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ABSTRACT: Polymer recycling must accelerate to limit ever-
growing wastes and carbon dioxide emissions. Polymer chemical
recycling to monomer enables multiple closed recycling loops,
tackling the material and property losses endemic to mechanical
recycling. Polyesters and polycarbonates, derived from 6- and 7-
membered heterocycles, are leading sustainable materials produced
by equilibrium polymerizations that can be reversed for selective
and efficient chemical recycling to monomer. A systematic
understanding of the depolymerization kinetic and thermodynamic
structure-recycling relationships is needed; in particular, studies
should focus on the low-energy and minimal-chemical additive
conditions required for any larger-scale processes. Here, the depolymerization kinetic parameters, including rate constants and
transition state energy barriers, are measured for a systematic series of leading aliphatic polyesters and polycarbonates. These
recycling experiments are conducted under common conditions using neat polymer melts, at temperatures from 90 to 190 °C and
with low loadings (1:100−1000) of a fast, selective, and commercial zinc(II)bis(2-ethylhexanoate) catalyst. The systematic kinetic
measurements quantify the influences of different repeat units, substituents, and end-group chemistries on the recycling process. All
the polymers conform to a linear free energy relationship between the depolymerization kinetic (ΔGd

⧧) and thermodynamic (ΔGd)
energy differences. The discovery of recycling catalysis linear free energy relationships allows for the rational selection of the lowest
temperature (and energy) recycling conditions, operable using neat polymers, to deliver both high monomer conversions and rates.
The quantified structure-recycling relationships are also used to efficiently and selectively separate mixtures of structurally similar
polymers by their quantitative chemical recycling into pure monomers.

■ INTRODUCTION

Improving polymer sustainability is a very important scientific
challenge with recent studies highlighting the combined threats
to us all of mismanaged plastic wastes and the ever-growing
carbon dioxide emissions across polymer lifecycles.1−4 Since
the majority of these CO2 emissions arise during raw material
and polymer manufacturing life-cycle stages, one very
important waste mitigation strategy is to implement fast,
efficient and selective closed-loop polymer recycling. Polymer
chemical recycling to monomer is particularly valuable since it
tackles the material losses and property degradation which
challenge mechanical recycling.5,6 Efficient chemical recycling
to monomer could help to limit virgin monomer production,
preserve the material embedded energy and cut greenhouse gas
emissions.7,8

Selecting both the right polymer chemistries and recycling
conditions for chemical recycling is currently somewhat
empirical and driven by polymerization thermodynamic data.
The chemical recycling conditions are identified by reversing
those used for polymerizations so as to favor chain
depolymerization.9 Thermodynamically, polymerization is
almost always driven by an enthalpy gain (ΔHp < 0) and is
entropically disfavored (ΔSp < 0).10 Understanding the

reaction thermodynamics helps explain why current aliphatic
hydrocarbon polymers (polyolefins) are poorly suited to
chemical recycling to monomer; such chemistries have very
high ceiling temperatures, i.e. the minimum temperature at
which depolymerization is thermodynamically feasible.11,12 For
example, recent reports of polyethylene thermolysis required
temperatures >500 °C, and resulted in poor selectivity yielding
just 25 wt % ethene, with the remaining products being other
hydrocarbons, gases, wax and char.13 In comparison, aliphatic
polyesters and polycarbonates are already commercially
manufactured using equilibrium polymerizations and, hence,
depolymerization should be thermodynamically feasible at
much lower temperatures, typically from 100 to 350 °C.14

Polymers made from 6 and 7-membered monocyclic esters/
carbonates are particularly interesting since several monomers
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are already commercialized and biobased, their properties
match those of conventional hydrocarbon polymers and their
thermodynamics should favor chemical recycling to cyclic
monomers.15−17 Their polymerization/depolymerization equi-
libria are understood to depend empirically on the monomer
ring size. Generally, 6-membered monocyclic rings have more
favorable depolymerization equilibria than analogous 7-
membered structures.10 In such heterocycles, monomer-
substituents and their positions also impact the polymer/
monomer thermodynamics, generally more substituents
stabilize the monomers (i.e., promote depolymerization).18

Chen and co-workers have been especially interested in
exploiting such polymerization/depolymerization equilibria to
produce high-performance, chemically recyclable polyesters
that have equivalent or better properties than current plastics
such as polyethylene and polypropylene.19 They showed that
poly(δ-valerolactone) (PVL, PE-6a, Figure 1),20 and its
substituted derivatives,21,22 have tensile mechanical properties

equivalent to both high and low density polyethylene grades
but in contrast these polyesters can be chemically recycled to
monomer (recycling: 90−150 °C, ZnCl2 catalyst). Cai, Zhu
and co-workers developed poly(ε-caprolactones) (PCL, PE-
7a) that exhibit toughness and ductility comparable to isotactic
polypropylene but are chemically recyclable (recycling: 0.02 M
PCL, toluene, 140 °C, 2 mol % Zn catalyst).23 Hillmyer and
co-workers pioneered block polyester thermoplastic elastomers
showing thermal-mechanical properties equivalent to those of
polyolefin or polystyrene elastomers.24 The same team also
showed related systems can act as degradable adhesives.25

Coates and Chen independently reported upon substituted γ-
butyrolactones which show mechanical toughness comparable
to polyethylene and polypropylene but with improved
recyclability (recycling: 200−250 °C, 1−5 wt % catalyst).26,27

Aliphatic polycarbonates also show mechanical properties
similar to polyethylene and polystyrene,28,29 and, in block
polymers, are as tough and resilient as vulcanized rubber-,

Figure 1. (a) Schematic illustrating the kinetic (ΔGd
⧧) and thermodynamic (ΔGd) barriers to polymer depolymerization. (b) The structures of the

catalyst (zinc bis(2-ethyl hexanoate), Zn(Oct)2) and polymers (all chains are dihydroxyl end-capped); blue shading identifies substitutes for
polyolefin plastics while purple shading identifies replacements for elastomers. Typical thermodynamic yields, from depolymerizations, are shown in
brackets (further details in the Supporting Information (SI)).
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urethane- and olefin-elastomers with wide operating temper-
atures.30 In addition to these academic studies, the commercial
production of these polyesters and carbonates continues to
accelerate and their range of products have moved beyond
packaging into other sectors. As the above literature examples
demonstrate, despite the significant promise of these materials
the recycling investigations tend to be conducted under
different conditions. This prevents easy comparisons and limits
any quantitative understanding of structure-recycling perform-
ance relationships. This study aims to systematically investigate
and compare the catalyzed chemical recycling of these leading
aliphatic polyesters and polycarbonates.
While understanding the thermodynamics of depolymeriza-

tion provides an excellent starting point for designing chemical
recycling processes it is also essential to quantify their kinetic
parameters. In the literature, recycling conditions are often
selected on the basis of the depolymerization thermodynamics,
i.e., using very dilute polymer solutions in carefully selected
organic solvents, which requires high catalyst loadings and
complicates monomer separations.31−36 On the other hand,
many large-scale chemical processes are operated under
kinetically, not thermodynamically, optimal conditions, for
example the Haber Bosch ammonia process or methanol
synthesis catalysis.37,38 It is also important to select recycling
conditions to minimize energy and external chemical usage.
Accordingly, the most effective recycling processes should
apply neat polymers, limit any solvent use, operate at the
lowest temperatures to achieve the highest monomer
conversions and rates, use low catalyst loadings and exploit
external stimuli (gas flow/vacuum) to drive depolymerization
equilibria since the monomers are almost always more volatile
than polymers.39−42 The polymer structure-recycling inves-
tigation in this work will apply such scalable conditions
targeting efficient and selective recycling at the lowest possible
temperature (energy input).
In recycling catalysis, there is no prior investigation or

reporting of how the depolymerization thermodynamics might
correlate with the process kinetics.43 In other fields of
chemistry, these parameters can be correlated through linear
free energy relationships. In such circumstances, the rate of the
chemical transformation, i.e., the rate constant or transition
state Gibb’s free energy, is quantitatively correlated to a
thermodynamic parameter, i.e., the equilibrium constant or the
process Gibb’s free energy, via Hammett-type or Evans-Bell-
Polanyi relationships.44−46 So far, there are not yet any
investigations into polymer recycling kinetic-thermodynamic
relationships. Nonetheless, uncovering such relationships
should both accelerate recycling reactions and help guide
future material selection. For heterocycle ring-opening
polymerizations, there are very few examples of kinetic-
thermodynamic relationships and all examples are catalyst
dependent. For instance, Duda, Kobayashi and co-workers
showed that the Zn(II) 2-ethylhexanoate (Zn(Oct)2) catalyzed
polymerization of 6-membered δ-valerolactone (6a, in this
work) was significantly faster than the equivalent 7-membered
ring, ε-caprolactone (7a, in this work), and other larger ring-
size monomers.47 Using lipase catalysts for polymerizations of
the same monomers showed exactly the opposite trend, i.e., the
larger ring-monomers polymerized faster than smaller ones.48

