO

– pCO2), one-third of a monolayer (ML, i.e., 1 ML is 3 sites
per surface unit cell) to 1 ML of O surface vacancies can be
generated. This occurs through reaction of OCUS sites (while
OCS reduction is endergonic) with CO; an O vacancy coverage
of two-thirds of a ML is predicted for log(pCO – pCO2) < 7. For
larger pressure differences, a 1 ML coverage of O vacancies is
predicted (Figure 4b).

Figure 4c contains DFT results demonstrating that surface
reduction is also kinetically available at the 140 K and below,
which was used for the experiments; adsorbed CO readily
reacts with OCUS,PY forming CO2 with a free energy barrier
of 0.10 eV (Figure 4c), including a 0.02 eV entropic barrier.
The reaction barrier changes insignificantly to 0.11 eV upon
reduction of a full ML of OCS sites. The formed CO2 remains
adsorbed (physisorbed) in an adsorption mode nearly parallel
to the reduced surface site, agreeing with the geometric
analysis from the IRRAS data. Bader analysis suggests a
weak charge transfer to the adsorbed CO2 of 0.03 e−. The
barrier for desorbing CO2 (i.e., the free energy of desorption)
is 0.48 eV at pCO2 of 1 x 10−3 mbar, which is thermally
available at temperatures above 140 K. Replacing CO2 with
CO at this OCUS,PY vacancy site is exergonic by 0.06 eV and
leads to CO chemisorbed perpendicular to the surface at a
Cu atop position, consistent with the orientation found from
the IRRAS and NEXAFS data (Figure S7). The calculated
CO2 vibrational frequency, 2335 cm−1, is quite close to
the experimental value of 2341 cm−1, further linking the
computations with the experimental results.

The adsorption positions for CO can be rationalized by
the variation in the surface electrostatic potential, VS(r),
evaluated at an isodensity contour of the Cu2O(111) surface,
as previously proposed by Stenlid et al.[40,41] For the unre-
duced PY reconstructed surface, the VS(r) displays maxima
at the CuCS,PY and CuCS,S sites (Figure 4a), as well as at the
unsaturated CuPY sites of the reduced surface (see Figure
S8). These maxima correspond to Lewis acidic sites likely
to interact with the electron lone pair on the C atom of
the CO molecule, which rationalizes why these sites are
the favored for CO interaction on the PY reconstructed
surfaces. Adsorption energies for other surface terminations
of Cu2O(111) are included in Table S1 for comparison.

Conclusion

The formation of CO2 at cryogenic temperatures, below
100 K, on a metal oxide without needing a metal nanoparticle
is striking. Our study shows that the oxygen atom at the
Cu4O clusters of the PY surface reconstruction are highly
reactive. The intrinsic reactivity of an oxygen atom on a
surface reconstruction that is seen here stands in contrast
to the peroxide intermediate required when oxidizing CO
on ceria.[8,42] These results indicate that oxide surfaces can
have highly reactive ensembles that could be dynamically
formed during a catalytic reaction. In this case, cryogenic
temperatures helped trap the formed CO2. Future studies will
investigate the feasibility of regenerating the PY surface for
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a complete catalytic cycle. An understanding that some local
surface ensembles of atoms are significantly more reactive
than others will help guide material design to favor their
formation.
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Bliem, M. Setvin, M. Schmid, U. Diebold, C. Franchini, G. S.
Parkinson, Sci. Adv. 2022, 8, eabn4580, https://doi.org/10.1126/
sciadv.abn4580.

[5] Y. Yao, J. Catal. 1974, 33, 108–122, https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-
9517(74)90250-4.

[6] T. Baidya, T. Murayama, S. Nellaiappan, N. K. Katiyar, P. Bera,
O. Safonova, M. Lin, K. R. Priolkar, S. Kundu, B. Srinivasa Rao,
P. Steiger, S. Sharma, K. Biswas, S. K. Pradhan, N. Lingaiah, K.
D. Malviya, M. Haruta, J. Phys. Chem. C 2019, 123, 19557–19571,
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.9b04136.

