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ABSTRACT

A review of the limited literature concerned with theoretical ways to predict experimentally measured redox potentials of
ligands and complexes is presented. Electrochemical and related DFT studies involving series of para-substituted nitrobenzenes
and b-diketone bidentate ligands are discussed. New studies involving ferrocenes and bimetallic complexes (containing both
rhodium and iron) are additionally reported. Correlations of redox potentials with calculated descriptors; electron affinity (EA),
group electronegativity (cR), electrophilicity index (w), LUMO energy (ELUMO) and HOMO energy (EHOMO) – obtained from calculated electronic energies of neutral, anionic and cationic molecules, are compared. Observed E0’, Epa or Epc gave excellent correlations in the linear relationships between Epc and ELUMO (R2 > 0.99), and Epa and EHOMO (R2 > 0.92). Close correlation with the
HOMO-1 energy was also found with the ferrocene-based second oxidation in the Rh complex.
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1. Introduction
A variety of definitions had been invented to describe and
quantify the direct or indirect effect and/or strength of electronwithdrawing and donating substituents in molecules. Following
are some of these definitions that are of particular importance in
computational chemistry.
Electron affinity (EA) of an atom or molecule is the associated
energy change that occurs when an electron is added to the neutral
species to form a negative ion,1 while ionization potential (IP) is
the energy required to remove an electron from an atom, radical,
or molecule.
The global electrophilicity index (T) representing the
electrophilic power of atoms and molecules, as defined by Parr
and coworkers,2 depends on both EA and IP.
In ‘group electronegativity’ (PR) electronegativity is associated
more with different functional groups than with individual
atoms.3,4
Lastly, theoretically computed HOMO or LUMO energies of
molecules are closely associated with the respective oxidation
and reduction potentials of molecules.5
Experimental oxidation and reduction potentials are obtained
by means of cyclic voltammetry (CV), which is by far the most
effective electro-analytical technique for the study of electroactive species. Peak separation in CVs is given by, aEp = Epa– Epc,
where Epa and Epc are the respective peak potentials of anodic
and cathodic scans associated with an electrochemical process.
The formal reduction potential is defined as, E0’ = (Epa– Epc)/2. A
redox couple is said to be electrochemically reversible if the
difference in peak potential (aEp) is 59 mV at 25 °C for one electron transfer processes. Because of slow transfer kinetics at the
electrode surface, over-potentials and high solvent resistance,
the peak separation increases to above 59 mV and values up to
90 mV can be considered as electrochemically reversible. A redox
* To whom correspondence should be addressed.
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couple is said to be chemically reversible if ipa /ipc is equal to unity.
A peak separation of 90 mV ¡ aEp ¡ 150 mV is considered
quasi-reversible, while aEp > 150 mV indicates electrochemically irreversible behaviour. A chemically irreversible system is
where only reduction or oxidation can occur.
To different extents the former definitions have been related to
experimentally observed oxidation and reduction potentials.
Amongst these, some of the best results were obtained by correlating EA with one-electron reduction potentials. Hicks et al.
computed EAs for a set of 29 mono-substituted benzalacetophenones (chalcones), utilizing the B3LYP/6-31G* functional. A correlation coefficient of 0.969 in the linear relation with
experimental formal reduction potentials (E0’) was found.6
Bateni et al. did an EA DFT study of 19 metal-salen compounds
(R2 = 0.93). Experimental reduction potentials of 14 different
metal-salens were correctly predicted by the latter relationship
with a mean unsigned error of 99 mV.7 Zubatyuk et al. found the
mPWB1K/TZVP computational method to be providing the
most accurate EA results for calculation of one-electron reduction potentials of nitro-aromatic compounds, with an RMS error
of 0.1 eV. Together with the PCM (Bondi) method it also gave the
most accurate difference in solvation energies between neutral
oxidized and anion-radical reduced forms in a series of nitroaromatics. Compared with experimental values E0’ was calculated with an RMS error of 0.10 V.8 Here, theoretical calculations
of E0’ were performed in two steps, i.e. calculation of the free
energy of reduction, and difference in solvation energies of
oxidized and reduced forms.
In general, reduction potentials, i.e. where neutral species
are turned into corresponding anions, are expected to correlate
with EA, while oxidation potentials are to correlate with IP.
However, in some instances, correlations of IP with reversible
oxidation potentials were found to be poor.9 Studies of both
tetraalkylhydrazines10 and 3-substituted 2-oxa-3-azabicyclo
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[2.2.2]octane derivatives are examples of poor IP correlations.11
Employing the Hammett equation in the interpretation of
redox potentials had also been reasonably successful, especially
with regard to meta and para substituted species. Hammett constants for ortho substitution had hardly been used, largely due to
failure to find good correlation as a consequence of proximity
effects at the reaction centre.12 Through the years this approach
had been refined, with some reviews written on the topic.13,14
According to Koopman’s theorem,5 ionization energy is equal
to the HOMO energy of a molecule, but of opposite sign, with
the consequence that oxidation potentials may be related to
HOMO energies. In the same way LUMO energy is related to
reduction potentials. Both HOMO and LUMO energies may
easily be calculated theoretically. A great advantage of this
method is that it ignores solvation energy and that these energies are conveniently available from computational molecular
geometry optimizations. Regardless the fact that Koopman’s
theorem was already published in 1933, practical applications in
the context of this paper slowly started gaining ground only
during the last decade. As Sereda et al.15 in 2006 rightfully stated,
‘The open-shell’ nature of the reduced species and often the
necessity to take into account solvation makes the prediction of
redox-potentials a challenging and time consuming computational problem. However, Koopmans’ theorem enabled us to
relate redox-potentials of bicyclic quinones with their LUMO
energies, which solely characterize the starting compound.
Despite the neglected orbital relaxation that immediately
follows the reduction, such correlations have proved to be an
efficient tool for prediction of redox-potentials of anthracyclines,16 substituted anthracenes,17 and oligothiophenes.18’ A
rough correlation was also found between the first reduction
potentials of substituted bicyclic quinones and LUMO energies,
and second reduction waves and calculated LUMO+1 energies.15 Other related studies include semi-empirical calculations
of ELUMO correlated with reduction potentials of a series of
chalcones (R2 = 0.92),19 and a similar study on 16 catechol derivatives.20 For the latter, however, the ab initio B3LYP/6-311+G**
functional was used. Correlation coefficients varying from 0.70
to 0.88 were obtained.
As a consequence of the foregoing evidence we resolved to
embark on a comprehensive study to find the most suitable
means to theoretically predict redox potentials. The ongoing
investigation was scheduled along the logical sequence of starting with the simple and progressing towards the complex. It was
thus decided to commence with a series of 12 substituted
nitrobenzenes,21 known for its well established reversible redox
behaviour at the nitro group,22,23,24 while good communication
exists between this redox active centre and any of a variety of
para-substituents. To find the most accurate theoretical method
at the outset, experimental reduction potentials were correlated
with a variety of DFT computed descriptors, i.e.
electron affinity (EA = E – EANION), *
ionization potential (IP = E – ECATION),
calculated relative group electronegativities (PR = (IP + EA)/2 ),
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C NMR chemical shifts, and

