( ), 2004, 26 (2): 154~ 158 CN 53— 1045/N ISSN 0258- 7971

Journal of Yunnan University

[ Rh( DIPHOS) (MAC)1*

&5 A, 2 &

(1. , 650093; 2. , 650092)
ab initio B3LYP , [Rh(DIPHOS)(MAC)]*
X .
.B3LYP Rh , P
d P- Rh
- B3LYP;[ Rh( DIPHOS) ( MAC)]" ; ;
:0641.1 :A : 0258- 7971(2004) 02— 0154- 05
, L. Steven F (1)
[2.3]
, HF
, Halpern DIPHOS ,
, [Rh( DIPHOS) ( MAC)]"
100% ( ) .
H COOCH3
™~ c—— cC -~
’ P TS NHCOCH ]

[Rh(DIPHOS) ( MAC) ]*

, DIPH 0OS
(L)
’ [ Rh( DIPHOS) (MAC)]*
’ K . ab initio
’ B3LYP , [ Rh
N ab initio
* :2003- 09- 11
(BOO2M) ; (0111058) .

(1948- ),



2 :[ Rh(DIPHOS) (MAC)]*

155

1 2
[ Rh(DIPHOS) (MAC)]* 82
\ [ C3s H37 NO3P2Rh] " .
[ Rh(DIPHOS) (M AC)]* ,
Rh .
: Rh Hay P J°
Lanl2 Lanl2dz,
4s,4p, 4d, 5s,5p  (5s5pdd) /[ 3s3p2d]
. [[] .H,C,O,N,P
Hehre W JU° sto— 3g; [T P
Lanl2 Lanl2dz,
3s,3p  (3s3p) /[ 2s2p]
H,C,O0,N LANL2MB ,C O, N
1—Rh; 2,4—P; 3,12,13—0; 8—N; C
Is, 2s, 2p  (3s3sp)/|[ 1slsp] 1 [ Rh( DIPHOS) (MAC)]*
-H (3s) /1 1] : [ Fig. 1 The structure of [ Rh(DIPHOS) (MAC)]*
[11] : p
[ 1T] d ( (8
0.34)17, [ 2s2pld].
(MAC) ,[ Rh(DIPHOS) (MAC) ]*
, 3 ; Rh(1)
: d* , 1 4d J105s,2
[Rh(DIPHOS) (MAC)]* 5p dsp? , 4
2 , MAC o . ’
[ Rh( DIPHOS) (MAC)]"
MAC - MAC
., [Rh(DIPHOS)(MAC)]* _ (B3LYP)  (
[ 1) , MAC -
25 .24 23 0.1375nm,  [Rh(DIPHOS)(MAC)]*
Gaussian 98 s PIV 0.143 2 nm, ,
.MAC
2 > 0. 1250 nm
0. 130 8 nm. s
’ ,  MAC (Cs)
> > - 0. 145 0 nm 0.147 8 nm;
; [ Rh(DIPHOS) |* MAC ,2 Rh-P
K 0.219 9 nm 0. 220 0 nm
’ 0.2359nm 0. 238 5 nm; P- Rh- P
.[Rh(DIPHOS) ( MAC)]" 89, 3(F 85.10° - ,
1. 1

[ Rh( DIPHOS) (MAC)]"



156 ( ) 26

1 [Rh(DIPHOS) (MAC)]”*
Tab. 1 The comparison of computation and experiment values of the bond lengths(nm) of [ Rh( DIPHOS)( MAC) |*

nm

ab initio B3LYP
(1] [I] [ 1] [ 1]
Rh( 1) - P(2) 0.242 4 0.2385 0.240 5 0.2312 0.2272
Rh( 1) - P(4) 0.247 1 0.2359 0.241 8 0.2313 0.2228
Rh(1)- O(3) 0.2100 0.2100 0.208 2 0.212 1 0.2113
Rh( 1) - C(5) 0.240 4 0.218 8 0.216 0 0.220 5 0.2198
Rh( 1) - C(6) 0.2415 0.2223 0.222 4 0.2272 0.2246
C(5 - C(9 0.153 4 0.1538 0.153 8 0.1532 0. 1498
0(3)- C(7) 0.1254 0.1312 0.1312 0.130 8 0. 1248
P(2) - C(25) 0.184 3 0.1847 0.186 4 0.184 1 0.1819
P(2) - C(26) 0.1827 0.1852 0.186 6 0.184 2 0. 1809
P(4) - C(31) 0.1829 0.1852 0.1876 0.184 7 0. 1828
P(4) - C(32) 0.182 8 0.1851 0.186 8 0.184 0 0. 1836
C(5) - C(6) 0.137 4 0.143 3 0.1437 0.1432 0. 1382
P(4) - C(23) 0.1853 0.1888 0.1925 0.1920 0. 1837
P(2) - C(24) 0.184 3 0.1872 0.190 3 0.1880 0. 1818
C(23)- C(24) 0.154 0 0.1551 0.1551 0.1557 0. 1524
C(7)- N(8) 0.1351 0.1398 0.1386 0.1390 0. 1334
C(9)- 0(12) 0.138 7 0.1394 0.1417 0.141 0 0. 1348
C(9)- 0(13) 0.1216 0.1277 0.1257 0.126 4 0.1192
C(14)-0(12) 0.144 0 0.1490 0.148 4 0.148 5 0. 1441
C(5)- N(8) 0.1454 0.149 4 0.148 3 0.147 8 0. 1443
C(7)- C(19) 0.1532 0.1542 0.154 1 0.1542 0. 1495
, ( Rh ),
1,2
. , [ I [ I p
, ab initio Rh d , 2 P- Rh
(Rh- P,Rh- C) ( 0. 01 nm ( 1),
1), (B3LYP) 3
Rh s ab initio s 1
) [T] [ 100

