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ABSTRACT: Metal complexation studies were performed with AgSO;CF; and
AgBF, and the ditopic pyrimidine—hydrazone ligand 6-(hydroxymethyl)pyridine-
2-carboxaldehyde (2-methylpyrimidine-4,6-diyl)bis(1-methylhydrazone) (1) in
both CH;CN and CH;NO, in a variety of metal-to-ligand ratios. The resulting
complexes were studied in solution by NMR spectroscopy and in the solid state
by X-ray crystallography. Reacting either AgSO;CF; or AgBF, with 1 in either
CH;CN or CH3NO, in a 1:1 metal-to-ligand ratio produced a double helicate in
solution. This double helicate could be converted into a linear complex by
increasing the metal-to-ligand ratio; however, the degree of conversion depended
on the solvent and counteranion used. Attempts to crystallize the linear
AgSO;CF; complex resulted in crystals with the dimeric structure
[Ag,1(CH;CN),],(SO;CF;), (2), while attempts to crystallize the AgSO;CF;
double helicate from CH;CN resulted in crystals of another dimeric complex,
[Ag,1(SO,CF;)(CH;CN),],(SO5CF;),-H,O (3). The AgSO,CF; double heli-
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cate was successfully crystallized from a mixture of CH;CN and CH;NO, and had the structure [Ag,1,](SO;CF;),-3CH;NO,
(4). The linear AgBF, complex could not be isolated from the double helicate in solution; however, crystals grown from a
solution containing both the AgBF, double helicate and linear complexes in CH;CN had the structure [Ag,1(CH,CN),](BF,),
(5). The AgBF, double helicate could only be crystallized from CH;NO, and had the structure [Ag,1,](BF,),-2CH;NO, (6).

B INTRODUCTION

Ag' ions have a reputation in metallosupramolecular chemistry
for producing a wide variety of structures because of their d'’-
electron configuration, resulting in a lack of stereochemical
preference upon coordination to suitable donor atoms."” In
addition, weak interactions and crystal-packing forces tend to
have a greater influence on the solid-state structure of silver(I)
complexes,” resulting in drastic changes in the supramolecular
arrangement due to variations in the ligand composition,®*
counteranion,” and solvent choices® and the metal-to-ligand
ratios used.

It has been previously reported that the reaction between a
ditopic pyrimidine—hydrazone (pym—hyz) ligand and AgBF,
resulted in one of two different complex structures depending
on the metal-to-ligand ratio used.” When reacted in a 1:1 metal-
to-ligand ratio, a double-helicate complex is produced in both
solution and the solid state, as shown by NMR spectroscopy
and X-ray crystallography. At this low metal-to-ligand ratio, the
Ag' ions do not bind to the pym N donors of the ligand and
therefore do not induce the transoid-to-cisoid conformational
change of the pym—hyz linkage.*” This is in contrast to metals
such as Cu, Zn", and Pb", which do cause conformational
change when reacted in 1:1 metal-to-ligand ratios, resulting in
[2 X 2] grid structures.”'® Conversion of this Ag' double
helicate to a linear complex, containing two Ag' ions per ligand
and cisoid pym—hyz bonds, occurs at higher metal-to-ligand
ratios. The double helicate is remarkably stable in the presence
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of unreacted Ag'; consequently, a 12:1 metal-to-ligand ratio is
necessary for 85% conversion of the double helicate to the
linear complex (Figure 1)

Our ditopic pym—hyz ligand 6-(hydroxymethyl)pyridine-2-
carboxaldehyde (2-methylpyrimidine-4,6-diyl)bis(1-methylhy-
drazone) (1) differs from those reported previously because
of the addition of hydroxymethyl arms on the terminal pyridine
(py) rings."" These arms have been included in order to
incorporate the pym—hyz strand into larger chemical systems,
where the conformational change expressed upon metal-ion
coordination® could be used to power useful devices such as
polymer gel actuators, sensors, and artificial muscles.'
However, these arms have been shown to exert control over
the coordination chemistry of the pym—hyz strand because
their positioning on the terminal py ring allows them to bind to
the metal ion occupying the pym—hyz—py coordination sites.
This binding prevents the formation of a [2 X 2] grid complex
when Cu® reacts with 1 in a 1:1 metal-to-ligand ratio, resulting
in bent monocopper complexes.'’ Grid complexes are formed
when 1 is reacted with Pb" ions in a 1:1 metal-to-ligand ratio;
because of the Pb! jon’s larger size, however binding of the
hydroxymethyl arms does result in considerable distortion to
the grid structure.'®
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Figure 1. Reaction of a ditopic pym—hyz ligand strand with AgBF, results in a double helicate complex at a 1:1 metal-to-ligand ratio, which is then

converted to a linear complex at higher metal-to-ligand ratios.”