Infra-Red N-O stretching frequencies, <as, as reported elsewhere.21
Based on findings from the study of the former series of simple
organic compounds, the computational investigation was
extended to include a series of the well known bidentate $-diketone ligand as well, see Scheme 2.25 The ultimate goal was to also
find a theoretical means to predict the effect of electronically
altered ligands on the oxidation and reduction potentials of the
metals it might be coordinated to. The latter study is newly
reported here, and includes series of six ferrocenyl-containing
$-diketones, and five ferrocenyl-containing $-diketonato(cod)
rhodium(I) complexes (cod = 1,5-cyclooctadiene). The iron
center in ferrocene provided the option to correlate calculated
descriptors with the FeII–III transition, while the rhodium complex
involves both RhI–III and FeII–III metal-centered oxidations.
2. Experimental and Computational Methods
2.1. General
Syntheses, NMR, IR and cyclic voltammetry were performed
as reported earlier.21,25,26,27
2.2. Quantum Computational Methods
Density functional theory (DFT) calculations were performed
using the PW91/TZP,28 OLYP/TZP (Triple . polarized)29,30,31,32 and
the B3LYP/6-311G(d,p)29,33, functionals and basis sets as implemented in the Amsterdam Density Functional (ADF2009)34
and GAUSSIAN 09 packages.35 Calculations in solution were performed using the Conductor-like Screening Model (COSMO).36
Calculations were in gas phase unless specified otherwise.
Whether artificially generated atomic coordinates or coordinates obtained from X-ray crystal data (Cambridge Structural
Database)37 were used in the input files, optimizations for each
compound resulted in the same optimized geometry. No
symmetry limitations were imposed during the calculations.
3. Results and Discussion
The cyclic voltammograms of a series of twelve para-substituted nitrobenzenes were obtained afresh, ensuring uniform
conditions applied during all scans, see Fig. 1.21 Nitrobenzene
shows one reversible couple according to Scheme 1. Formal
reduction potentials, E0’, which is the average between peak
oxidation and reduction potentials, are used here.
Both the ‘pure’ classical OLYP functional and the hybrid
B3LYP functional were used to calculate energies of neutral,
cationic and anionic species, from which electron affinity,
electrophilicity index and relative group electronegativity for
each compound were calculated. LUMO energy, ELUMO, was
obtained directly from geometry optimized structures without
further processing. These descriptors were correlated with
experimentally measured formal reduction potentials, E0’, see
Fig. 2.
Compared to related correlations referred to earlier (under
Introduction), excellent agreement (R2 > 0.99) between E0’ and