In other fields of polymer chemistry, linear free energy
relationships have been observed in the anionic polymerization
of styrene,49 various acrylate free radical polymerizations,50 and

in acrylate atom transfer radical polymerizations but have not
been related to recycling reactions.51

Here, a series of leading aliphatic polyesters and
polycarbonates were selected for the first investigation of
polymer recycling catalysis structure-performance relationships
(Figure 1) and linear free energy analysis. The series is
designed to investigate influences of polymer repeat unit,
substituent and end-group chemistry upon depolymerization
kinetics. The polymers all feature 6- and 7-atom ester or
carbonate linkages; polyesters are named PE-6 and PE-7 and
polycarbonates are PC-6, letters denote substituent positions.
Within the series, these materials have variable polymerization
equilibrium constants (Table S1). By systematically varying the
depolymerization equilibrium constant of the polymer
substrate, and measuring their depolymerization rate, the
study aims to uncover potential correlations between the rate
and equilibrium position of depolymerization. Importantly, the
properties of the polymers match those of current hydrocarbon
plastics and elastomers�i.e., they are/could be future
replacement materials.20,23,24,30 Several polymers and mono-
mers are already commercialized products and others could be
bioderived.15 The academic interest, commercial production
volumes and applications for these polymers are fast-growing
which underscores the need for an intellectual rationale for
their chemical recycling. Importantly, to limit future green-
house gas emissions, all these polymer recycling processes are
thermodynamically feasible at much lower temperatures
(>200−300 °C lower) than current hydrocarbon polymers.

■ RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

All polymers were synthesized via 6- or 7-membered cyclic
ester/carbonate ring-opening polymerization (PE-6, PE-7 or
PC-6 series, Table S2). All polymers are dihydroxy terminated
(initiated from diols), with degrees of polymerization of ca
100, as evidenced using 1H NMR spectroscopy and size
exclusion chromatography (SEC). The residual polymerization
catalysts were carefully removed by repeat precipitations and
purifications (see SI for details). Thermogravimetric analysis
(TGA) showed that all polymers are stable to temperatures
>200 °C, consistent with effective polymerization catalyst
removal. The polymers are grouped by substituents: PE-6a,
PE-7a, and PC-6a are unsubstituted, PE-6b, PE-7b, and PC-
6b have ‘midchain’ methyl substituents (2 atoms from the acyl
oxygen for PE-6b and PE-7b, and one atom for PC-6b), PE-
6c, PE-7c, and PC-6c have methyl groups adjacent to an acyl
oxygen. The recycling catalyst zinc bis(2-ethylhexanoate)
(Zn(Oct)2) was selected because of the strong precedent for
zinc complexes in efficient oxygenated polymer depolymeriza-
tions.42,52,53 Additional benefits of Zn(Oct)2 are that it is
commercial, inexpensive, colorless, soluble in the polymer melt
and stable to high temperature. To establish low-energy
recycling test conditions, depolymerizations were conducted
systematically using neat polymer films, containing 1:100−
1:1000 Zn(Oct)2:polymer repeat unit loadings. These
polymer/catalyst films were heated, inside round bottomed
flasks, at constant temperatures, from 130 to 190 °C, under
dynamic vacuum (1−20 mbar). Under these catalyzed
recycling conditions, the polymers were selectively transformed
into their respective lactones or cyclic carbonates with very
high selectivity (>99% in all cases). The monomers were
isolated in excellent yields (>50−99%) and high purity
(>90%), as determined by 1H NMR spectroscopy and GC-
MS, respectively (Table S3, Figures S2−S26). To demonstrate
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that the isolated monomers could be used to reform equivalent
polymers, 6a was repolymerized to form PE-6a of slightly
higher molar mass, with near identical thermal properties
(Figures S27−29).

Depolymerization Kinetics. Having established that
Zn(Oct)2 is a highly effective polyester depolymerization
catalyst, we next sought to understand the recycling
chemistries under common conditions. The depolymerization
kinetics were investigated using an iso-thermal recycling
methodology reported previously,40,42 whereby conversion vs
time data is continually monitored using a TGA instrument
equipped with an in-line IR spectrometer to characterize
products. All polymers were studied using the TGA method
and shown to exhibit similar behavior. As a representative
example, the depolymerization of PE-6a will be discussed in
detail. Accordingly, the polymer film comprising 1:1000
loading of Zn(Oct)2:PE-6a (poly(δ-valerolactone)) was

heated at 130 °C, with a nitrogen gas flow of 25 mL min−1,
and the mass loss vs. time data monitored. The reaction
resulted in quantitative PE-6a depolymerization to its cyclic
ester 6a in 20 min, with the maximum depolymerization rate
occurring at ∼30% mass loss. Under these conditions, the
polymer chemical recycling activity or turnover frequency
(TOF, at 30% conversion) is very high at 7000 h−1 (Figure
S30, Table S4). In-line FTIR spectroscopy confirmed the
selective formation of only the desired monomer 6a (Figure
S31). Using a TGA instrument for these measurements
assumes that the mass loss rate correlates with the
depolymerization rate. It is important that the depolymeriza-
tion rates occur more slowly than other physical processes
required for effective recycling, i.e., diffusion of the monomer
through the film and monomer volatilization must be faster
than monomer formation. As test reactions, the mass loss rates
from films of only the monomer, 6a, and of monomer/polymer

Figure 2. (a) Proposed mechanism for the Zn(Oct)2-catalyzed depolymerization of aliphatic polyesters. (b) Chemical recycling of neat polymer
catalyst films to monomers. (bi) Plots of conversion (where conversion = 1 − mpolymer,t/mpolymer,0) vs time and sigmoidal fits. Recycling conditions:
Zn(Oct)2 (at 1:1000, [catalyst]0: [PE-6a]0 or [PE-6b]0 repeat unit, and 1:100 catalyst: [PE-6c]0 or [PE-6d]0 repeat unit), at 130 °C, N2 flow = 25
mL min−1. (bii) FTIR spectra comparing the PE-6c recycled product and a pure sample of the lactone, 6c. (c) Depolymerization rate constants for
recycling in neat polymer films, at 130 °C, catalyzed by Zn(Oct)2 and N2 flow 25 mL min