It was hypothesized that, because of their large and flexible
coordination spheres and their preference for N donors over O
donors, Ag' ions would only be affected to a small degree by the
presence of the hydroxymethyl arms in ligand 1. However, we
report that the silver(I) chemistry of ligand 1 is much more
complicated than that of previous pym—hyz ligands because the
complexes formed in solution and the solid state were sensitive
to the Ag' counteranion (SO;CF;~ vs BF,”) and solvent
(CH,CN vs CH,NO,) used, as well as the metal-to-ligand
ratio. The structures of the complexes formed in solution were
determined by NMR spectroscopy. Single crystals were also
grown from the reaction solutions in order to determine, by X-
ray crystallography, the solid-state structure of the complexes
formed. The results showed that in most cases the solid-state
structures of the complexes were significantly different from the
structures present in solution.

B EXPERIMENTAL SECTION

General Procedures. All chemicals were used as received without
further purification. Ligand 1 was prepared according to the literature
method."" AgSO;CF, and AgBF, were acquired from Aldrich. All
solvents were used as received and were of LR grade or better.

Microanalyses were carried out in the Campbell Microanalytical
Laboratory, University of Otago, Dunedin, New Zealand. All measured
microanalysis results had an uncertainty of +0.4%. 'H and *C NMR
spectra and two-dimensional (gCOSY, NOSEY, HSQC, and gHMBC)
spectra were collected on a 500 MHz Varian UNITY INOVA
spectrometer at 298 K. Spectra were collected in either CD;CN or
CD;NO, and were referenced to the internal solvent signal, with
chemical shifts reported in & units (ppm). Electrospray mass
spectrometry (ESMS) was carried out on a Bruker micro-TOFQ
instrument (Bruker Daltronics, Bremen, Germany). Samples were
introduced using direct infusion into an electrospray ionization source
in positive mode. Sampling was averaged for 2 min over a range of m/z
50—3000 amu. The mass was calibrated using an external calibrant of
sodium formate clusters, with 15 calibration points from 90 to 1050
amu, using a quadratic plus HPC line fit. ESMS spectra were processed
using Compass software (version 1.3; Bruker Daltronics, Bremen,
Germany). IR spectra were recorded on a Bruker Alpha-P ATR-IR
spectrometer.

Ag,1(SO5CF3),. AgSO,;CF; (93.5 mg, 0.366 mmol) in CH;CN (15
mL) was added to 1 (30.5 mg, 0.073 mmol), which gave a yellow
solution with agitation at room temperature. A yellow solid was
precipitated from the solution by the addition of diethyl ether (23.3
mg, 34%). Anal. Calcd for C,3H,,NgO4S,FcAg,. H,O: C, 29.01; H,
2.75; N, 11.77. Found: C, 28.86; H, 2.67; N, 11.55. 'H NMR (500
MHz, CD,CN): 5 8.00 (2H, s, H9), 7.97 (2H, t, J = 7.7 Hz, H12),
7.69 (2H, d, ] = 7.7 Hz, H13), 7.51 (2H, d, ] = 7.6 Hz, H11), 6.51
(1H, s, HS), 4.87 (4H, d, ] = 5.8 Hz, H1S), 405 (2H, t, ] = 5.8 Hz,
H16), 3.60 (6H, s, H8), 2.85 (3H, s, H7). *C NMR (500 MHz,
CD;CN): § 168.05 (C2), 163.28 (C14), 161.18 (C4,6), 149.66 (C10),
140.09 (C10), 136.93 (C9), 125.77 (C11), 123.22 (C15), 86.84 (CS),
65.61 (C1S), 33.81 (C8), 28.64 (C7). ESMS. Calcd for
Cy H,NgO,Ag*: m/z 527.10677. Found: m/z 527.12668. Selected
IR (cm_l): v 3417 (s, br, OH str), 2931 (m, CH str), 1591 (s), 1551
(s, C=N str), 1486 (s,), 1353 (w), 1254 (s, br, SO;CF;"), 1155 (s),
1032 (s), 984 (s). Yellow crystals suitable for X-ray determination
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were grown by the slow diffusion of diethyl ether into a CH;CN
solution of Ag,1(SO;CF;),. These crystals gave the structure
[Agzl(CH3CN)z]z(503CF3)4 (2).