global electrophilicity index (T = µ2/20, µ Ÿ –(IP + EA)/2, 0 Ÿ
(IP-EA)),
and EHOMO & ELUMO of neutral molecules.
As additional experimental validation formal reduction potentials (Epc) were also correlated with
1

H NMR chemical shifts,

* Electronic energies, E, of optimized neutral, anionic and cationic molecules.
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Scheme 1
Reduction of para-substituted nitrobenzenes.
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Figure 1 Left: Comparative cyclic voltammograms (vs. FcH/FcH+) at a
scan rate of 100 mV s–1 for the para-nitrobenzene series R-C6H4-NO2
(2 mmol dm–3), measured in 0.2 mol dm–3 [NBu4][PF6]/CH3CN on a glassy
carbon working electrode at 25 °C. The dotted line indicates the cathodic
shift in E0’ (NO2). Right: Corresponding R groups and E0’ potentials are
shown.
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the theoretical descriptors ELUMO and T was obtained, which is
closely followed by EA (0.98) and PR (0.95), see Fig. 2 and Table 2.
Relationships between ELUMO, EA, T and PR for R-C6H4-NO2 that
result from gas-phase adiabatic calculations, and E0’ values
generally gave the best fit (Table 2). Solution phase calculations
were slightly less accurate than gas phase calculations, regardless the fact that electrochemical data were obtained in solution.
One reason for calculated energies being independent of solvation effects could be the fact that redox potentials tend to be
independent of solvent when structurally similar substances are
examined in aprotic solvents.38
The B3LYP functional yielded results that appear only slightly
better than that obtained by the OLYP functional, see Table 1.
Single point calculations on the optimized geometries of the
neutral species for the anodic and cathodic species gave similar
correlations for ELUMO vs. E0’. Adiabatic, i.e. geometry relaxed calculations, gave much better results than corresponding single
point calculations of T and PR, which indicates that cation and
anion geometries also have to be optimized for improved accuracy. ‘Intrinsic group electronegativities’ calculated by De Proft
et al.,44 where the EA and IP of isolated groups were calculated,
correlate poorly to our formal reduction potentials (indicated in
Fig. 2f). The fact that this method does not take the group’s
molecular environment into account results in data that does not
correlate with E0’, as opposed to what is observed by us, where
the entire molecule is taken into consideration.
From this initial study it became evident that ELUMO represents
the descriptor of choice, both due to best correlation and the
convenience of being directly available from computational
results of the neutral molecule.
Secondly, $-diketone (1,3-substituted-propane-1,3-dione) was