−1. [Zn(Oct)2]0: [polymer]0 = 1:1000−1:100 (see Table
S19). Rate = kd2[Zn(Oct)2]0 where kd = kobs/(2[Zn(Oct)2]0).
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mixtures, 6a/PE-6a, were measured (Figure S30 and Table
S4). The volatilization and diffusion rates for 6a are
considerably (3−20×) faster than the equivalent rates
measured for the catalyzed PE-6a depolymerizations. Thus,
the rates of depolymerization can be properly measured using
the TGA instrument, with minimal contributions from other
physical processes.
To appropriately model the depolymerization kinetics, it is

helpful to consider how the polymer:catalyst film evolves
during the recycling. Thus, a series of films comprising PE-6a
and cobalt(II) bis(2-ethylhexanoate) Co(Oct)2, at 1:100,
[Co(Oct)2]0:[PE-6a repeat unit]0, were depolymerized using
the TGA procedures. The experiments were stopped (by
opening the pan to air) at regular 20% mass loss intervals, and
the pan contents were photographed. The cobalt(II) catalyst
was chosen since it shows nearly equivalent rates to Zn(Oct)2
(Table S4) but it is highly colored providing a visible marker of
the film edge (volume). Qualitatively, the photographs reveal
that the polymer films remain intact throughout the
depolymerization but as the recycling progresses the films
contract which should increase the local catalyst concentration;
such a variable catalyst concentration is expected since the
monomer is continually removed throughout the depolymeri-
zation (Figure S32). To account for the increased catalyst
concentration, sigmoidal functions were used to fit the mass
loss vs time data for the PE-6a depolymerization (1:1000,
Zn(Oct)2:PE-6a, at 130 °C Figure S33). Such sigmoidal
functions are most appropriate to model the kinetics for
reactions with variable (increasing) catalyst concentration, e.g.,
autocatalysis.54,55 The kinetic model shows an excellent fit to
the experimental Zn(II) catalyzed polymer recycling data (R2 >
0.99). Next, the PE-6a catalyzed depolymerization was
monitored at reaction temperatures between 100 and 140 °C
(Figure S33). Using Friedman isoconversional analysis, the
activation energy, Ea, was estimated at intervals of 10%
polymer conversion by taking the gradient of plots of ln of the
time taken to reach the conversion interval vs reciprocal
temperature (Figure S34 and Table S5).56 The average Ea was
determined to be +65.7 ± 1.7 kJ mol−1 with a standard
deviation of <3%. This variation is well within ±10%,
indicating that the depolymerization can be effectively
modeled using a single process, and suggesting influences of
changing polymer molar mass and viscosity appear to have
minimal effect on the depolymerization rate during the
reaction.54 Across this temperature range, the experimental
data also all fit very well to the sigmoidal kinetic model (R2 >
0.99, Figure S33). The resulting rate constants, measured at
the maximum rate (see SI for details) were used to determine
recycling catalyst activation energies, via Arrhenius analysis;
the depolymerization activation energy is identical to values
calculated using Friedman iso-conversion analysis and very
close to literature values reported for similar polymers and
catalysts (Figure S35, Tables S6 and S7).56 Thus, the sigmoidal
kinetic method should enable determination and comparison
of depolymerization rates over a range of different conditions.
Depolymerization reactions may occur via two general types

of pathway: catalysis occurring from the polymer chain-end, in
which monomer extrudes from an active catalyst-chain-end
group, or via random polymer chain-scission reactions, where
the monomer is formed at any position along the polymer
chain. To distinguish between these two mechanisms, a sample
of PE-7b featuring acetyl end-groups was prepared (PE-7b-
OAc). These ester end-capped samples were subjected to the

same depolymerization conditions used for the equivalent
dihydroxyl end-capped polyesters (1:100, Zn(Oct)2:[PE-7b-
OAc], 130 °C). Over 1 h, there was negligible depolymeriza-
tion of the acetyl-sample (<5% mass loss) whereas the
hydroxyl-end-capped polymer PE-7b showed >95% mass loss
over the same time scale (Figure S36).
These results suggest that most recycling catalysis occurs via

a polymer chain-end mechanism. They also indicate that the
catalyst reacts rapidly with the polymer hydroxyl end-groups to
form the zinc alkoxide active species: these initiation reactions
likely occur faster than depolymerization as initiation with
Zn(Oct)2 is known to occur quickly at temperatures of 80
°C.57 The depolymerization is proposed to follow a series of
sequential reactions whereby the polymer chain-end zinc
alkoxide undergoes intramolecular transesterification to
extrude the lactone monomers and reform, after every lactone
release, a polymer chain-shortened Zn-alkoxide species (Figure
2a). There are clear parallels between the proposed
depolymerization mechanism and the coordination−insertion
mechanism for lactone ring-opening polymerization catalysis.
Indeed, the initiation reaction (formation of the polymer−O-
Zn active site) is the same as that known for Zn(Oct)2, and
other metal bis(2-ethylhexanoate), catalysts in lactide or other
cyclic ester ring-opening polymerizations.58,59 To investigate
the order in catalyst concentration, PE-7b, poly(4-methyl-ε-
caprolactone), was selected since it shows intermediate rates
within the series of polymers (Table S20). As such, it should
enable accurate depolymerization rate measurements, at 130
°C, over a wide range of catalyst concentrations. In these
experiments, the loading of Zn(Oct)2, in the films with PE-7b,
was varied by a factor of 10, from 1:100 to 1:1000
[Zn(Oct)2]0:[PE-7b repeat units]0, [Zn(Oct)2]0 = 7.80 ×
10−3−7.80 × 10−2 M). As expected, at lower catalyst loadings
the recycling occurred with slower rates. The plot of ln(kobs) vs
ln(catalyst concentration) has a gradient ≈ 1, indicating that
the depolymerization reaction is first order with respect to
catalyst concentration, i.e., kobs = kd′[Zn(Oct)2]0 (Table S8,
Figures S37−S39). Assuming the same rate law should apply
to all the polymers enables quantified comparisons of their
depolymerization rates.
The series of 8 polyesters (PE-6a-d and PE-7a-d) and 3

polycarbonates (PC-6a-c) were all assessed for catalyzed
chemical recycling to lactone or cyclic carbonate. In all
experiments, the Zn:polymer loadings were in the range
1:100−1:1000 and temperatures were all 130 °C, with N2
flows of 25 mL min−1. The recycling temperature of 130 °C
was chosen to ensure that all reactions were conducted at
temperatures at least >30 °C above the Tg or Tm of the
polymers. All the polymers were effectively and highly
selectively recycled to their monomers, with kinetic fits
showing excellent correlations with the experimental data (R2

> 0.99, Figure 2bi, Tables S9−S19, Figures S40−S50). The
reaction products were all analyzed using in-line FTIR
spectroscopy which confirmed the selective formation of only
the monomers, i.e., lactones or cyclic carbonates (Figure 2bii,
Figures S51−S60).
The recycling rates, as assessed by both the depolymeriza-

tion rate constant and point-activity values (TOF), are clearly
influenced by the polymer structure (Figure 2c). This is
consistent with each polymer forming a different type of zinc-
alkoxide (catalyst-polymer) active site. Polyesters with 6-atom
repeat units, PE-6 series, all depolymerized fastest, followed by
the 6-repeat unit polycarbonates, PC-6 series, and the 7-repeat
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unit polyesters, PE-7 series, depolymerizing the slowest. For
example, under comparable conditions, the polyester PE-6a

(PVL) has a recycling activity of 7000 h−1 while the analogous
polycarbonate, PC-6a (poly(trimethylene carbonate), PTMC)
shows an activity of 400 h−1 and the related polyester PE-7a

(PCL) shows an activity of just 60 h−1. Polymers featuring
midchain methyl substituents (PE-6b, PE-7b, and PC-6b),
depolymerize faster than analogous polymers without the

substituents, under equivalent conditions. This effect is clearly
demonstrated by comparing the recycling activity for the
polyester PE-6b with its TOF of 15,900 h−1 vs the TOF of
7000 h−1 for unsubstituted PE-6a. The position of the methyl
substituent is important since polymers featuring methyl, or
alkyl, substituents adjacent to the acyl oxygen (of the ester
repeat unit), rather than midchain, show slower recycling rates
than those without substituents. This effect is clearly

Figure 3. (a) Chemical recycling rate data for catalyzed depolymerization of PE-7b to 7b at temperatures from 120 to 160 °C (conditions:
[Zn(Oct)2]0:[PE-7b]0 = 1:100). Data are collected in triplicate and in each case are fit using the sigmoidal function (for rate constants, see Table
S14). (b) Plot of ln(kd/T) vs 1/T for the PE-7b recycling. The data was linearly fit and used to determine kinetic barriers, i.e., ΔHd