[7] S. Kanungo, J. Catal. 1979, 58, 419–435, https://doi.org/10.1016/
0021-9517(79)90280-X.

[8] P. G. Lustemberg, C. Yang, Y. Wang, M. V. Ganduglia-Pirovano,
C. Wöll, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2025, 147, 6958–6965, https://doi.org/
10.1021/jacs.4c17658.

[9] S. Nitopi, E. Bertheussen, S. B. Scott, X. Liu, A. K. Engstfeld,
S. Horch, B. Seger, I. E. L. Stephens, K. Chan, C. Hahn, J. K.
Nørskov, T. F. Jaramillo, I. Chorkendorff, Chem. Rev. 2019, 119,
7610–7672, https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.8b00705.

[10] J. Sun, J. Yu, Q. Ma, F. Meng, X. Wei, Y. Sun, N. Tsubaki, Sci.
Adv. 2018, 4, eaau3275, https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aau3275.

[11] A. Gloystein, N. Nilius, J. Goniakowski, C. Noguera, J. Phys.
Chem. C 2020, 124, 26937–26943, https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.
jpcc.0c09330.

[12] A. Gloystein, J. A. Creed, N. Nilius, J. Phys. Chem. C 2022, 126,
16834–16840, https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.2c04335.

[13] A. Gloystein, N. Nilius, C. Noguera, J. Goniakowski, J. Phys.
Condens. Matter 2021, 33, 484001.

[14] M. Soldemo, J. H. Stenlid, Z. Besharat, M. G. Yazdi, A. Önsten,
C. Leygraf, M. Göthelid, T. Brinck, J. Weissenrieder, J. Phys.
Chem. C 2016, 120, 4373–4381, https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.
5b11350.

[15] H. Tissot, C. Wang, J. H. Stenlid, T. Brinck, J. Weissenrieder, J.
Phys. Chem. C 2019, 123, 7696–7704, https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.
jpcc.8b05156.

[16] C. Wang, H. Tissot, C. Escudero, V. Pérez-Dieste, D. Stacchiola,
J. Weissenrieder, J. Phys. Chem. C 2018, 122, 28684–28691,
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.8b08494.

[17] L.-N. Wu, Z.-Y. Tian, W. Qin, Int. J. Chem. Kin. 2018, 50, 507–
514, https://doi.org/10.1002/kin.21176.

[18] A. Soon, T. Söhnel, H. Idriss, Surf. Sci. 2005, 579, 131–140,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2005.01.038.

[19] L. I. Bendavid, E. A. Carter, J. Phys. Chem. C 2013, 117, 26048–
26059, https://doi.org/10.1021/jp407468t.

Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2026, 65, e15673 (6 of 8) © 2025 The Author(s). Angewandte Chemie International Edition published by Wiley-VCH GmbH

 15213773, 2026, 1, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/anie.202515673 by Statens B

eredning, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [13/01/2026]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abc3183
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201101378
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201101378
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9517(89)90034-1
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.abn4580
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.abn4580
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9517(74)90250-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9517(74)90250-4
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.9b04136
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9517(79)90280-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9517(79)90280-X
https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.4c17658
https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.4c17658
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.8b00705
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aau3275
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.0c09330
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.0c09330
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.2c04335
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.5b11350
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.5b11350
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.8b05156
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.8b05156
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.8b08494
https://doi.org/10.1002/kin.21176
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2005.01.038
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp407468t


Research Article

[20] L.-N. Wu, Z.-Y. Tian, W. Qin, J. Phys. Chem. C 2018, 122, 16733–
16740, https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.8b03471.

[21] Y.-M. Liu, J.-T. Liu, S.-Z. Liu, J. Li, Z.-H. Gao, Z.-J. Zuo, W.
Huang, J. CO2 Util. 2017, 20, 59–65, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jcou.2017.05.005.

[22] Y. Gao, L. Zhang, A. J. F. van Hoof, E. J. M. Hensen, Appl. Catal.
2020, 602, 117712, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apcata.2020.117712.

[23] F. M. Hoffmann, Surf. Sci. Rep. 1983, 3, 107, https://doi.org/10.
1016/0167-5729(83)90001-8.