Ag,1,(S0;CF;),. AgSO,CF; (27.8 mg, 0.102 mmol) in CH;CN (6
mL) was added dropwise to a suspension of 1 (45.2 mg, 0.106 mmol)
in CH;CN (4 mL) with stirring at 80 °C. This resulted in partial
dissolution of 1 and the formation of a yellow solution. This mixture
was filtered, and diethyl ether was added to the yellow filtrate, causing
precipitation of an off-white solid. This solid was washed with diethyl
ether and dried in vacuo (212 mg, 32%): Anal. Caled for
Cp,H,NyOSF;Ag-H,0: C, 38.00; H, 3.77; N, 16.11. Found: C,
38.04; H, 3.53; N, 15.85. 'H NMR (500 MHz, CD,CN): § 7.97 (2H,
t, ] = 7.7 Hz, H12), 7.94 (2H, s, H9), 7.60 (2H, d, ] = 7.5 Hz, H11),
730 (2H, d, J = 7.8 Hz, H13), 7.16 (1H, s, HS), 4.00 (2H, dd, J = 5.1
and 14.9 Hz, H15a) 3.89 (2H, dd, ] = 5.7 and 14.8 Hz, H15b), 3.59
(2H, t, J = 5.5 Hz, H16), 3.32 (6H, s, H8), 2.26 (3H, s, H7). *C NMR
(500 MHz, CD,CN): § 166.91 (C2), 162.88 (C4, C6), 161.59 (C14),
150.80 (C10), 140.55 (C12), 138.89 (C9), 125.51 (Cl1), 123.71
(C13), 89.57 (CS), 64.83 (C15), 32.25 (C8), 25.89 (C7). ESMS.
Calcd for (C,1H,4N40,),Ag™: m/z 949.3251. Calcd for
C, Hy,NgO,Ag™: m/z 527.1068. Caled for C,H,NgO,": m/z
421.2100. Found: m/z 949.2978, 527.1033, 421.2061. Selected IR
(em™): v 3375 (w, OH str), 2925 (w, CH str), 1575 (s), 1544 (s, C=
N str), 1482 (s), 1458 (m), 1446 (m), 1407 (s), 1282 (s), 1245 (s, br,
SO;CF;7), 1222 (s), 1154 (s), 1095 (s), 1043 (s), 1026 (s). Yellow
crystals suitable for X-ray determination were grown by the slow
diffusion of diethyl ether into a CH;CN solution of Ag,1,(SO;CF;),.
These crystals gave the structure [Ag,1(SO;CF;)(CH;CN),],-
(SO;CF3), H,0 (3).

The reaction was repeated in CH;NO,, with AgSO;CF; (22.0 mg,
0.086 mmol) in CH;NO, (5 mL) added dropwise to a suspension of 1
(35.8 mg, 0.085 mmol) with stirring in CH;NO, (10 mL) at 100 °C.
This resulted in a yellow solution, followed by precipitation of a yellow
solid. The solid was filtered, washed with diethyl ether, and dried in
vacuo (5.2 mg, 9%). '"H NMR (500 MHz, DMSO-dg): § 8.10 (2H, s,
H9), 8.07 (2H, t, ] = 7.8 Hz, H12), 7.69 (2H, d, ] = 7.6 Hz, H11), 7.36
(2H, d, ] = 7.8 Hz, H13), 7.07 (1H, s, HS), 5.63 (2H, t, ] = 5.2 Hz,
H16), 3.91 (2H, dd, ] = 5.1 and 14.9 Hz, H1Sa), 3.77 (2H, dd, ] = 5.1
and 14.8 Hz, HISb), 329 (6H, s, HS), 222 (3H, s, H7). ESMS.
Found: m/z 949.2994, 527.1054, 421.2072. Caled for
(Co1H,,NGO,),Ag": m/z 949.3251. Caled for Cy H,,NgO,Ag": m/z
527.1068. Calcd for C,;H,NgO,*: m/z 421.2100. Selected IR (cm™):
v 3408 (w, OH str), 1590 (w), 1547 (s, C=N str), 1455 (w), 1432
(w), 1409 (w), 1385 (w), 1274 (s), 1243 (s, br, SO,CF;7), 1225 (s),
1153 (s), 1026 (s).