⧧, ΔSd
⧧, and

ΔGd
⧧ (reactions repeated in triplicate; the errors are determined as the standard deviations of the mean). (c) Plot showing the change in rate

constant at 130 °C, kd (×10
−4 mol−1 dm3 s−1), across the polymer series on a log scale. (d) Plot illustrating the experimentally determined kinetic

transition state barriers at 130 °C; ΔGd
⧧ determined from Eyring analysis for each of the polymers used in this study, see Table S21.
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demonstrated by comparing the TOF values for methyl-
substituted PE-6c, TOF = 370 h−1 under equivalent conditions
to the unsubstituted polyester PE-6a, TOF = 7000 h−1.
Comparing the recycling (depolymerization) rate constants to
the systematic changes to the polymer structures reveals
several general trends (Table S20). (1) Changing the repeat
unit from 7- to 6- atoms, with all other features remaining
constant, increases the depolymerization rates by a factor of
∼100. (2) Changing the repeat chemistry from carbonate to
ester increases the depolymerization rates by a factor of ∼25.
(3) Polymers featuring ‘midchain’ substituents show faster
depolymerization rates than those without any substituents by
a factor of ∼5. (4) Polymers featuring alkyl substituents
adjacent to the acyl oxygen in the repeat unit show slower
rates, by a factor of ∼10 (∼20 for larger alkyl substituents),
compared to those without any substituents. A key implication
of these differences in rate is that where polymers show
otherwise similar physical-chemical properties, it would be
beneficial to select chemistries resulting in faster recycling. It
may also be feasible to exploit these structure-recycling
relationships to enable reactive recycling as a method to
sort/separate structurally similar polymers.

Polymer Structure-Recycling Rate Relationships. The
kinetic depolymerization barriers were next evaluated using
Eyring analysis. For each polymer, the depolymerization rate
constant was determined at five temperatures between 90 and
190 °C, using [Zn(Oct)2]0:[Polymer]0 = 1:100−1:1000

(Figure 3a, Tables S6, S9−S19). Plots of ln(kd/T) vs reciprocal
temperature (1/T) enabled determination of depolymerization
transition-state (kinetic) enthalpy (ΔHd

⧧, gradient), entropy
(ΔSd

⧧, y-intercept) and free energy barriers (ΔGd
⧧, Figure 3b,

Table S21, Figures S61−74). For all the polymer recycling
reactions, the transition state enthalpy barrier, ΔHd

⧧, is
positive and the entropy barrier, ΔSd

⧧, is negative. Considering
the depolymerization pathway, the enthalpy barrier should
relate to the nucleophilicity of the Zn-alkoxide(polymer) and/
or electrophilicity of the polymer carbonyl group.
The entropy barrier arises because the transition state, to

cyclic monomer formation, requires the polymer chain to be
arranged into a pseudocyclic structure (preordering of the
transition state). Based on experimental evidence, it is not
possible to conclusively identify the rate determining-step.
However, it is tentatively proposed that the large entropy
values across the series are potentially consistent with a ‘late’
transition state,41 i.e., a significant polymer-catalyst conforma-
tional change likely occurs between the resting state and rate-
determining steps in the catalytic cycle. Finally, as expected
from the Eyring equation, it is emphasized that the recycling
rates differ from 1 to ∼10,000×, despite relatively small
differences between the transition state free energy values,
ΔGd

⧧ (Figure 3c,d).
Polyesters with 6-Atom vs 7-Atom Linkers. In general,

the kinetic barriers, as assessed by the transition-state free-
energy difference, ΔGd

⧧, for the 6-atom polyester, PE-6 series,

Table 1. Kinetic Recycling Barriers, ΔH
⧧, ΔS

⧧, and ΔG
⧧, Determined from Eyring Analysisa

entry polymer ΔH⧧b (kJ mol−1) ΔS⧧c (J mol−1) ΔG⧧d (kJ mol−1) kd (×10
−4 mol−1 s−1 dm3)

1 PE-6a 62 ± 5 −111 ± 15 107 ± 8 1300

2 PE-6b 77 ± 7 −63 ± 9 102 ± 8 5500

3 PE-6c 82 ± 7 −85 ± 14 116 ± 9 96

4 PE-6d 96 ± 6 −53 ± 5 118 ± 6 56

5 PE-7a 71 ± 5 −128 ± 24 123 ± 11 16

6 PE-7b 81 ± 3 −93 ± 7 118 ± 4 51

7 PE-7c 78 ± 3 −127 ± 13 129 ± 6 1.4

8 PE-7d 78 ± 4 −133 ± 21 132 ± 10 0.65

9 PC-6a 96 ± 2 −55 ± 5 118 ± 2 48

10 PC-6b 88 ± 3 −62 ± 8 113 ± 4 47

11 PC-6c 87 ± 3 −67 ± 7 114 ± 3 180
aFor further information, see Table S21, Figures S61−S74. bΔH⧧ = −m × 8.314. cΔS⧧ = 8.314 (c − ln kb/h) where kb = Boltzmann constant, h =
Planck constant. dΔG⧧ = ΔH⧧ − 403.14 × ΔS⧧.

Figure 4. Comparisons of transition state barriers for the PE-6 (orange) and PE-7 (purple) polyester series. (a) illustrates the entropy barriers,
ΔSd

⧧ for the analogous 6- and 7-atom repeat unit polyesters and (b) illustrates the enthalpy barriers, ΔHd
⧧ for the same 6- and 7-atom repeat unit

polyesters.
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were ∼15 kJ mol−1 lower than for the same materials featuring
7-atom repeat units, PE-7s, consistent with their faster
recycling (Table 1, entries 1−8. Figure 3c). For example,
PE-6b depolymerizes around ∼100× faster than PE-7b, at 130
°C, with a kinetic barrier difference of 16 kJ mol−1.
Examining the kinetic data reveals that the transition state

barrier difference arises from a lower entropy penalty
associated with cyclic monomer formation from the PE-6
series. Notably all these 6-atom repeat unit polyesters have
lower ΔSd

⧧ values compared with analogous PE-7 structures
(Figure 4a). The data are interpreted by a reduced transition
state preordering when forming a 6- vs 7-membered lactone.

Polycarbonates vs Polyesters. Comparing the polyester
and carbonate series, PE-6 vs PC-6, reveals depolymerization

transition state barriers which are ∼11 kJ mol−1 lower for the
former, i.e., the polyesters have faster depolymerization rates.
Comparison of the specific data for PE-6a (PVL) and PC-6a
(PTMC) suggests the lower barrier for the polyesters stems
from changes to the transition state enthalpy, ΔHd

⧧ which are
lower for the esters vs carbonates (96 kJ mol−1 vs 62 kJ mol−1,
Figure S73, Table 1, entries 1 and 9). This transition state
enthalpy difference is tentatively attributed to the higher
electrophilicity of the ester groups (carbonyls) compared with
the equivalent carbonate carbonyl group.