Figure 2 Top: Linear correlation graphs of the formal reduction potentials (E0’) of R-C6H4-NO2 and LUMO energies, using (a) OLYP (gas phase),
(b) B3LYP (gas phase), and (c) OLYP (with solvent effects, CH3CN). Bottom: Linear correlations of E0’ with calculated parameters; (d) global
electrophilicity index (T), (e) electron affinity (EA) and (f) calculated relative group electronegativity (PR) (Calculated group electronegativities
reported by De Proft et al. are shown as triangles: p).21
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Table 1 Linear correlation coefficients obtained from different computational methods.

Computational method
B3LYP/6-311G(d,p)
Gas phase, adiabatic
OLYP/TZP
Gas phase, adiabatic
Gas phase, single point
Solvent phase, adiabatic

ELUMO

Correlation coefficient/R2
T
EA

ÅR

0.995

0.997

0.983

0.963

0.993
0.993*
0.990

0.992
0.865
0.876

0.975
0.973
0.974

0.950
0.681
0.885

*ELUMO single point and adiabatic calculations are similar because both methods optimize

neutral species.

Scheme 2
Reduction of enolized $-diketones. R, R’ (Epc vs. FcH/FcH+ in V) = CF3,
PhNO2 (–1.045), CF3, CF3 (–1.243), CF3, Th (–1.541), CF3, Ph (–1.564), CF3,
CH3 (–1.851), CF3, CMe3 (–1.860), Th, Th (–1.867), Ph, Th (–1.884), Ph, Ph
(–1.934) and Ph, CH3 (–2.138), where PhNO2 = (pNO2–C6H4), Th =
theonyl (C4H3S), Ph = phenyl (C6H5) and Me = methyl (CH3).

employed.25 This molecule is slightly larger than nitrobenzene,
and has two groups, R and R’, which may influence reduction
potentials. $-Diketones are known for more than a century39 and
give rise to rich and interesting coordination chemistry.40,41,42 The
electrochemistry of this class of compounds is well established,
and is strongly influenced by substituents. 26,43 CV’s of
$-diketones show one electrochemically irreversible reduction
peak between –1 and –2 V vs. FcH/FcH+, see Scheme 2. The
reduction potentials, E pc , of ten 1,3-substituted diketone
RCOCHC(OH)R’ derivatives were measured by cyclic voltammetry and used in correlations with calculated descriptors.25
Calculated descriptors; ELUMO, EA and T obtained from computed electronic energies of the neutral, anionic and cationic
molecules were correlated with corresponding first reduction
potentials, Epc, see Fig. 3. Again, close to unity correlation in the
linear relationship between experimental Epc and calculated
ELUMO (R2 > 0.99, see also Table 2) was found. The correlation
coefficient of ELUMO was followed by T (0.94) and EA (0.84).
DFT calculations were in support of experimental results in
which the relative ease by which the $-diketone ligand may be

reduced is brought about by the presence of R-groups, in the
order, PhNO2>CF3>Th>Ph>CH3>CMe3.25
Already at this early stage it became clear that the more involved method to obtain EAs is significantly less accurate in estimating reduction potentials as compared to ELUMO. However, it
was found that close correlations can only be obtained amongst
related molecules, i.e. molecules with substituents on different
phenyl positions correlate poorly if the substituent is not the
same right through.21 For this reason ortho- and meta-substituents were not included in the nitrobenzene study (Scheme 1),
where it was indeed observed that correlation coefficients
decrease significantly when the latter is included with the para
series. As the aim of these investigations was to find the best
possible correlations of computational with electrochemical
data, it was therefore evident that different series should be
treated separately.
To extend the present study with eventual aim to also include
metal-centered oxidations (or reductions), a series of five ferrocenyl-containing $-diketones was employed,26 see Scheme 3.
These compounds differ by substitution at one position on the
diketone moiety, varying this site from strongly electron donating ferrocenyl to strongly electron withdrawing trifluoromethyl.