The reaction was repeated in a mixture of CH;CN and CH;NO,,
with AgSO;CF; (28.7 mg, 0.112 mmol) in CH;CN (S mL) added
dropwise to a suspension of 1 (46.8 mg, 0.111 mmol) with stirring in
CH;NO, (10 mL) at 100 °C. This resulted in a yellow solution.
Yellow crystals suitable for X-ray determination were grown by the
slow diffusion of diethyl ether into this solution. These crystals gave
the structure [Ag,1,](SO;CF;),-3CH;NO, (4).

Ag,1,(BF,),. Ag,1,(BF,), was prepared as described for
Ag,1,(SO;CF;), but with AgBF, (65.13 mg, 0.336 mmol) in
CH;CN (3 mL) and 1 (362 mg, 0.086 mmol) in CH;CN (10
mL), which resulted in full dissolution of 1 and the formation of a
yellow solution. Diethyl ether was added to cause precipitation of an
off-white solid, which was washed with diethyl ether and EtOH and
dried in vacuo (37.8 mg, 71%). Anal. Calcd for
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Table 1
[Ag,1(CH;CN),],(SO5CFE;), (2) [Ag,1(SO;CF;)(CH,CN),], (SO5CF;),-H,0 (3) [Ag,1,](SO;CF;),-3CH;NO, (4)
empirical formula Cs4sHeoAg4F1,N2001654 Cs4aHeoAgsF1,N2001754 CysHs7Ag,F3N 150,58
fw 2032.94 2048.94 1388.92
cryst syst triclinic monoclinic orthorhombic
space group P1 C2/c Pben
a/A 8.8339(8) 21.065(4) 14.5504(5)
b/A 12.8072(10) 27.459(5) 29.2736(9)
/A 15.3793(12) 15.881(3) 25.1803(7)
a/deg 97.165(4) 90 90
p/deg 92.266(4) 127.895(6) 90
y/deg 95.012(4) 90 90
V/A3 1717.6(2) 7249(2) 10725.4(6)
V4 1 4 8
T/K 90(2) 90(2) 90(2)
p/mm™! 1.360 1.291 0.863
reflns collected 34168 43788 100846
unique reflns (R;,,) 6368 (0.0337) 6732 (0.0332) 7148 (0.0540)
RI indices [I > 26(I)] 0.0261 0.0782 0.0552
wR2 (all data) 0.0663 0.2127 0.1240
GOF 1.082 1.056 1.083
[Ag,1(CH;CN),](BE,), (5) [Ag,1,](BE,),2CH;NO, (6)

empirical formula CysH;30Ag,B,FgN,,0, Cy4Hs,Ag,B,FgN 4,05

fw 891.95 1321.89

cryst syst triclinic monoclinic

space group P1 P2,/n

a/A 7.9175(15) 15.7298(17)

b/A 8.3277(18) 14.6064(13)

c/A 12.571(3) 22.919(2)

a/deg 80.108(7) 90

p/deg 77.305(7) 95.295(4)

y/deg 77.748(7) 90

V/A 783.3(3) 5240.3(9)

Z 1 4

T/K 90(2) 90(2)

p/mm™! 1.342 0.843

reflns collected 8503 42319

unique reflns (R;,,) 3182 (0.0257) 8030 (0.0346)

