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Abstract

Solvents frequently constitute the largest material fraction of an organic
synthesis process and strongly influence worker safety, emissions,
energy demand, waste generation, reaction rate and downstream
separation. This methodology paper develops a comparative framework
for selecting green solvents for sustainable organic synthesis. Six
representative media—water, ethanol, 2-methyltetrahydrofuran (2-
MeTHF), y-valerolactone (GVL), glycerol and a choline-chloride-based
deep eutectic solvent (DES)—are assessed through a combined
experimental and multi-criteria protocol. The proposed workflow uses
a standardized Knoevenagel condensation as a model transformation
and evaluates reaction yield, reaction time, solvent recovery, energy
requirement, safety-health-environment (SHE) profile, renewability and
waste-related indicators. A weighted sustainability index is then applied
to compare solvent performance without treating any single property as
sufficient to define ‘greenness’. Literature available through 2021 shows
that water and bio-derived solvents can markedly reduce hazard and
life-cycle burden, while emerging solvents such as GVL and DES can
provide useful polarity and low volatility but may impose recovery or
viscosity penalties. The methodology therefore emphasizes fit-for-
purpose solvent selection rather than a universal ranking. Illustrative
benchmark results demonstrate how the framework can identify
balanced solvent choices for laboratory and process-scale organic
synthesis while preserving transparency between measured data and
sustainability scoring.

Introduction

cannot be called green from one property alone:
hazard, emissions, resource demand and life-

Organic synthesis traditionally depends on
volatile organic solvents for dissolution, heat
transfer, reaction control, extraction,
crystallization and cleaning. Because solvent
mass can greatly exceed the mass of reagents and
products, solvent choice is a major determinant
of the environmental footprint of fine-chemical
and pharmaceutical manufacture. Sheldon [1]
highlighted alternative reaction media as a
central element of sustainable synthesis, while
Capello et al. [2] demonstrated that a solvent
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cycle effects should be considered together.
Industrial guides subsequently translated these
concepts into practical solvent-selection tools
[5,8,9].

The challenge is that solvent substitution often
creates trade-offs. Water is non-flammable and
inexpensive, but poor substrate solubility and
energy-intensive evaporation may limit some
processes. Ethanol is renewable and versatile,
but it remains flammable. 2-MeTHF is useful for
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biphasic work-up and can originate from
renewable feedstocks [4], whereas high-boiling
solvents such as GVL may reduce volatile
emissions but increase separation energy unless
recycling is efficient [11]. Glycerol can be a low-
toxicity bio-derived reaction medium [7], while
ionic liquids and DES offer negligible vapor
pressure and tunable properties, although their
full life-cycle profile depends strongly on
composition and recovery [3,10,16].
Accordingly, this paper proposes a step-by-step
methodology to compare solvents under
identical synthetic conditions and to combine
reaction performance with SHE and process
metrics. The objective is not to declare a
universally ‘best’ solvent, but to identify the most
balanced option for a defined organic
transformation and to provide a reproducible
decision framework compatible with CHEM21-
style thinking [13,14] and broader sustainable-
solvent assessments [12,15].

Literature Review

Sheldon [1] reviewed water, supercritical fluids,
ionic liquids and other alternative media and
established solvent replacement as a key
pathway toward more sustainable organic
synthesis. Capello et al. [2] advanced this
discussion by integrating substance hazards with
emissions and resource use over the solvent life
cycle, showing why low toxicity or low volatility
alone is insufficient.

Plechkova and Seddon [3] documented industrial
applications of ionic liquids and emphasized the
opportunities created by tunable
physicochemical  properties.  Aycock  [4]
described 2-MeTHF as a renewable-resource-
derived solvent with useful properties for
organometallic and  biphasic  chemistry.
Henderson et al. [5] expanded the GSK solvent

selection guide to 110 solvents and separated
reactivity, fire/explosion, health and
environmental considerations, making solvent
assessment more practical for medicinal
chemistry.

Jessop [6] argued that the search for green
solvents must remain application-specific
because each solvent combines benefits and
disadvantages. Diaz-Alvarez et al. [7] reviewed
glycerol and glycerol-derived media for synthetic
chemistry, demonstrating that a biodiesel by-
product can serve as a useful low-volatility
reaction medium. Jiménez-Gonzalez et al. [8]
identified solvent and process improvement as
priority areas for sustainable pharmaceutical and
fine-chemical manufacturing.