Scheme 3
FeII–III oxidation of electronically altered ferrocenyl-containing $-diketones. R (E0’ vs. FcH/FcH+ in mV) = CF3 (317), CCl3 (293), CH3 (236), Ph
(231), Ru (213), Fc (188).26

Figure 3 Linear correlation graphs of 1,3-substituted $-diketone RCOCHC(OH)R’ reduction potentials (Epc) with calculated parameters (a) LUMO
energy, (b) global electrophilicity index (T), and (c) electron affinity (EA).25 R and R’ are indicated on the graphs.
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Figure 4 Linear correlations between E0’ and (a) EHOMO, (b) IP, and (c) PR, for ferrocene-containing $-diketones FcCOCHC(OH)R’.43 R is indicated on
the graphs.

Here we focus only on the reversible oxidation of the ferrocenyl
group and not on the reduction of the $-diketonato ligand.
Cyclic voltammetry studies on these $-diketones were formerly
done as a tool to obtain group electronegativities on the Gordy
scale. A linear relationship between observed group electronegativity, PR and Epa, as well as observed carbonyl stretching
frequencies of methyl esters of the type, RCOOMe, yielded
average PR values of 1.87 for the ferrocenyl group and 2.82 for the
ferrocenium group.26
In addition to the previous reduction potential correlations
with ELUMO, our investigation now also includes correlations of
the FeIIÃFeIII first oxidation potential with EHOMO, as well as with
the ionization potential, IP, and calculated group electronegativity using Mulliken’s formula, PR, see Fig. 4.
A correlation coefficient of 0.92 was found for EHOMO, involving
the orbital from which an electron is lost during oxidation.
Where as electron affinity is used in connection with reductions,
ionization potential is related to the oxidation potential. This
correlation, namely with IP, is somewhat worse, i.e. R2 = 0.87.
The global electrophilicity index was also tested but not shown
here, as it gave a poor correlation (R2 = 0.67).
Lastly we extended our study to complexes that contain two
metals, i.e. the ferrocenyl-containing $-diketonato rhodium(I)
cod complex, [Rh(FcCOCHCOR)(cod)] (cod = 1,5-cyclooctadiene, with R = CF3, CCl3, CH3, Ph and Fc). Electrochemistry

Scheme 4
RhIÃRhIII and FeIIÃFeIII oxidation of [Rh(FcCOCHCOR)(cod)] complexes (Fc = ferrocenyl). For RhIÃRhIII, R (Epa vs. FcH/FcH+ in mV) = CF3
(269), CCl3 (265), CH3 (177), C6H5 (184) and Fc (135). For FeIIÃFeIII, R (E0’ vs.
FcH/FcH+ in mV) = CF3 (329), CCl3 (312), CH3 (232), C6H5 (237) and Fc
(203).27

of these compounds revealed irreversible oxidation at the RhI
centre, involving a two-electron transfer process to form RhIII.27
Figure 6 gives correlations between Epa and EHOMO for the
RhIÃRhIII 2-electron oxidation. Consistent with previous case
studies presented here, a good correlation coefficient was again
found, with R2 being 0.94. Following the two electron oxidation
of RhI to RhIII in [Rh(FcCOCHCOR)(cod)], is the oxidation of the
ferrocenyl group at a slightly higher potential than the rhodium
oxidation. Oxidation of the ferrocenyl group involves either
removal of one of the electrons from the HOMO of rhodium(III),
or from the HOMO-1 of the original rhodium(I) complex, see
Scheme 4 and Fig. 5. Figure 6 (b) shows an excellent correlation
between the formal oxidation potential of the ferrocenyl group
in [Rh(FcCOCHCOR)(cod)]2+ and the energy of HOMO-1 of
[Rh(FcCOCHCOR)(cod)] (R2 = 0.98). Figure 7 displays the
HOMO of [Rh(FcCOCHCOCH3)(cod)], which is computed to be