Primary vs Secondary Alkoxides. The position of the
methyl (or other alkyl) substituent also significantly impacts
the recycling kinetics. For both the 6- and 7-atom polyester
PE-6 and PE-7 families, methyl substituents adjacent to the

Figure 5. Correlations of catalyzed chemical recycling thermodynamic and kinetic parameters, resulting in clear linear free energy relationships. (a)
Schematic illustrating primary and secondary hydroxyl chain-ends. (b) Plots of the depolymerization rate constant, kd, vs the depolymerization
equilibrium constant, Kd at 130 °C for PE-6a, PE-6b, PE-7a, PE-7b, and PC-6b; reactions conducted at [Zn(Oct)2]0: [polymer]0, 1:1000. (ci)
Plots of recycling activity, as assessed by TOF, against temperature for PE-6a and PE-7a. (cii) Schematic illustrating the measured kinetic and
thermodynamic parameters, ΔGd

⧧ and ΔGd at 130 °C for poly(ε-caprolactone), PE-7a, and poly(δ-valerolactone), PE-6a. (d) Plot of the
depolymerization rate constant, kd vs the depolymerization equilibrium constant Kd at 130 °C for all polymers in this study. N.B. an additional
sample, polylactide (racemic), is included in this data set.
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acyl oxygen increase the overall transition state barriers by
around 6−9 kJ mol−1. For example, at 130 °C, unsubstituted
PE-6a depolymerizes ca 10 × faster than methyl substituted
PE-6c and shows a 9 kJ mol−1 lower barrier. The difference is
attributed to changing the steric hindrance of the (de)-
propagating alkoxide, i.e., formation of a secondary (methyl-
substituted) rather than primary (unsubstituted) zinc-alkoxide
nucleophile. The hypothesis is supported by higher ΔHd

⧧

values for PE-6a than PE-6c (62 kJ mol−1 vs 82 kJ mol−1,
Figure 4b, Table 1 entries 1 and 3). Larger alkyl substituents at
this position also further increase the transition state barrier
(and thereby decrease the rate). It is noted that PC-6a/PC-6c
do not follow this trend likely because PC-6c contains mixed
primary and secondary chain-ends which dilute the impact of
chain-end sterics on the ΔHd

⧧.
‘Mid-Chain’ Methyl Substituents. Polymers that feature

midchain methyl substituents have lower overall transition
state barriers by ∼5 kJ mol−1, than those without any
substituents, resulting in faster recycling. For example, at 130
°C, PE-6b depolymerizes 4 × faster than PE-6a, which
corresponds to a difference between transition state barriers of
∼5 kJ mol−1. For the polyesters, the reduction appears to be
caused by lower entropy change values, as shown by lower
ΔSd

⧧ for PE-6b vs PE-6a (−63 vs 111 J K−1 mol−1) and PE-7b
vs PE-7a (−93 vs 128 J K−1 mol−1, Figure 4a, Table 1, entries
1, 2, 5, and 6). The reduced entropy penalty compensates for
the increased enthalpy penalty associated with these structures,
and suggests that midchain substituents facilitate transition
state preordering.
In contrast, the midchain substituted polycarbonates, e.g.,

PC-6b, show lower barriers which appear to correlate with
lower enthalpy differences (96 kJ mol−1 vs 88 kJ mol−1, Table
1, entries 9 and 10, Figure S74). This difference is tentatively
ascribed to the increased torsional strain in PC-6b as a
consequence of the geminal dimethyl substituents in the repeat
unit. This increases the ground-state energy of the substituted
polymer decreasing the enthalpy cost to intramolecular
cyclization. This effect is less pronounced for the polyesters
which are only singly substituted in the repeat unit. Overall, the
data highlights the benefit of making comparisons between the
polymers, under equivalent conditions, and how main chain,
substituent and end-group chemistries influence depolymeriza-
tion kinetics.

Computational, DFT-Study. To further investigate the
depolymerization pathway, computational modeling of the
heterocycle ring closure (proposed rate-determining step) was
undertaken using DFT calculations. Based on the polymer
chain end-capping experiments, which suggest that the catalyst
active depolymerization species is a Zn(II) alkoxide, and on
the solid-state structures of zinc carboxylates,60 the active
catalyst was modeled as a tetrahedral Zn(II) alkoxide. There is
a significant rate difference between the depolymerization of
PE-6a (poly(δ-valerolactone)) and PE-7a (poly(ε-caprolac-
tone)), so these two materials were selected for the ring-
closing mechanism investigation. Methyl 5-hydroxypentanoate
was used to model the transition state for PE-6a, and methyl 6-
hydroxyhexanoate for PE-7a. The ring-closure was modeled
via a two-step addition and elimination mechanism (Figure
S75 and Table S22). In the model, the transition state involves
the Zn-alkoxide undergoing a nucleophilic attack at an ester
carbonyl group, along the polymer chain, to form a Zn-acetal
intermediate. The Zn-acetal intermediate reacts to ring-close
the target lactone and extrude it, forming a Zn-methoxide

species. The DFT calculations suggest that the ring closure of
6-hydroxyhexanoate has a significantly higher barrier (∼15 kJ
mol−1) than the methyl 5-hydroxypentanoate. These calcu-
lations are consistent with the overall decreased rate observed
with PE-7a compared to PE-6a. Finally, for both substrates,
the DFT calculated barriers for the addition and elimination
steps are within error. It is therefore not possible assign either
step as rate-determining and thus the transition state is drawn
to show it may have character of both (Figure 5cii).
Further DFT calculations were undertaken to understand

why the depolymerizations are selective for reformation of the
monomer rather than larger (e.g., dimeric) heterocycles. The
intramolecular cyclization of a 5-methoxy-5-oxopentyl 5-
hydroxypentanoate to form the monomer (6a) or dimer(6a2)
was thus modeled via a two-step addition and elimination
mechanism (Figure S76 and Table S23). The formation of 6a
was found to be both kinetically and thermodynamically
favored by −18.7 and −36.8 kJ mol−1, respectively. This is
tentatively ascribed to differences in the enthalpy and entropy
when forming 6a2 vs 6a. Reaction to 6a2 is expected to have a
larger enthalpy cost due to the formation of a high-strain, 12-
atom pseudocyclic conformer during cyclization. Similarly, the
high strain of 6a2 likely thermodynamically destabilizes the
dimer as compared with the monomer. The formation of 6a2 is
also likely less entropically favored as more atoms lose
conformational freedom in the cyclic dimer vs the cyclic
monomer. Overall, these results are fully consistent with
experiments which show the reactions are highly selective for
formation of monomer.

Linear Free Energy Relationships in Recycling
Catalysis. The detailed investigation of the catalyzed chemical
recycling kinetic parameters provides an opportunity to
understand any correlations with the depolymerization
thermodynamic parameters (Figure 1a). Therefore, the
depolymerization rate constants (i.e., kinetic, kd) were plotted
against the depolymerization equilibrium constants (thermo-
dynamic, Kd). As conditions significantly influence the position
of the monomer/polymer equilibrium, and hence the
thermodynamic parameters, all the thermodynamic data were
selected from experiments conducted in neat polymer/
monomer, i.e. the same conditions as were used in the kinetic
measurements (Table S1).9 It has already been established that
polymer substituents adjacent to the chain-end (acyl group)
exert a significant influence on the depolymerization kinetics
(transition state barrier and rate). Thus, in making
comparisons, the polymers are grouped by primary or
secondary alkoxide (catalyst end-group) chemistry (Figure 5a).
Remarkably, all the polymers show a clear exponential

relationship between the depolymerization kinetic rate
constants (kd) and the thermodynamic depolymerization
equilibrium constants (Kd) (Figure 5b). The data confirm
that polymers with the largest thermodynamic driving force for
depolymerization, such as PE-6b (Kd = 0.47, ∼35% polymer
conversion at equilibrium), have the fastest rates of
depolymerization (kd = 0.56 mol

−1 dm3 s−1). At the other
end of the relationship, polymers with smaller driving forces
for depolymerization, such as PE-7a (Kd = 0.0063, ∼1%
polymer conversion at equilibrium), have the slowest rates of
depolymerization (kd = 1.0 × 10−3 mol−1 dm3 s−1). There is a
clear linear free energy relationship between the kinetic
transition state barrier ΔGd

⧧, and thermodynamic barrier,
ΔGd (Figure S77). The practical consequence is that polymers
which are thermodynamically likely to depolymerize (i.e., ΔGd
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< 0) also show low transition state barriers at 130 °C (i.e.,
smaller ΔGd