R1 indices [I > 20(I)] 0.0481 0.0479

wR2 (all data) 0.1268 0.1310

GOF 1.142 1.045

C, H,NyO,AgBE, - H,0: C, 39.84; H, 4.14; N, 17.70. Found: C,
39.80; H, 4.05; N, 17.93. 'TH NMR (500 MHz, CD,CN): § 7.98 (2H,
t, ] = 7.8 Hz, H12), 7.94 (2H, s, H9), 7.60 (2H, d, ] = 7.6 Hz, H11),
730 (2H, d, ] = 7.8 Hz, H12), 7.16 (1H, s, H5), 4.00 (2H, dd, ] = 5.2
and 14.9 Hz, H15a), 3.89 (2H, dd, ] = 5.6 and 14.9 Hz, H1Sb), 3.49
(2H, t, J = 5.4 Hz, H16), 3.32 (6H, s, H8), 2.26 (3H, s, H7). ESMS.
Caled for C, H,NgO,Ag™: m/z 527.1068. Found: m/z 527.1031.
Selected IR (cm™): v 3522 (w, OH str), 2917 (w, CH str), 1574 (s),
1545 (s, C=N str), 1482 (s), 1459 (m), 1445 (m), 1406 (s), 1288
(w), 1226 (w), 1158 (s), 1039 (s, br, BF,”). Yellow crystals suitable for
X-ray determination were grown by the slow diffusion of diethyl ether
into a CH;CN solution of Ag,1,(BF,),. These crystals gave the
structure [Ag,1(CH;CN),](BE,), (5).

The reaction was repeated in CH;NO,, with AgBF, (30.1 mg, 0.16
mmol) in CH;NO, (8 mL) added dropwise to a suspension of 1 (65.1
mg, 0.16 mmol) with stirring in CH;NO, (S mL) at 100 °C. This
resulted in a yellow solution. Diethyl ether was added to precipitate an
off-white solid, which was washed with diethyl ether and dried in vacuo
(40.5 mg, 42%). Anal. Calcd for C,,H,,NO,AgBE,-'/,H,0: C, 40.41;
H, 4.04; N, 17.95. Found: C, 40.52; H, 4.24; N, 18.14. 'H NMR (500
MHz, CD;NO,): § 8.07 (2H, t, ] = 7.6 Hz, H12), 8.06 (2H, s, H9),
7.68 (2H, d, ] = 7.6 Hz, H11), 742 (2H, d, ] = 7.7 Hz, H13), 7.35
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(1H, s, HS), 4.17 (2H, d, ] = 14.6 Hz, H15a), 4.08 (2H, d, ] = 14.5 Hz,
H1sb), 343 (6H, s, H8), 2.31 (3H, s, H7). ESMS. Calcd for
C, Hy,NgO,Ag"™: m/z 527.1068. Found: m/z 527.1049. Selected IR
(em™): v 3511 (w, OH str), 1604 (m), 1574 (m, C=N str), 1543
(m), 1481 (m), 1458 (m), 1399 (m), 1287 (m), 1223 (m), 1157 (m),
1033 (s). Yellow crystals suitable for X-ray determination were grown
by the slow diffusion of diethyl ether into a CH;NO, solution of
Ag,1,(BF,),. These crystals gave the structure [Ag,1,]-
(BE,),2CH,NO, (6).

X-ray Crystallography. Crystallographic data are summarized in
Table 1. X-ray diffraction data were collected on a Bruker APEX II
CCD diffractometer, with graphite-monochromated Mo Ka (1 =
0.71073 A) radiation. Intensities were corrected for Lorentz
polarization effects,'* and a multiscan absorption correction’® was
applied. The structures were solved by direct methods (SHELXS'® or
SIR-97'7) and refined on F* using all data by full-matrix least-squares
procedures (SHELXL 97'®). All calculations were performed using the
WinGX interface." Detailed analyses of the extended structure were
carried out using PLATON?® and MERCURY*' (version 2.4).