Figure 5 CVs of different [Rh(FcCOCHCOR)(cod)] complexes measured
at a scan rate of 100 mV s–1 on a glassy carbon working electrode at
25.0(1) °C for R = CF3 (1), CCl3 (2), CH3 (3), C6H5 (4) and Fc (5).27 The dotted line indicates the cathodic shift in Epa(RhIÃIII), and the arrow shows
initial scan direction.
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Figure 6 Linear correlations between (a) Epa and EHOMO for the first oxidation wave (RhI–III), and (b) E0’ and EHOMO-1 for the second oxidation wave
(FeII–III), for the [Rh(FcCOCHCOR)(cod)] complexes. R is indicated on the graphs.

Figure 7 HOMO and HOMO-1 orbitals of [Rh(FcCOCHCOCH3)(cod)]. The HOMO is mainly rhodium based and the HOMO-1 mainly Fe-based.
The oxidation of [Rh(FcCOCHCOR)(cod)] firstly involves removal of 2 electrons from the HOMO, followed by oxidation of FeII which involves an
electron in the HOMO-1. Color scheme: C (charcoal), H (grey), O (red), Rh (green), Fe (purple).

79% rhodium based. The HOMO-1, also displayed in Fig. 7, is
77% Fe based, thus confirming the location from which the
second oxidation (FeIIÃIII) takes place.
Table 2 gives the linear equations of the trend lines for all correlations considered in this report. The corresponding correlation
coefficients, R2, gives an indication of the closeness of the data
spread to linearity, with 1.0 representative of a perfect linear fit.
The provided equations may be used to predict reduction potentials from theoretically obtained LUMO energy values, and oxidation potentials from theoretically obtained HOMO energies.
This capability is anticipated to be of great aid in the pre-design
(before synthesis) of molecules and complexes with specific required redox properties, without first having to work through
often tedious and expensive experimental procedures.

Table 2 Electrochemical and DFT linear correlation equations and coefficients of four chemical series.

4. Conclusion
Convincing evidence in favour of theoretically calculated
orbital energies as means to predict redox potentials was
presented. HOMO and LUMO energies are conveniently available from computationally optimized geometries of neutral
molecules, without any additional processing. In the organic
molecule studies (nitrobenzenes and $-diketones) reviewed
here, correlations between first reduction potentials and LUMO
energies were better than 0.99, which represents outstanding accuracies of close to unity. The Fe and Rh containing complexes
yielded newly reported first oxidation potential correlations
with HOMO energies better than 0.92. The HOMO-1 energy of
the Rh complex, which corresponds to consequent oxidation of

Rh complexes

R2

Series

Linear equation

Nitrobenzenes

E0’ = –409.3 ELUMO – 2823
E0’ = 560.6 T – 2358
E0’ = 364.6 EA – 1859
E0’ = 367.3 PR – 3268

0.99
0.99
0.98
0.95

$-Diketones

Epc = –0.623 ELUMO – 3.607
Epc = 0.9415 T – 3.176
Epc = 0.6169 EA – 2.393
E0’ = –240 EHOMO – 1146
E0’ = 98 IP – 401
E0’ = 2348 PR – 77

0.99
0.94
0.84
0.92
0.87
0.76

Epa = –0.339 EHOMO – 1.257
E0’ = –0.351 EHOMO-1 – 1.264

0.94
0.98

Ferrocene-$-diketones:

the ferrocenyl moiety, gave an even better correlation of 0.98.
Linear equations derived for specifically related groups of
compounds may therefore be used to theoretically estimate
redox potentials to a large degree of accuracy.
Acknowledgement
The National Research Foundation of South Africa and the
Central Research Fund of the University of the Free State,
Bloemfontein, is gratefully acknowledged.

RESEARCH ARTICLE

K.G. von Eschwege and J. Conradie,
S. Afr. J. Chem., 2011, 64, 203–209,
<http://journals.sabinet.co.za/sajchem/>.