[24] D. Scarano, S. Bordiga, C. Lamberti, G. Spoto, G. Ricchiardi, A.
Zecchina, C. Otero Areán, Surf. Sci. 1998, 411, 272–285, https://
doi.org/10.1016/S0039-6028(98)00331-8.

[25] F. Xu, K. Mudiyanselage, A. E. Baber, M. Soldemo, J.
Weissenrieder, M. G. White, D. J. Stacchiola, J. Phys. Chem. C
2014, 118, 15902–15909, https://doi.org/10.1021/jp5050496.

[26] K. I. Hadjiivanov, G. N. Vayssilov, in Advances in Catalysis,
Academic Press 2002, pp. 307–511, Elsevier, https://doi.org/10.
1016/S0360-0564(02)47008-3.

[27] X. Lin, Y. Yoon, N. G. Petrik, Z. Li, Z.-T. Wang, V.-A. Glezakou,
B. D. Kay, I. Lyubinetsky, G. A. Kimmel, R. Rousseau, Z.
Dohnálek, J. Phys. Chem. C 2012, 116, 26322–26334, https://doi.
org/10.1021/jp308061j.

[28] J. Graciani, K. Mudiyanselage, F. Xu, A. E. Baber, J. Evans, S.
D. Senanayake, D. J. Stacchiola, P. Liu, J. Hrbek, J. F. Sanz, J. A.
Rodriguez, Science 2014, 345, 546–550, https://doi.org/10.1126/
science.1253057.

[29] Y. Wang, C. Wöll, Surf. Sci. 2009, 603, 1589–1599, https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.susc.2008.09.046.

[30] H. Noei, L. Jin, H. Qiu, M. Xu, Y. Gao, J. Zhao, M. Kauer, C.
Wöll, M. Muhler, Y. Wang, Phys. Status Solidi B 2013, 250, 1204–
1221.

[31] C. Wöll, ACS Catal. 2020, 10, 168–176.
[32] J. Gladh, H. Öberg, L. G. M. Pettersson, H. Öström, Surf. Sci.

2015, 633, 77–81, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2014.11.006.
[33] W. G. Roeterdink, J. F. M. Aarts, A. W. Kleyn, M. Bonn, J.

Phys. Chem. B 2004, 108, 14491–14496, https://doi.org/10.1021/
jp049212z.

[34] B. Eren, C. Heine, H. Bluhm, G. A. Somorjai, M. Salmeron, J.
Am. Chem. Soc. 2015, 137, 11186–11190, https://doi.org/10.1021/
jacs.5b07451.

[35] H. Tillborg, A. Nilsson, N. Mårtensson, J. Electron Spectrosc.
Relat. Phenom. 1993, 62, 73–93, https://doi.org/10.1016/0368-
2048(93)80007-9.

[36] B. Eren, L. Lichtenstein, C. H. Wu, H. Bluhm, G. A. Somorjai,
M. Salmeron, J. Phys. Chem. C 2015, 119, 14669–14674, https://
doi.org/10.1021/jp512831f.

[37] X. Deng, A. Verdaguer, T. Herranz, C. Weis, H. Bluhm, M.
Salmeron, Langmuir 2008, 24, 9474–9478, https://doi.org/10.
1021/la8011052.

[38] I. Waluyo, K. Mudiyanselage, F. Xu, W. An, P. Liu, J. A.
Boscoboinik, J. A. Rodriguez, D. J. Stacchiola, J. Phys. Chem.
C 2019, 123, 8057–8066, https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.8b07403.

[39] R. Lindsay, A. Gutiérrez-Sosa, G. Thornton, A. Ludviksson, S.
Parker, C. T. Campbell, Surf. Sci. 1999, 439, 131–138, https://doi.
org/10.1016/S0039-6028(99)00749-9.

[40] T. Brinck, J. H. Stenlid, Adv. Theory Simul. 2019, 2, 1800149.
[41] J. H. Stenlid, A. J. Johansson, T. Brinck, Phys. Chem.

Chem. Phys. 2019, 21, 17001–17009, https://doi.org/10.1039/
C9CP03099A.