Prat et al. [9] presented the Sanofi solvent
selection guide, reinforcing the need for early-
stage solvent screening before process choices
become difficult to change. Smith et al. [10]
established DES as a distinct class of ionic-liquid
analogues with tunable properties and simple
preparation. Ismalaj etal. [11] demonstrated GVL
as a renewable dipolar aprotic medium for
Hiyama coupling, illustrating the synthetic utility
of biomass-derived solvents.

Welton [12] emphasized that sustainable solvent
choice should consider the complete chemical
process, not merely solvent toxicity. Prat et al.
[13] and Byrne et al. [14] consolidated solvent-
selection tools and provided comparative SHE-
oriented guidance for classical and less-classical
solvents. Clarke et al. [15] reviewed the rapidly
expanding portfolio of sustainable solvents and
highlighted the importance of techno-economic
and life-cycle context. Hansen et al. [16] provided
a 2021 critical review of DES fundamentals,
including the need for better property prediction
and more rigorous understanding of
composition-property relationships.

Table 1. Key literature informing the comparative solvent-selection methodology.

Clarke et al. [15] Sustainable solvent review

Reference Solvent / framework Main contribution l.\/leth.odo_loglcal
implication
Life-cycle solvent|Hazard + emissions +|Use multiple dimensions,
Capello et al. [2]
assessment resource use not one label
Henderson et al. [5] |GSK guide Industrial SHE ranking Scrgen safety, health and
environment separately
Prat etal. [13] CHEM21 guide Classical ar'ld emerging Us.e sFandardlzed decision
solvent ranking criteria
Alternative solvent [Include  recovery and

families and trade-offs

process context

Hansen et al. [16] Deep eutectic solvents

DES

fundamentals
limitations

and |Treat viscosity, purity and

recycling explicitly
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Methodology 3. Step-by-Step Experimental Procedure
1. Study Design and Candidate Solvents 1. Dry or condition each solvent to a
The study is designed as a controlled solvent- defined water content and record
screening experiment combined with a multi- density, boiling point and recovery
criteria sustainability assessment. Six candidate method.
media are selected to represent distinct green- 2. Charge benzaldehyde and malononitrile
solvent strategies: water (benign aqueous into a 25 mL reaction vial; add 5 mL of
medium), ethanol (renewable protic solvent), 2- the selected solvent and piperidine
MeTHF (renewable ether), GVL (biomass-derived catalyst.
dipolar aprotic solvent), glycerol (bio-derived 3. Stir the sealed reaction at 50 °C. Record
polyol) and choline chloride/urea DES (low- temperature, stirring speed and time to
volatility eutectic medium). Selection follows the ensure identical thermal history.
principle that solvents should cover different 4. Withdraw aliquots at 10, 20, 30, 45 and
polarity, volatility, recovery and hazard profiles. 60 min; quantify substrate conversion
and product formation by calibrated
2. Standardized Model Reaction GC/HPLC.
A Knoevenagel condensation between 5. Isolate the product and determine
benzaldehyde (1.0 mmol) and malononitrile (1.0 isolated yield, purity and any additional
mmol) is proposed as the model organic solvent required for extraction or
transformation. Piperidine (5 mol%) is used as washing.
the catalyst. Each reaction is performed using 5 6. Recover the reaction solvent by
mL of the test solvent at 50 °C with vigorous distillation, phase separation or vacuum
stirring. Samples are withdrawn at fixed intervals treatment as appropriate; calculate
and analyzed by gas chromatography (GC) or recovery percentage.
HPLC. The reaction is stopped after 60 min or 7. Repeat the reaction at least three times
after conversion exceeds 95%. Product is isolated and perform one solvent-reuse cycle to
by crystallization, filtration or liquid-liquid work- test robustness.
up depending on solvent behavior. Each 8. Calculate green metrics and the
condition should be run in triplicate, and mean * weighted sustainability index; rank
standard deviation reported. The same reagent solvents only after both reaction and
batch, vessel geometry, agitation rate and sustainability data are available.

analytical method are maintained for all solvents.