ab initio , ,
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2 [Rh(DIPHOS) (MAC)] *
Tab.2 The comparison of computation and experiment values of the bond anglesof [ Rh(DIPHOS) (MAC)]*
)

ab initio B3LYP
[T] [T] [ 1] [ 1]

P(2)- Rh(1) - P(4) 83.39 84. 32 84. 49 85. 10 83.01
P(2) - Rh(1)- O(3) 90.25 88. 58 90. 53 91.96 88.92
0(3)- Rh(1) - C(5) 76.15 79. 24 80. 41 79.22 77.82
0(3)- Rh(1)- C(6) 92.75 97. 39 98. 60 97.47 98.72
P(4)- Rh(1)- C(5) 109.76 107. 33 104. 75 104.79 109. 62
Rh( 1) - C(5) - C(9) 106. 64 121. 51 108. 30 103.79 110. 44
Rh( 1) - C(6) - C(5) 72.96 69. 72 73.23 73.91 73.95
P(2) - Rh(1)- O(3) 170.20 167. 81 168. 69 166. 64 168. 82
P(4)- Rh(1)- C(6) 96.26 93. 86 91.39 93.02 92.02
Rh(1)- P(4)- C(23) 106.39 109. 54 107. 37 108.33 110. 62
Rh(1)- P(2)- C(24) 105.34 107. 61 105. 17 106. 16 110.42
Rh(1) - C(5) - N(8) 102.3 108. 22 106. 75 106. 83 106. 04
Rh(1)- 0(3)- C(7) 118.29 114. 06 114. 50 114.56 114.84
C(6)- C(5)- N(8) 123.85 125. 82 121. 90 122.72 124.76
C(6)- C(5) - C(9) 118.67 124.79 118. 13 117.88 122.26
0(12) - €(9) - O( 13) 124.99 126. 31 125. 35 125.03 123.57
P(4)- C(23) - C(24) 113.36 112. 39 112.53 111.75 108.36
C(9)- O(13)— C(14) 112.03 110. 47 110. 56 110.91 116.67
0(3)- C(7) - N(89) 121.11 120. 95 119. 38 119.82 121.57
0(3)- C(7) - C(19) 121.86 120. 61 121. 21 121.42 120.07
C(5)- N(8)- C(7) 120.46 115.35 118. 00 118. 40 119.57
C(5) - C(6) - C(10) 129.78 128. 43 129. 83 129.79 131.76
Rh(1)- P(2)- C(25) 117.90 117. 38 116. 81 117.06 113.82
Rh(1)- P(2)- C(26) 117.29 112. 9 113. 80 113.80 113.82
Rh(1)- P(4)- C(31) 119.59 117. 37 120. 50 121.82 121.32
Rh(1)- P(4)- C(32) 112.98 115. 37 114. 94 115.10 112.72
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The geometry optmizations of [ Rh( DIPHOS) (MAC)]*

complex with quantum chemistry

LI Xtping', CHEN Xirmin', LIU Your de’
(1. Science College, Kunming University of Science and Technology, Kunming 650093, China;

2. Chemical and Chemical Enginnering College, Yunnan Normal University, Kunming 650092, China)

Abstract: T he relativistic pseudopotential ab initio calculation and the density fanctional theory( B3LYP)

were separately used to perform the geometry optimizations for the cationic [ Rh(DIPHOS) (MAC)]" comr

plex. T he geometry optimized conformed perfectly to the data of x-ray diffraction in the different basis sets and

methods. The results show these calculation methods can be used in the optimization of the larger intermedi-

ates including heavy metal. The B3LYP method can improve the geometry parameters in relationship with

Rh. PRh bond lengths also are improved when increasing a d polarization function to the basis set of P atoms.
Key words: B3LYP; [ Rh(DIPHOS) ( MAC)]" ; geometry optimization; intermediate