[42] P. L. Tangpakonsab, A. Genest, G. S. Parkinson, G. Rupprechter,
Top. Catal. 2025, 68, 1857–1870, https://doi.org/10.1007/s11244-
025-02102-2.

[43] C. Wang, Y. Kong, M. Soldemo, Z. Wu, H. Tissot, B. Karagoz, K.
Marks, J. H. Stenlid, A. Shavorskiy, E. Kokkonen, S. Kaya, D. J.
Stacchiola, J. Weissenrieder, Chem. Mater. 2022, 34, 2313–2320,
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemmater.1c04137.

[44] C. N. Eads, J.-Q. Zhong, D. Kim, N. Akter, Z. Chen, A. M.
Norton, V. Lee, J. A. Kelber, M. Tsapatsis, J. A. Boscoboinik,
J. T. Sadowski, P. Zahl, X. Tong, D. J. Stacchiola, A. R. Head, S.
A. Tenney, AIP Adv. 2020, 10, 085109, https://doi.org/10.1063/5.
0006220.

[45] W. N. Hansen, Symp. Faraday Soc. 1970, 4, 27, https://doi.org/10.
1039/sf9700400027.

[46] J. A. Mielczarski, R. H. Yoon, J. Phys. Chem. 1989, 93, 2034–
2038, https://doi.org/10.1021/j100342a064.

[47] M. Buchholz, P. G. Weidler, F. Bebensee, A. Nefedov, C. Wöll,
Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2013, 16, 1672–1678, https://doi.org/10.
1039/C3CP54643H.

[48] P. L. Smith, M. C. E. Huber, W. H. Parkinson, Phys. Rev. A 1976,
13, 1422–1434, https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.13.1422.

[49] K. M. Bulanin, A. Yu Mikheleva, D. N. Shchepkin, A. V.
Rudakova, Opt. Spectrosc. 2022, 130, 248–256, https://doi.org/10.
1134/S0030400X2204004X.

[50] B.-Z. Sun, W.-K. Chen, Y.-J. Xu, J. Chem. Phys. 2009, 131,
174503, https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3251055.

[51] A. Bideau-Mehu, Y. Guern, R. Abjean, A. Johannin-Gilles,
Opt. Commun. 1973, 9, 432–434, https://doi.org/10.1016/0030-
4018(73)90289-7.

[52] H. Wu, N. Zhang, H. Wang, S. Hong, Chem. Phys. Lett. 2013,
568–569, 84–89, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cplett.2013.03.032.

[53] M. R. Querry, Optical constants, ADA158623, U.S. Army
Armament, Munitions, and Chemical Command, 1985, https://
apps.dtic.mil/sti/citations/ADA158623.

[54] A. Preobrajenski, A. Generalov, G. Öhrwall, M. Tchaplyguine,
H. Tarawneh, S. Appelfeller, E. Frampton, N. Walsh, J.
Synchrotron Rad. 2023, 30, 831–840, https://doi.org/10.1107/
S1600577523003429.

[55] R. Nyholm, J. N. Andersen, U. Johansson, B. N. Jensen, I.
Lindau, Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res. Sect. A 2001, 467–468,
520–524, https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(01)00399-0.

[56] C. J. Powell, A. Jablonski, NIST Electron Inelastic-Mean-Free-
Path Database 71, Version 1.1. Nat’l Std. Ref. Data Series (NIST
NSRDS), National Institute of Standards and Technology,
Gaithersburg, MD (accessed: January 2025).

[57] J. J. Yeh, I. Lindau, Data Nucl. 1985, 32, 1–155, https://doi.org/
10.1016/0092-640X(85)90016-6.

[58] O. Rosseler, M. Sleiman, V. N. Montesinos, A. Shavorskiy, V.
Keller, N. Keller, M. I. Litter, H. Bluhm, M. Salmeron, H.
Destaillats, J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 2013, 4, 536–541, https://doi.org/
10.1021/jz302119g.