Standardize reaction
conditions

Figure 1. Step-by-step framework for comparative evaluation of green solvents in organic synthesis.

Measure yield,

Select candidate Define model
time & recovery

green solvents organic reaction

Apply SHE +
green metrics

Rank solvents &
validate robustness

4. Green Metrics and Multi-Criteria Scoring synthetic versatility (15%). The weighted index
For each solvent, the analysis records: (i) isolated is calculated as:

yield; (ii) reaction time; (iii) solvent recovery; SI=0.20S + 0.20H + 0.20E + 0.15R + 0.10Rec +
(iv) process mass intensity (PMI); (v) E-factor; 0.15V

(vi) estimated energy needed for heating and where S, H, E, R, Rec and V denote normalized
solvent removal; and (vii) SHE-related scores. scores for safety, health, environment,
The sustainability index is normalized on a 1-5 renewability, recovery and versatility. The
scale using six criteria: safety (20%), human weights may be altered in a sensitivity analysis to
health (20%), environmental profile (20%), reflect industrial priorities. This avoids
renewability (15%), recoverability (10%) and presenting the final rank as an absolute property

of the solvent.

Table 2. Main variables and measurements in the proposed comparative study.

Variable Controlled / measured Purpose Analysis

value
Reaction 50°C Equal thermal input Thermocouple
temperature
Solvent volume 5mL Equal solvent intensity Volumetric measurement
Reaction time 0-60 min Kinetic comparison GC/HPLC sampling
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Product yield Measured (%)

Synthetic efficiency

Isolated mass + assay

Solvent recovery Measured (%)

Circularity / cost

Mass balance

SHE / renewability |1-5 normalized score

Sustainability

Published guides + SDS

Results

Important methodological note: the values in
Tables 3-4 and Figure 2 are an illustrative
benchmark dataset used to demonstrate the
proposed analysis. They are not claimed as
measurements from a completed experiment and
should be replaced by laboratory data when the
protocol is executed.

Comparative Sustainability Assessment
Application of the weighted scoring framework
gives the highest illustrative index to water,
followed closely by glycerol and GVL. The
differences are intentionally modest because no
solvent dominates every criterion. Water benefits
from very low toxicity, non-flammability and low
acquisition cost, but recovery by evaporation can

be energy intensive. Glycerol has favorable
toxicity and renewable-feedstock characteristics,
although high viscosity and boiling point can
complicate separation. GVL combines high
polarity, renewable origin and low volatility, but
its relatively high boiling point makes efficient
recycle important. Ethanol provides a strong
balance of renewable sourcing, synthetic
versatility and easy recovery, with flammability
as its main limitation. 2-MeTHF provides
excellent phase behavior and solvent recovery
but requires fire-control measures. DES
minimizes volatile emissions and offers
tunability, but viscosity, water sensitivity and
end-of-life data remain relevant concerns.

Table 3. [llustrative normalized multi-criteria scores used to demonstrate the ranking method.

Solvent Safety Health Environment | Renewable |Recovery |Versatility |[SI/5
Water 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.0 4.45
Glycerol 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 1.5 35 4.35
GVL 4.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 4.5 4.30
Ethanol 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.15
DES 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 2.0 4.0 4.05
2-MeTHF (3.5 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.05
5
N
§
o° Water Glycerol G:/L .E[ha.nol DES 2-MeTHF
Figure 2. lllustrative weighted sustainability index for the six candidate solvents.
1. Ilustrative Process-Performance excellent conversion but requiring large volumes
Benchmark for extraction, difficult drying, or energy-
A second comparison combines expected intensive recovery may be inferior at process

laboratory observables with solvent recovery.
The purpose is to demonstrate that a high
sustainability score should not automatically
override reaction performance. A solvent giving

scale. Conversely, a solvent with slightly lower
intrinsic greenness may be preferable if it enables
high selectivity, low solvent volume and near-
complete recycle.

Table 4. [llustrative process-performance dataset for demonstrating the proposed analysis.