⧧).
One interpretation of this data, supported by the significant

entropy barriers to depolymerization, is that the transition-
state is ‘late’ and resembles a ‘pseudomonomer’. In other
words, the propensity of a particular monomer to form is
controlled by a balance between its enthalpy and entropy
contributions, which together comprise the overall energetic
requirements of the depolymerization process. The conse-
quence of the linear free energy relationship is that the same
factors that influence the stability of a monomer appear to
influence the stability of the depolymerization transition-state.
There are a number of important practical implications

resulting from the linear relationship between the kinetic and
thermodynamic free energy barriers.
One significant impact is to use the data to accurately

predict the lowest temperatures that can be used to enable
efficient recycling for the most challenging polymers, i.e., those
with high free energy barriers. One such material is the
commercial polyester poly(ε-caprolactone), PE-7a, which is
already sold for uses in consumer goods and packaging. Within
the series of polymers, its depolymerization is among the most
thermodynamically disfavored, showing a polymer/monomer
equilibrium constant of Kd

130 °C = 0.0063, resulting in ∼1%
polymer conversion at equilibrium (note that quantitative
depolymerization conversion to ε-caprolactone is feasible using
gas flow to drive the reaction). This polyester has a slow
depolymerization rate and high depolymerization transition
state barrier. We considered an effective recycling rate to occur
when recycling catalyst activity exceeds TOF > 500 h−1.
Using the linear free energy relationship data enables the

determination of the recycling temperature needed to deliver
such rates to be >170 °C (Figures 5c and S78). These
temperatures are quite accessible, particularly compared to
those which would be required for any equivalent commercial
hydrocarbon plastic.11−14 In comparison, PVL PE-6a, which
also shows properties and promise as a polyolefin plastic
replacement,20 shows much faster and more thermodynami-
cally feasible depolymerizations, with Kd

130°C = 0.070, resulting
in ∼6% polymer conversion at equilibrium (noting quantitative
δ-valerolactone conversion is readily feasible by driving the
equilibrium with gas flow).
For PE-6a, highly efficient catalyzed depolymerization, with

TOF ≫ 500 h−1, is possible at just 100 °C. It is essential to
appreciate these are the lowest temperatures for fast and
selective catalyzed recycling: the pure polymers are thermally
stable and show significantly higher temperature stability to
enable common processing, uses and applications (Table S2).
Both PCL (PE-7a) and PVL (PE-6a) show very similar
thermal properties, with melting temperatures, Tm ≈ 50 °C,
and glass transition temperatures, Tg ≈ −60 °C, and closely
related mechanical properties, e.g. tensile strength values, PE-
6a ∼ 20−60 MPa and PE-7a ∼ 10−30 MPa.20,61 As such, it
may be interesting for future applications to explicitly consider
their different relative recycling rates. Quantitative chemical
recycling of PE-6a requires lower temperatures (lower energy
input) than are needed for PE-7a. Considering the polymer
series featuring substituents adjacent to the acyl oxygen
(secondary alkoxides) reveals similar trends. These alkyl-
substituted polymers are elastomers, showing favorable low
glass transition temperatures (Table S2). They are important
as components of block polymer thermoplastic elastomers and
adhesives�both material classes would benefit from efficient

chemical recycling to monomer(s).24 In this series of polymers,
the linear free energy relationship (exponential correlation) is
clear between the recycling rate kd and equilibrium constant Kd
and a linear relationship is observed between the kinetic
transition state barrier, ΔGd

⧧ and the thermodynamic energy
change ΔGd (Figures 5d and S79). Where polymers show
otherwise similar properties (Table S2), those materials
featuring midchain methyl substituents should be prioritized
over those with methyl groups adjacent to the acyl oxygen for
application development since they are recycled much faster.
For instance, polyesters PE-6b and PE-6c show very similar
glass transition temperatures, with PE-6b Tg = −54 °C and
PE-6c Tg = −41 °C, and very similar depolymerization
equilibria. To achieve fast recycling rates (TOF > 500 h−1),
PE-6c requires 10× more catalyst (1:100) and temperatures
above 150 °C, whereas PE-6b is efficiently depolymerized
(TOF = 1900 h−1) using minimal catalyst (1:1000) at 90 °C.
Overall, these linear free energy relationships should be used,
in future, to predict recycling rates for new polymers using
recycling (or polymerization) thermodynamic data. Alter-
natively, they can be used to predict recycling thermody-
namics, for new polymers, using recycling rate data (assuming
the same depolymerization mechanisms).

Catalyzed Recycling to Separate Polymer Mixtures.
Another important implication of the recycling kinetic-
thermodynamic linear free energy relationship is that it
provides scientific understanding to guide recycling of more
complex polymer structures, e.g., polymer mixtures or blends.
Using either the depolymerization thermodynamic or kinetic
data, it should be possible to recommend how to sort or
separate polymer mixtures by exploiting differences in
depolymerization rates. Using the data, the appropriate
conditions can be recommended which enable quantitative
and selective chemical separation, by recycling the polymers to
monomers and exploiting reactive distillation methods.
To test whether chemical recycling could be used to separate

structurally similar polymers, a blend of PE-6b and PE-7c was
prepared, with the Zn(II) catalyst (1:1 polymer mixture by
mass, 1:100 [Zn(Oct)]2:[total polymer repeat unit]0). These
two polymers show very similar thermal properties and
solubilities�they would be expected to be very difficult/
impossible to completely separate using conventional solvent
extraction and/or precipitation methods. Using the exper-
imentally determined transition state barriers (ΔGd

⧧), the
chemical recycling rate constants are easily determined for
both PE-6b and PE-7c over the temperature range 90−190 °C
(Table S25). Using the kinetic data, a two-step depolymeriza-
tion process was proposed, in which recycling at 90 °C should
selectively depolymerize PE-6b over PE-7c, with a calculated
rate difference, kd

PE‑6b/kd
PE‑7c ≈ 4000. By increasing the

recycling temperature to 190 °C, the remaining PE-7c should
be effectively depolymerized. To test these calculations, the
depolymerization reaction was investigated using the polymer
mixtures and the TGA-IR apparatus: at 90 °C, the rapid
depolymerization of ca 50% of the blend mass was observed
(Figure 6a). IR spectroscopy confirmed the selective formation
of only lactone 6b, there were no signals for 7c (Figure S80).
The reaction was then heated to 190 °C and the remaining
50% of polymer rapidly depolymerized and the only product at
this point was lactone 7c, with speciation confirmed by IR
spectroscopy. Next, the polymer recycling was scaled to 1 g
using a laboratory distillation apparatus (Figure S81, Table
S26). On heating the polymer film mixture at 90 °C, only
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lactone 6b was recovered in 97% yield and 99% purity, as
confirmed by 1H NMR spectroscopy and GC-MS (Figure 6b,
Figures S82−83). The reaction flask was then heated at 190
°C, yielding pure lactone 7c, again in excellent yield and
selectivity (>97% yield, >98% purity, Figures S84−85).
Inspired by the success of the bicomponent blend separation,
the catalytic recycling was explored to separate a more
complex, 3-component blend of elastomeric polyesters. A
mixture of PE-6b: PE-6c: PE-7c was subjected to catalyzed
chemical recycling (1:1:1 polymer mixture by mass, 1:100
[Zn(Oct)]2:[total polymer repeat unit]0). It is emphasized that
separation of these polymers through precipitation or
extraction is not possible owing to their near-identical physical
properties and solubilities. Once again, the recycling rate
constants were used to propose conditions for effective
recycling and mixture separation between 90 and 190 °C
(Table S25). The catalyzed recycling was conducted at three
different temperatures: 90, 120, and 190 °C, resulting in the
selective recovery of lactones 6b, 6c, and 7c, respectively as
confirmed by IR spectroscopy (Figure S86). Finally, the three-
polymer blend recycling was tested at the laboratory-scale (ca 1
g total mass), once again enabling isolation of 6b, 6c and 7c as
the major products at 90, 120, and 190 °C, respectively, as
indicated by 1H NMR spectroscopy and GC−MS (Table S27,
Figures S87−S92). These proof-of-concept recycling-separa-
tion experiments demonstrate the potential for catalyzed
chemical recycling to monomer to efficiently sort/separate

extremely similar polymers from mixtures. The method is
particularly suited to efficient separations of structurally similar
polymers; this area of science has been a long-standing
challenge since polymer blends, multilayers and polymeric
additives often require compatibility, and therefore similar
chemistry, to deliver the best material performance.