Some of the crystal structures contained disordered components.
The SO;CF;™ anions in 3 showed translational disorder over two sites
with site occupancy factors of 0.67 and 0.33 and of 0.71 and 0.29,
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AgSO;CF; in CH;CN

AgSO;CF; in CH;NO,

AgBF, in CH;CN

o

AgBF, in CH;NO,

Figure 2. Schematic summarizing the complexes identified in solution by NMR studies when ligand 1 was reacted with either AgSO;CF; (left) or
AgBF, (right) in either CH;CN (top) or CH;NO, (bottom) on either a 1:1 or excess:1 metal-to-ligand ratio.

respectively. The bond lengths and angles on these SO;CF;~ anions
had to be fixed because of their disorder. A total of 358 restraints were
used to model the disordered SO;CF;™ anions. The H atoms of the
H,0 molecule of crystallization in 3 could not be located. The
hydroxymethyl arms containing O2 and O3 were disordered over two
sites in 4 with site occupancy factors of 0.67 and 0.33 and of 0.74 and
0.26, respectively. Both SO;CF;” counterions in 4 were also
disordered.

The structure for S was racemically twinned and was refined
accordingly.”* Two different data sets for § were collected and solved,
both of which were of poor quality because of weak diffracting crystals.
The solution reported herein represents the best quality solution.

The hydroxymethyl arm containing O2 in 6 was disordered over
two sites with site occupancy factors of 0.54 and 0.46. One of the Ag'
ions in 6 was also disordered over two sites, with site occupancy
factors of 0.80 and 0.20. The crystals of complex 6 were also of poor
quality, but as with complex §, their diffraction pattern allowed for the
unambiguous description of the complex structure.

B RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Synthesis and Structures of Complexes. Ligand 1 was
reacted with either AgSO;CF; or AgBF, in either CH;CN or
CH;NO, in various metal-to-ligand ratios. The reactions were
repeated in either CD;CN or CD;NO, so the constitutions of
the reaction solutions could be identified by NMR spectros-
copy. Diethyl ether was then either added directly or added
through slow diffusion into the reaction solutions to yield either
powdered precipitates or crystalline samples of the complexes.
It was found that, in solution, the primary structure of the
complexes formed depended on three factors: (i) the metal-to-
ligand ratio used; (ii) the counteranion of the metal salt used
(SO;CF;~ or BF,”); and (iii) the solvent used (CH,CN or
CH,NO,; Figure 2).

Complexes Formed from AgSO;CF; and 1. Reacting
AgSO;CF; with 1 in CH;CN in a 1:1 metal-to-ligand ratio
exclusively formed a double-helicate complex in solution, as
evidenced by NMR spectroscopy. The diffusion of diethyl ether
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into the solution of this complex resulted in a yellow solid,
which produced a microanalytical result consistent with the
formula AglSO;CF;. The slow diffusion of diethyl ether
yielded small crystals, the structure of which was not a double
helicate but instead the distorted 2:1 metal-to-ligand dimer 3.
These crystals were only characterized by X-ray diffraction
because of the very small quantity produced.

When the 1:1 reaction between AgSO;CF; and 1 was
repeated in CH3;NO,, precipitation of a solid followed shortly
after dissolution and complexation of 1. NMR studies of this
solid in dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO)-dy revealed that it was a
mixture of the double-helicate complex identified in the
previous CH;CN reaction, as well as unreacted 1. Repeating
the reaction in a mixture of CH;CN and CH;NO, (1:2, by
volume), however, resulted in complete dissolution and
complexation of 1 without any subsequent precipitation. The
slow diffusion of diethyl ether into this solution yielded crystals,
the structure of which was the double helicate 4.

When AgSO;CF; was reacted with 1 in a 2:1 metal-to-ligand
ratio in CH;CN, a mixture of a 2:1 linear complex and the 1:1
double helicate was formed in solution, as evidenced by NMR
studies. A metal-to-ligand ratio of 7:1 was necessary to produce
a solution containing exclusively the 2:1 linear complex.
Diffusion of diethyl ether into this solution produced a yellow
solid, the microanalysis results of which were consistent with
the formula Ag,1(SO;CF;),-H,0. Slow diffusion resulted in
crystals of 2. The linear 2:1 complex could not be formed in
CH;NO,. A yellow solution would form upon mixing
AgSO;CF; and 1 in CH;NO,, after which a solid would
precipitate. Even when a metal-to-ligand ratio of 8:1 was used,
there was no evidence of the formation of any complex other
than the 1:1 double helicate in either the precipitate or the
solution phase of this mixture.

