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PETG & ‘F}’%"JHJWT In a closed Teflon vial 100 mg of spent catalyst was dissolved in 3
mL of 20% wt hydrofluoric acid. The mixture was shaken and allowed to stand overnight.
When the zeolite was completely dissolved, the retained material was extracted with 1 mL
of dichloromethane with added chlorobenzene as an internal standard. The organic phase
was filtered and most of the dichloromethane was allowed to evaporate. The concentrated
samples were then analyzed on an Agilent 6850 GC fitted with a quadruple mass

spectrometer detector 5975C.
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