[59] D. C. Grinter, P. Ferrer, F. Venturini, M. A. van Spronsen, A. I.
Large, S. Kumar, M. Jaugstetter, A. Iordachescu, A. Watts, S. L.
M. Schroeder, A. Kroner, F. Grillo, S. M. Francis, P. B. Webb,
M. Hand, A. Walters, M. Hillman, G. Held, J. Synchrotron Rad.
2024, 31, 578–589, https://doi.org/10.1107/S1600577524001346.

[60] A. Werner, H. D. Hochheimer, Phys. Rev. B 1982, 25, 5929–5934,
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.25.5929.

[61] S. S. Hafner, S. Nagel, Phys. Chem. Minerals 1983, 9, 19–22,
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00309465.

[62] In Non-Tetrahedrally Bonded Elements and Binary Compounds
I, Vol. 41C (Eds: O. Madelung, U. Rössler, M. Schulz), Springer-
Verlag, Berlin/Heidelberg 1998, pp. 1–3.

[63] G. Kresse, J. Hafner, Phys. Rev. B 1993, 47, 558–561, https://doi.
org/10.1103/PhysRevB.47.558.

[64] G. Kresse, J. Furthmüller, Comput. Mater. Sci. 1996, 6, 15–50,
https://doi.org/10.1016/0927-0256(96)00008-0.

[65] G. Kresse, J. Furthmüller, Phys. Rev. B 1996, 54, 11169–11186,
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.54.11169.

[66] J. P. Perdew, K. Burke, M. Ernzerhof, Phys. Rev. Lett. 1996, 77,
3865–3868, https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.3865.

[67] S. Grimme, J. Antony, S. Ehrlich, H. Krieg, J. Chem. Phys. 2010,
132, 154104, https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3382344.

Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2026, 65, e15673 (7 of 8) © 2025 The Author(s). Angewandte Chemie International Edition published by Wiley-VCH GmbH

 15213773, 2026, 1, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/anie.202515673 by Statens B

eredning, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [13/01/2026]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.8b03471
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcou.2017.05.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcou.2017.05.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apcata.2020.117712
https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-5729(83)90001-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-5729(83)90001-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0039-6028(98)00331-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0039-6028(98)00331-8
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp5050496
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0360-0564(02)47008-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0360-0564(02)47008-3
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp308061j
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp308061j
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1253057
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1253057
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2008.09.046
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2008.09.046
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2014.11.006
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp049212z
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp049212z
https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.5b07451
https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.5b07451
https://doi.org/10.1016/0368-2048(93)80007-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0368-2048(93)80007-9
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp512831f
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp512831f
https://doi.org/10.1021/la8011052
https://doi.org/10.1021/la8011052
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.8b07403
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0039-6028(99)00749-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0039-6028(99)00749-9
https://doi.org/10.1039/C9CP03099A
https://doi.org/10.1039/C9CP03099A
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11244-025-02102-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11244-025-02102-2
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemmater.1c04137
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0006220
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0006220
https://doi.org/10.1039/sf9700400027
https://doi.org/10.1039/sf9700400027
https://doi.org/10.1021/j100342a064
https://doi.org/10.1039/C3CP54643H
https://doi.org/10.1039/C3CP54643H
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.13.1422
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0030400X2204004X
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0030400X2204004X
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3251055
https://doi.org/10.1016/0030-4018(73)90289-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/0030-4018(73)90289-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cplett.2013.03.032
https://apps.dtic.mil/sti/citations/ADA158623
https://apps.dtic.mil/sti/citations/ADA158623
https://doi.org/10.1107/S1600577523003429
https://doi.org/10.1107/S1600577523003429
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(01)00399-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0092-640X(85)90016-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0092-640X(85)90016-6
https://doi.org/10.1021/jz302119g
https://doi.org/10.1021/jz302119g
https://doi.org/10.1107/S1600577524001346
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.25.5929
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00309465
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.47.558
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.47.558
https://doi.org/10.1016/0927-0256(96)00008-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.54.11169
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.3865
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3382344


Research Article

[68] S. Grimme, S. Ehrlich, L. Goerigk, J. Comput. Chem. 2011, 32,
1456–1465, https://doi.org/10.1002/jcc.21759.