Complexes Formed from AgBF, and 1. A metal-to-
ligand ratio of 4:1 was necessary for complete complexation of
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Figure 3. (left) NOE correlations of the free ligand 1, which demonstrate its horseshoe shape.'' (center) NOE correlations of the [Ag,1,]** cation,
common to the 1:1 metal-to-ligand complexes Ag,1,(SO;CF;), and Ag,1,(BF,), identified in both CD;CN and CD;NO, (only half the double
helicate is shown for clarity). (right) NOE correlations of the [Ag,1]** cation, common to the 2:1 metal-to ligand linear complexes Ag,1(SO;CF;),
and Ag,1,(BF,), identified in both CD;CN and CD;NO, (pym—hyz bonds are highlighted; showing NMR numbering).
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Figure 4. "H NMR spectra of the 1 and AgSO;CF; reactions performed in CD;CN, using metal-to-ligand ratios from 1:1 (bottom) to 7:1 (top).

1 with AgBF, in CH;CN. This resulted in a solution containing helicate. Unfortunately, there was not enough crystalline
the 1:1 double helicate with a small amount of a 2:1 linear material produced for analysis by any means other than X-ray
complex as a minor product. Regardless of the metal-to-ligand diffraction.

ratio used, the ratio of these two complexes in solution was AgBF, was also reacted with 1 in CH;NO, in a 1:1 metal-to-
always S:1, as evidenced by 'H NMR spectroscopy. The direct ligand ratio, resulting in complete dissolution and complexation
addition of diethyl ether to this solution produced a yellow of 1. NMR studies confirmed that the complex in solution was
solid, which was consistent with the formula Ag1BF,-H,O, as a 1:1 double helicate, identical with the complex identified
evidenced by microanalysis. The slow diffusion of diethyl ether when AgBF, and 1 were reacted in CH3;CN. The direct
produced very small crystals, which had the structure S, which addition of diethyl ether resulted in a yellow solid, consistent
was consistent with a 2:1 linear complex, not a 1:1 double with the formula Agl1BF,-'/,H,0, as shown by microanalysis.
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The slow diffusion of diethyl ether resulted in crystals of a
double-helicate complex 6. AgBF, and 1 were also reacted in
metal-to-ligand ratios of up to 8:1 in CH;NO,. NMR studies
showed that these solutions contained only the 1:1 double-
helicate complex.

NMR Spectroscopy. The 'H NMR spectra from the
solution of the 1:1 AgSO;CF; and 1 reactions in CH;CN and
CH;NO, indicated that the complex in solution was a double
helicate, consisting of two molecules of 1 sharing two Ag' ions.
The "H NMR spectra showed only nine peaks, indicating that
the complex was symmetrical, with a Ag' ion bound in each of
the pym—hyz coordination pockets. Nuclear Overhauser
enhancement (NOE) correlations were observed among
H8y,,, HYyy,, and HI11, but not between HS,,, and HS;,,
(Figure 3). This indicated two details about the double
helicate’s structure: (i) that the pym—hyz bonds were transoid,
as seen in the free ligand 1,'"" and (ii) that the py ring in the 1:1
AgSO;CF; and 1 complex was rotated such that the py N atom
faced toward the center of the complex. Rotation of the
hydroxymethyl arms was restricted because of coordination of
the OH groups to the Ag' ions. This was evidenced in the 'H
NMR spectrum by the H1S methylene protons occupying
different chemical environments and therefore exhibiting two
signals with different chemical shifts, which showed geminal
coupling (Figure 4). The transoid shape of the pym—hyz bonds
and the binding of the OH groups to the Ag' ions rule out the
possibility that the 1:1 metal-to-ligand complex existed as any
other kind of coordination isomer other than a double helicate.