References and Notes
1
2
3
4
5
6
7

8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18

19
20
21
22
23
24

IUPAC, Compendium of Chemical Terminology, 2nd edn, (the “Gold
Book”), 1997.
R.G. Parr, L. v. Szentpaly and S. Liu, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1999, 121,
1922–1924.
L.D. Garner-O’Nealea, A.F. Bonamyb, T.L. Meeka and B.G. Patrickc,
J. Mol. Struct. (Theochem), 2003, 639, 151–156.
F. De Proft and W. Langenaeker, P. Geerlings, J. Phys. Chem. 1993, 97,
1826–1831.
T.A. Koopmans, Physica, 1933, 1, 104–113.
L.D. Hicks, A.J. Fry and V.C. Kurzweil, Electrochim. Acta, 2004, 50,
1039–1047.
S.B. Bateni, K.R. England, A.T. Galatti, H. Kaur, V.A. Mendiola, A.R.
Mitchell, M.H. Vu, B.F. Gherman and J.A. Miranda, Beilstein J. Org.
Chem. 2009, 5, No. 82. doi:10.3762/bjoc.5.82.
R.I. Zubatyuk, L. Gorb, O.V. Shishkin, M. Qasim and J. Leszczynski,
J. Comp. Chem. 2010, 31, 144–150.
D.H. Evans Chem. Rev. 2008, 108, 2113–2144.
S.F. Nelsen, Acc. Chem. Res. 1981, 14, 131.
F. Nelsen, J.A. Thompson-Colon, B. Kirste, A. Rosenhouse and
M. Kaftory, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1987, 109, 7128.
R.W. Taft, J. Phys. Chem. 1960, 64, 1805–1815.
P. Zuman, Substituent Effects in Organic Polarography, Plenum: New
York, 1967.
M.K. Kalinowski and T.M. Krygowski, Croat. Chem. Acta, 1985, 58, 107.
G. Sereda, J. van Heukelom, M. Koppang, S. Ramreddy and N. Collins, Beilstein J. Org. Chem. 2006, 2, No. 26. doi:10.1186/1860-5397-2-26.
Y. Kawakami and A.J. Hopfinger, Chem. Res. Toxicol. 1990, 3, 244–247.
doi: 10.1021/tx00015a009.
S. Okazaki, M. Oyama and S. Nomura, Electroanalysis 1997, 9,
1242–1246. doi:10.1002/elan.1140091605.
J. Casado, M. Delgado, M. Merchan, V. Hernandez, J. Navarrete,
T. Pappenfus, N. Williams, W. Stegner, J. Johnson, B. Edlund,
D. Janzen, K. Mann, J. Orduna and B. Viullacampa, Chem.–Eur.J. 2006,
12, 5458–5470. doi:10.1002/chem.200501389.
A. Rahman, R. Qureshi, M. Kiran and F.L. Ansari, Turk J. Chem. 2007,
31, 25–34.
D. Nematollahi, A. Taherpour, S. Jameh-Bozorghi and A. Mansouri,
B. Dadpou, Int. J. Electrochem. Sci. 2010, 5, 867–879.
A. Kuhn, K.G. von Eschwege and J. Conradie, J. Phys. Org. Chem. 2011
(wileyonlinelibrary.com) DOI 10.1002/poc.1868.
C.K. Mann and K.K. Barnes, Electrochemical Reactions in Non-Aqueous
Systems, Marcel Dekker: New York, Ch. 11, 1970.
W.H. Smith and A.J. Bard, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1975, 97, 6491–6495.
J.H. Wagenknecht, J. Org. Chem. 1977, 42, 1836–1838.