[69] S. L. Dudarev, G. A. Botton, S. Y. Savrasov, C. J. Humphreys,
A. P. Sutton, Phys. Rev. B 1998, 57, 1505–1509, https://doi.org/
10.1103/PhysRevB.57.1505.

[70] K. Yu, E. A. Carter, J. Chem. Phys. 2014, 140, 121105, https://
doi.org/10.1063/1.4869718.

[71] P. E. Blöchl, Phys. Rev. B 1994, 50, 17953–17979.
[72] G. Kresse, D. Joubert, Phys. Rev. B 1999, 59, 1758–1775, https://

doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.59.1758.
[73] V. Wang, N. Xu, J.-C. Liu, G. Tang, W.-T. Geng, Comput. Phys.

Commun. 2021, 267, 108033, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2021.
108033.

[74] T. C. Allison, NIST-JANAF Thermochemical Tables – SRD 13,
version 1.0.2, National Institute of Standards and Technology,
USA 2013, https://doi.org/10.18434/T42S31.

[75] A. A. Peterson, F. Abild-Pedersen, F. Studt, J. Rossmeisl, J. K.
Nørskov, Energy Environ. Sci. 2010, 3, 1311, https://doi.org/10.
1039/c0ee00071j.

[76] J. Wellendorff, T. L. Silbaugh, D. Garcia-Pintos, J. K. Nørskov,
T. Bligaard, F. Studt, C. T. Campbell, Surf. Sci. 2015, 640, 36–44,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2015.03.023.

[77] J. Vickerman, J. Catal. 1981, 71, 175–191, https://doi.org/10.1016/
0021-9517(81)90213-X.

[78] B. J. Hinch, L. H. Dubois, Chem. Phys. Lett. 1990, 171, 131–135,
https://doi.org/10.1016/0009-2614(90)80063-J.

[79] D. F. Cox, K. H. Schulz, Surf. Sci. 1991, 249, 138–148, https://doi.
org/10.1016/0039-6028(91)90839-K.

[80] G. Henkelman, B. P. Uberuaga, H. Jónsson, J. Chem. Phys. 2000,
113, 9901–9904, https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1329672.

[81] J. Halldin Stenlid, F. Abild-Pedersen, J. Phys. Chem. C 2024, 128,
4544–4558, https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.3c08512.

[82] K. Momma, F. Izumi, J. Appl. Cryst. 2008, 41, 653–658, https://
doi.org/10.1107/S0021889808012016.

[83] G. Henkelman, A. Arnaldsson, H. Jónsson, Comput. Mater.
Sci. 2006, 36, 354–360, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2005.
04.010.

[84] K. T. Winther, M. J. Hoffmann, J. R. Boes, O. Mamun, M.
Bajdich, T. Bligaard, Sci. Data 2019, 6, 75.

Manuscript received: July 17, 2025
Revised manuscript received: October 27, 2025
Manuscript accepted: October 28, 2025
Version of record online: November 10, 2025

Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2026, 65, e15673 (8 of 8) © 2025 The Author(s). Angewandte Chemie International Edition published by Wiley-VCH GmbH

 15213773, 2026, 1, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/anie.202515673 by Statens B

eredning, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [13/01/2026]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.1002/jcc.21759
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.57.1505
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.57.1505
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4869718
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4869718
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.59.1758
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.59.1758
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2021.108033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2021.108033
https://doi.org/10.18434/T42S31
https://doi.org/10.1039/c0ee00071j
https://doi.org/10.1039/c0ee00071j
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2015.03.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9517(81)90213-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9517(81)90213-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0009-2614(90)80063-J
https://doi.org/10.1016/0039-6028(91)90839-K
https://doi.org/10.1016/0039-6028(91)90839-K
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1329672
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.3c08512
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0021889808012016
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0021889808012016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2005.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2005.04.010

	Cryogenic Carbon Monoxide Oxidation on Cuprous Oxide
	 Introduction
	 Results and Discussion
	 CO2 Formation from CO and Surface Oxygen Atoms
	 Adsorbate Desorption Behavior
	 Calculated Adsorption Energies and Geometries

	 Conclusion
	 Supporting Information
	 Acknowledgements
	 Conflict of Interests
	 Data Availability Statement