■ CONCLUSIONS

Quantitative polymer structure-depolymerization rate relation-
ships were identified for the first time and used for low energy,
efficient polymer chemical recycling to monomer processes.
The polymer chemical recycling kinetic barriers were measured
for a series of widely applied aliphatic polyesters and
polycarbonates. All the polymers were efficiently and
selectively recycled, using a commercial Zn(II) catalyst, to
their respective cyclic ester and carbonate monomers. These
catalyzed polymer recycling processes applied conditions that
minimize chemical and energy inputs and drive the
depolymerization equilibrium. Using these conditions enabled
quantitative and selective conversions to monomers in all
cases, although with significant differences in overall rates. In
all the experiments, neat polymer melts were recycled at low
temperatures (90−190 °C), using low loadings of a
commercial Zn(II) catalyst and nitrogen gas flows to remove
the monomers and drive the equilibrium. In evaluating the
recycling rates, the series of polyesters and carbonates each had
the same degree of polymerization and hydroxyl end-groups,
enabling quantitative evaluation of kinetic influences from the
repeat unit chemistry (6- or 7-membered, carbonate or ester),
substituents and their positions. Recycling catalysis was shown
to be first order with respect to catalyst and proposed to occur
via a chain-end mechanism. Remarkably, the first example of a
linear free energy relationship in recycling catalysis was
uncovered. Systematic correlations (linear/exponential rela-
tionships) applied throughout all the materials between the
depolymerization kinetic and thermodynamic barriers. The
linear free energy relationship is fully rationalized by the
depolymerization mechanism and underpins the structure-
performance relationships occurring through the catalysis. In
equivalent recycling catalyses, polyesters forming 6-membered
rings were recycled 100× faster (or at lower temperature) than
those forming 7-membered lactones and 25× faster than those
forming 6-membered cyclic carbonates. The position of any
(methyl) substituents affects rates with midchain sites enabling
faster recycling than substituents at sites adjacent to acyl
oxygen or carbonyl groups. The linear free energy relationship
allows for proper selection of low-energy recycling conditions
and minimized catalyst loading, resulting in fast recycling. It
was also used to identify the appropriate temperatures to
selectively separate structurally similar polymer mixtures by
forming their monomers. The discovery of quantified polymer
recycling kinetic-thermodynamic relationships is important for
the design of future efficient and selective chemical recycling
processes. The concepts and methods demonstrated in this
paper using aliphatic polyesters and carbonates should be more
broadly applicable to other polymers and mixtures. These
recycling science kinetic-thermodynamic relationships should
be explored for other polymer chemistries and materials
classes.

Figure 6. Catalyzed recycling to cyclic esters of mixtures of
structurally similar polyesters. (a) Shows the data obtained for
recycling of a two-component polyester mixture over time and at
different (isothermal) temperatures. The polymers in the blend were
PE-6b and PE-7c. The reaction conditions: [Zn(Oct)2]0:[PE-6b]0:
[PE-7c]0 = 1:50:48 (1:1 polymer, by mass). Stepwise isotherms at 90
°C (black) and 190 °C (red). (b) 1H NMR spectra of the recyclate
formed in reactive distillation at 90 °C (top) and 190 °C (bottom)
showing the selective formation of the two different lactones. For full
1H NMR spectra and GC, see Figures S82−S85.

Journal of the American Chemical Society pubs.acs.org/JACS Article

https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.5c04603
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2025, 147, 22734−22746

22744

https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/jacs.5c04603/suppl_file/ja5c04603_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/jacs.5c04603/suppl_file/ja5c04603_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/jacs.5c04603/suppl_file/ja5c04603_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/jacs.5c04603/suppl_file/ja5c04603_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/jacs.5c04603/suppl_file/ja5c04603_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/jacs.5c04603/suppl_file/ja5c04603_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/jacs.5c04603?fig=fig6&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/jacs.5c04603?fig=fig6&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/jacs.5c04603?fig=fig6&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/jacs.5c04603/suppl_file/ja5c04603_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/jacs.5c04603?fig=fig6&ref=pdf
pubs.acs.org/JACS?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.5c04603?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as


■ ASSOCIATED CONTENT

*sı Supporting Information

The Supporting Information is available free of charge at
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/jacs.5c04603.

Experimental materials and methods, polymer/mono-
mer purity evaluation data, recycling of polyesters and
polycarbonates, 1H NMR spectrum, GC-chromato-
grams, monomer properties, synthesis data, and data
for depolymerization reactions (PDF)

■ AUTHOR INFORMATION

Corresponding Author

Charlotte K. Williams − Department of Chemistry, Chemistry
Research Laboratory, University of Oxford, Oxford OX1
3TA, U.K.; orcid.org/0000-0002-0734-1575;
Email: charlotte.williams@chem.ox.ac.uk

Authors

Thomas M. McGuire − Department of Chemistry, Chemistry
Research Laboratory, University of Oxford, Oxford OX1
3TA, U.K.; orcid.org/0000-0002-2719-1228

David Ning − Department of Chemistry, Chemistry Research
Laboratory, University of Oxford, Oxford OX1 3TA, U.K.;
orcid.org/0000-0001-8447-2416

Antoine Buchard − Department of Chemistry, Green
Chemistry Centre of Excellence, University of York, York
YO10 5DD, U.K.; orcid.org/0000-0003-3417-5194

Complete contact information is available at:
https://pubs.acs.org/10.1021/jacs.5c04603

Notes

The authors declare no competing financial interest.

■ ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The Royal Society (UF/160021 and URF\R\221027 fellow-
ship to A.B.) the EPSRC (EP/S018603/1, C.K.W.), the
EPSRC U.K. Catalysis hub (EP/R027129/1 T.M., A.P.B.,
C.K.W.) and the EPSRC Sustainable Chemicals and Materials
Manufacturing (SCHEMA) Hub (EP/Z532782/1, A.P.B.,
C.K.W.) are acknowledged for research funding. The Viking
and the Advanced Research Computing clusters, which are
high performance computing facilities provided by the
University of York and University of Oxford, respectively,
were used to perform DFT calculations. We are grateful for
computational support from the University of York and
University of Oxford, IT Services and the Research IT teams.

■ REFERENCES

(1) Zimmerman, J. B.; Anastas, P. T.; Erythropel, H. C.; Leitner, W.
Designing for a green chemistry future. Science 2020, 367 (6476),
397−400.
(2) MacLeod, M.; Arp, H. P. H.; Tekman, M. B.; Jahnke, A. The
global threat from plastic pollution. Science 2021, 373 (6550), 61−65.
(3) Lau, W. W. Y.; Shiran, Y.; Bailey, R. M.; Cook, E.; Stuchtey, M.
R.; Koskella, J.; Velis, C. A.; Godfrey, L.; Boucher, J.; Murphy, M. B.;
et al. Evaluating scenarios toward zero plastic pollution. Science 2020,
369 (6510), 1455−1461.
(4) Bachmann, M.; Zibunas, C.; Hartmann, J.; Tulus, V.; Suh, S.;
Guillén-Gosálbez, G.; Bardow, A. Towards circular plastics within
planetary boundaries. Nat. Sustain. 2023, 6 (5), 599−610.
(5) Zheng, J.; Suh, S. Strategies to reduce the global carbon footprint
of plastics. Nat. Clim. Change. 2019, 9 (5), 374−378.