209

25 A. Kuhn, K.G. von Eschwege and J. Conradie, Electrochim. Acta, 2011,
56, 6211.
26 W.C. du Plessis, J.J.C. Erasmus, G.J. Lamprecht, J. Conradie, T.S.
Cameron, M.A.S. Aquino and J.C. Swarts, Can. J.Chem. 1999, 77,
378–386.
27 J. Conradie and J.C. Swarts, Dalton Trans. 2011, 40, 5844.
28 J.P. Perdew, J.A. Chevary, S.H. Vosko, K.A. Jackson, M.R. Pederson,
D.J. Singh and C. Fiolhais, Phys. Rev. B, 1992, 46, 6671–6687. Erratum:
J.P. Perdew, J.A. Chevary, S.H. Vosko, K.A. Jackson, M.R. Perderson,
D.J. Singh and C. Fiolhais, Phys. Rev. B, 1993, 48, 4978.
29 C. Lee, W. Yang and R.G. Parr, Phys. Rev. B, 1988, 37, 785.
30 B.G. Johnson, P.M.W. Gill and J.A. Pople, J. Chem. Phys. 1993, 98, 5612.
31 T.V. Russo, R.L. Martin and P.J. Hay, J. Chem. Phys. 1994, 101, 7729.
32 N.C. Handy and A. Cohen, J. Mol. Phys. 2001, 99, 403–412.
33 A.D. Becke, Phys. Rev. A, 1988, 38, 3098–3100.
34 The ADF program system was obtained from Scientific Computing
and Modeling, Amsterdam (http://www.scm.com/). For a description
of the methods used in ADF, see: G.T. Velde, F.M. Bickelhaupt, E.J.
Baerends, C.F. Guerra, S.J.A. van Gisbergen, J.G. Snijders, T.J. Ziegler,
J. Comp. Chem. 2001, 22, 931–967.
35 Gaussian 09, Revision A.1, M.J. Frisch, G.W. Trucks, H.B. Schlegel,
G.E. Scuseria, M.A. Robb, J.R. Cheeseman, G. Scalmani, V. Barone,
B. Mennucci, G.A. Petersson, H. Nakatsuji, M. Caricato, X. Li, H.P.
Hratchian, A.F. Izmaylov, J. Bloino, G. Zheng, J.L. Sonnenberg,
M. Hada, M. Ehara, K. Toyota, R. Fukuda, J. Hasegawa, M. Ishida,
T. Nakajima, Y. Honda, O. Kitao, H. Nakai, T. Vreven, J.A. Montgomery, Jr., J.E. Peralta, F. Ogliaro, M. Bearpark, J.J. Heyd, E. Brothers, K.N.
Kudin, V.N. Staroverov, R. Kobayashi, J. Normand, K. Raghavachari,
A. Rendell, J.C. Burant, S.S. Iyengar, J. Tomasi, M. Cossi, N. Rega, J.M.
Millam, M. Klene, J.E. Knox, J.B. Cross, V. Bakken, C. Adamo, J.
Jaramillo, R. Gomperts, R.E. Stratmann, O. Yazyev, A.J. Austin, R.
Cammi, C. Pomelli, J.W. Ochterski, R.L. Martin, K. Morokuma, V.G.
Zakrzewski, G.A. Voth, P. Salvador, J.J. Dannenberg, S. Dapprich,
A.D. Daniels, Ö. Farkas, J.B. Foresman, J.V. Ortiz, J. Cioslowski and
D.J. Fox, Gaussian, Inc., Wallingford CT, 2009.
36 (a) A. Klamt and G. Schuurmann, J. Chem. Soc., Perkin Trans. 1993, 2,
799–805. (b) A. Klamt, J. Phys. Chem. 1995, 99, 2224–2235.
37 Cambridge Structural Database (CSD), version 5.31, November 2009
update.
38 (a) A.J. Fry and P.C. Fox, Tetrahedron, 1986, 42, 5255–5266. (b) A.
Streitwieser, Molecular Orbital Theory, Wiley, New York, 1961, 181.
39 R.C. Mehrotra, R. Bohra and D.P. Gaur, Metal $-diketonates and allied
derivatives, Academic Press, London, 1978.
40 K.H. Hopmann, N.F. Stuurman, A. Muller and J. Conradie, Organometallics, 2010, 29, 2446.
41 M.M. Conradie and J. Conradie, Dalton Trans., 2011, 40, 8226.
42 A. Kuhn, T.A. Tsotetsi and J. Conradie, Inorg. Chim. Acta., 2009, 362,
3088.