Illustrative
. . o . e
Solvent yield (%) Time (min) |Recovery (%) |Main advantage Main limitation
Water 88 60 85 Benign, non- |Solubility / evaporation
flammable energy

18



International Journal of Advanced Electrical and Electronics Engineering

Ethanol |93 45 90 Renewable a4 plammable VOC

versatile
2-MeTHF |91 50 92 Easy phase separation | Flammability
GVL 94 40 88 Renewable —polar| ;. 1, oiting noint

aprotic medium

Low toxicity, bio-|,,. .
Glycerol |90 55 80 derived Viscosity / recovery

o Viscosity / composition
DES 95 35 90 Low volatility, tunable Y
sensitivity

Interpretation purity, transport distance and solvent
The comparative result supports three manufacture remain part of the life-cycle burden.
methodological conclusions. First, green solvent For industrial deployment, the laboratory

selection is a multi-objective optimization
problem rather than a substitution based only on
toxicity or renewability. Second, solvent recovery
should be measured experimentally because it
can reverse an apparent ranking when high-
boiling or viscous media are used. Third,
sensitivity analysis is necessary: pharmaceutical
production may assign greater weight to worker
safety and regulatory acceptance, whereas
commodity processes may prioritize recovery
energy and solvent cost. These conclusions are
consistent with the logic of industrial solvent
guides and sustainable-solvent reviews.

2. Sensitivity and Uncertainty Analysis
Because the weighting factors in the
sustainability index reflect decision priorities, the
ranking should be tested against alternative
weight sets. A recommended sensitivity analysis
increases one criterion at a time from its baseline
weight to 30% while proportionally reducing the
others. If the preferred solvent remains within
the top two positions across most scenarios, the
decision can be considered robust. If ranking
changes substantially, the study should report a
shortlist rather than a single winner.
Experimental uncertainty in yield, recovery and
energy measurements should also be propagated
through the final process score using replicate
standard deviations or simple Monte Carlo
sampling. This is particularly important when
candidate solvents differ by only a few tenths of a
normalized score.

3. Industrial and Scale-Up Considerations

Scale-up can alter the apparent advantage of a
solvent. Low-boiling media may be easy to distil
but require closed equipment and vapor control;
high-boiling media may reduce fugitive
emissions but increase heating and drying duty.
Water-rich systems may simplify safety
management while increasing wastewater
treatment. Bio-derived solvents can improve
renewable-content metrics, yet availability,
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ranking should therefore be combined with
solvent price, corrosion compatibility, regulatory
status, recycle-loop design, product
crystallization behavior and waste-treatment
route.

A practical decision rule is to reject any solvent
with an unacceptable safety or regulatory issue
first, then compare the remaining candidates by
reaction productivity and solvent recovery, and
finally use the weighted sustainability index to
resolve close alternatives. This staged strategy
mirrors the logic of published industrial solvent
guides and prevents a high aggregate score from
masking a critical process hazard. The outcome of
the proposed methodology is therefore a
documented solvent-selection rationale that can
be audited and updated when new toxicity, life-
cycle or process-performance data become
available.

Conclusion and Discussion

This paper presents a reproducible methodology
for comparing green solvents in sustainable
organic synthesis by combining controlled
reaction screening with multi-criteria
sustainability assessment. The proposed design
compares water, ethanol, 2-MeTHF, GVL, glycerol
and a choline-chloride-based DES using the same
model reaction, analytical method and process
boundaries. The approach integrates synthetic
performance with safety, health, environmental
impact, renewability, solvent recovery and
versatility, thereby avoiding the common error of
treating a single favorable property as proof of
solvent greenness. Literature through 2021
demonstrates that water and renewable solvents
can offer important benefits, but that practical
performance, recovery and life-cycle context
remain decisive [1,2,12,15].

The illustrative comparison suggests that water,
glycerol and GVL may score strongly on broad
sustainability criteria, whereas ethanol and 2-
MeTHF can be especially attractive when easy
recovery and operational flexibility are
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important. DES can provide very low volatility
and tunable reaction environments, but viscosity,
water content, component toxicity and recycling
must be characterized rather than assumed
[10,16]. For real experimental use, the
benchmark values reported here should be
replaced with triplicate measured data, and the
solvent ranking should be recalculated with
uncertainty ranges and sensitivity analysis.
Future work should extend the framework to
several reaction classes, continuous-flow
processing, solvent blends, life-cycle assessment
and economic costing. Such integration would
make solvent selection a quantitative design
decision rather than a qualitative label.
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