(6) Meys, R.; Kätelhön, A.; Bachmann, M.; Winter, B.; Zibunas, C.;
Suh, S.; Bardow, A. Achieving net-zero greenhouse gas emission
plastics by a circular carbon economy. Science 2021, 374 (6563), 71−
76.
(7) Korley, L. T. J.; Epps, T. H.; Helms, B. A.; Ryan, A. J. Toward
polymer upcycling�adding value and tackling circularity. Science
2021, 373 (6550), 66−69.
(8) Vidal, F.; van der Marel, E. R.; Kerr, R. W. F.; McElroy, C.;
Schroeder, N.; Mitchell, C.; Rosetto, G.; Chen, T. T. D.; Bailey, R.
M.; Hepburn, C.; et al. Designing a circular carbon and plastics
economy for a sustainable future. Nature 2024, 626 (7997), 45−57.
(9) Olsén, P.; Odelius, K.; Albertsson, A.-C. Thermodynamic
presynthetic considerations for ring-opening polymerization. Bio-
macromolecules 2016, 17 (3), 699−709.
(10) Dubois, P.; Coulembier, O.; Raquez, J.-M. Handbook of Ring-
Opening Polymerization; John Wiley & Sons, 2009.
(11) Conk, R. J.; Stahler, J. F.; Shi, J. X.; Yang, J.; Lefton, N. G.;
Brunn, J. N.; Bell, A. T.; Hartwig, J. F. Polyolefin waste to light olefins
with ethylene and base-metal heterogeneous catalysts. Science 2024,
385 (6715), 1322−1327.
(12) Dong, Q.; Lele, A. D.; Zhao, X.; Li, S.; Cheng, S.; Wang, Y.;
Cui, M.; Guo, M.; Brozena, A. H.; Lin, Y.; et al. Depolymerization of
plastics by means of electrified spatiotemporal heating. Nature 2023,
616 (7957), 488−494.
(13) Diaz-Silvarrey, L. S.; Zhang, K.; Phan, A. N. Monomer recovery
through advanced pyrolysis of waste high density polyethylene
(HDPE). Green Chem. 2018, 20 (8), 1813−1823.
(14) Coates, G. W.; Getzler, Y. D. Chemical recycling to monomer
for an ideal, circular polymer economy. Nat. Rev. Mater. 2020, 5 (7),
501−516.
(15) Cywar, R. M.; Rorrer, N. A.; Hoyt, C. B.; Beckham, G. T.;
Chen, E. Y.-X. Bio-based polymers with performance-advantaged
properties. Nat. Rev. Mater. 2022, 7 (2), 83−103.
(16) Tang, X.; Chen, E. Y. X. Toward Infinitely Recyclable Plastics
Derived from Renewable Cyclic Esters. Chem. 2019, 5 (2), 284−312.
(17) Siragusa, F.; Detrembleur, C.; Grignard, B. The advent of
recyclable CO2-based polycarbonates. Polym. Chem. 2023, 14 (11),
1164−1183.
(18) Schneiderman, D. K.; Hillmyer, M. A. Aliphatic polyester block
polymer design. Macromolecules 2016, 49 (7), 2419−2428.
(19) Zhang, Z.; Gowda, R. R.; Chen, E. Y. X. Chemosynthetic
P4HB: A Ten-Year Journey from a “Non-Polymerizable” Monomer to
a High-Performance Biomaterial. Acc. Mater. Res. 2024, 5 (11), 1340−
1352.
(20) Li, X. L.; Clarke, R. W.; An, H. Y.; Gowda, R. R.; Jiang, J. Y.;
Xu, T. Q.; Chen, E. Y. X. Dual recycling of depolymerization catalyst
and biodegradable polyester that markedly outperforms polyolefins.
Angew. Chem. 2023, 135 (26), No. e202303791.
(21) Li, X.-L.; Clarke, R. W.; Jiang, J.-Y.; Xu, T.-Q.; Chen, E. Y.-X. A
circular polyester platform based on simple gem-disubstituted
valerolactones. Nat. Chem. 2023, 15 (2), 278−285.
(22) Ma, K.; An, H.-Y.; Nam, J.; Reilly, L. T.; Zhang, Y.-L.; Chen, E.
Y. X.; Xu, T.-Q. Fully recyclable and tough thermoplastic elastomers
from simple bio-sourced δ-valerolactones. Nat. Commun. 2024, 15
(1), 7904.
(23) Tu, Y.-M.; Gong, F.-L.; Wu, Y.-C.; Cai, Z.; Zhu, J.-B. Insights
into substitution strategy towards thermodynamic and property
regulation of chemically recyclable polymers. Nat. Commun. 2023,
14 (1), 3198.
(24) Hillmyer, M. A.; Tolman, W. B. Aliphatic polyester block
polymers: renewable, degradable, and sustainable. Acc. Chem. Res.
2014, 47 (8), 2390−2396.
(25) Kim, H. J.; Jin, K.; Shim, J.; Dean, W.; Hillmyer, M. A.; Ellison,
C. J. Sustainable triblock copolymers as tunable and degradable
pressure sensitive adhesives. ACS Sustain. Chem. Eng. 2020, 8 (32),
12036−12044.
(26) Zhou, Z.; LaPointe, A. M.; Shaffer, T. D.; Coates, G. W.
Nature-inspired methylated polyhydroxybutyrates from C1 and C4
feedstocks. Nat. Chem. 2023, 15 (6), 856−861.

Journal of the American Chemical Society pubs.acs.org/JACS Article

https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.5c04603
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2025, 147, 22734−22746

22745

https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/jacs.5c04603?goto=supporting-info
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/jacs.5c04603/suppl_file/ja5c04603_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Charlotte+K.+Williams"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0734-1575
mailto:charlotte.williams@chem.ox.ac.uk
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Thomas+M.+McGuire"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2719-1228
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="David+Ning"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8447-2416
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8447-2416
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Antoine+Buchard"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3417-5194
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/jacs.5c04603?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aay3060
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abg5433
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abg5433
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aba9475
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41893-022-01054-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41893-022-01054-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-019-0459-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-019-0459-z
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abg9853
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abg9853
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abg4503
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abg4503
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-023-06939-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-023-06939-z
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.biomac.5b01698?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.biomac.5b01698?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.adq7316
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.adq7316
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-023-05845-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-023-05845-8
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7GC03662K
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7GC03662K
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7GC03662K
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41578-020-0190-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41578-020-0190-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41578-021-00363-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41578-021-00363-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chempr.2018.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chempr.2018.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1039/D2PY01258H
https://doi.org/10.1039/D2PY01258H
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.macromol.6b00211?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.macromol.6b00211?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/accountsmr.4c00182?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/accountsmr.4c00182?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/accountsmr.4c00182?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.202303791
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.202303791
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41557-022-01077-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41557-022-01077-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41557-022-01077-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-024-52229-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-024-52229-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-38916-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-38916-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-38916-5
https://doi.org/10.1021/ar500121d?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ar500121d?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssuschemeng.0c03158?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssuschemeng.0c03158?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41557-023-01187-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41557-023-01187-0
pubs.acs.org/JACS?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.5c04603?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as


(27) Zhou, L.; Zhang, Z.; Shi, C.; Scoti, M.; Barange, D. K.; Gowda,
R. R.; Chen, E. Y.-X. Chemically circular, mechanically tough, and
melt-processable polyhydroxyalkanoates. Science 2023, 380 (6640),
64−69.
(28) Zheng, M.; Peng, W.; Zhang, Y.-Y.; Zhang, X.; Chen, W.
Synthesis, Characterization, and Application of High-Molecular-
Weight Polyethylene-like Polycarbonates: Toward Sustainable and
Recyclable Fibers. Macromolecules 2024, 57 (15), 7020−7030.
(29) Rosetto, G.; Vidal, F.; McGuire, T. M.; Kerr, R. W.; Williams,
C. K. High Molar Mass Polycarbonates as Closed-Loop Recyclable
Thermoplastics. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2024, 146 (12), 8381−8393.
(30) Gregory, G. L.; Sulley, G. S.; Kimpel, J.; Łagodzinśka, M.;
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