Increasing the AgSO;CFj-to-1 ratio from 1:1 to 7:1 in
CH;CN resulted in the conversion of the double helicate to a
2:1 linear complex (Figure 4). The "H NMR spectrum of this
linear complex showed only nine peaks and exhibited NOE
correlations between HS,., H8, H9, and H1l,. This
indicated a symmetrical, linear shape, with a Ag' ion in each
coordination pocket. The H15 methylene proton signal in the
spectrum of the linear complex did not express geminal
coupling, for although the binding of the hydroxymethyl arm to
the Ag' ions would prevent rotation of the arm, the chemical
shifts of the methylene proton positions were coincidentally the
same. The chemical shift of the methylene signals for the linear
complex was 4.87 ppm, compared to 4.00 and 3.89 ppm for
these signals in the double helicate, as a result of the
hydroxymethyl arms of the 1:1 complex being shielded by
the double-helicate shape. Another major difference was the
chemical shift of the HS,,,, signal. In the spectrum of the linear
complex, this signal was located at 6.51 ppm, similar to
previously reported linear lead(Il) and zinc(II) complexes of
1."% The HS,,m peak in the spectrum of the double helicate was
located at 7.16 ppm, which was closer in chemical shift to the
HS,,,., signal of the free ligand at 7.65 ppm."" The difference in
the chemical shift of HS,,, appears to be due to the
conformation of the pym—hyz linkages.

When the reaction between AgSO;CF; and 1 was repeated in
CH;NO,, a solid would precipitate from the reaction mixture
shortly after mixing. This solid proved insoluble in CD;NO,;
however, it was dissolved in DMSO-dg to give a 'H NMR
spectrum. Regardless of the metal-to-ligand ratio used in the
reaction, the spectrum obtained from the solid precipitate was
always very similar to that of the Ag,1,(SO;CF;), complex
synthesized in CD;CN. The spectra all showed nine peaks, with
chemical shifts very similar to those seen in the spectra of the
Ag,1,(SO;CF;), complex in CD;CN. The H1S methylene
proton signals showed geminal coupling. This indicated that
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the double-helicate Ag,1,(SO;CF;), complex was formed in
CH;NO, as well as in CH;CN.

The "H NMR spectra of the reaction solutions, formed by
reacting AgBF, with 1 in CD;CN in various metal-to-ligand
ratios, all showed a mixture of a Ag,1,(BF,), double helicate
and a Ag,1(BF,), linear complex in roughly a 5:1 ratio. The
spectra from both of these complexes were virtually identical
with those of their SO;CF;” counterparts, with the only
differences being minor chemical shifts for the hydroxymethyl
proton signals.

The spectrum of the AgBF, and 1 1:1 reaction mixture in
CD;NO, was consistent with the formation of a Ag,1,(BF,),
double helicate. Nine peaks were present, indicating a
symmetrical molecule. The H15 methylene proton signals
expressed geminal coupling, and the HS, ., signal was located at
7.35 ppm. Even when the metal-to-ligand ratio was increased to
4:1, there were no signals due to a Ag,1(BF,), complex
detected.

IR Spectroscopy. The linear and double-helicate Ag-
SO;CF; complexes displayed OH stretching bands at 3417
and 3397 cm™’, respectively. The linear AgSO,CF; complex’s
IR spectrum contained an intense band at 1591 cm™, in
addition to the C=N stretching mode at 1551 cm™", while the
double-helicate spectrum displayed a much weaker band at
1576 cm™'. The difference in intensity between the C=N
stretching mode and the bands from 1455 to 1385 cm™ was
much greater for the double helicate.

The solids obtained by the diffusion of diethyl ether into
CH;CN solutions of AgBF, and 1 of various metal-to-ligand
ratios all showed identical IR spectra. These spectra contained a
C=N stretching mode at 1545 cm™, as well as an intense band
at 1039 cm™' due to vibrations of the BF,” counterions.
Likewise, the IR spectra of the products from the CH;NO,
solutions of AgBF, and 1 were the same regardless of the metal-
to-ligand ratio. The C=N stretching modes in these spectra
were located at 1543 cm™.

X-ray Crystallography. X-ray-quality single crystals were
grown by the slow diffusion of diethyl ether into reaction
solutions of AgSO;CF; or AgBF, and 1 in CH;CN or
CH;NO,. The resulting crystal structures were often at odds
with the structures of the complexes identified in solution, by
NMR spectroscopy, and the composition of the powders
precipitated by the direct addition of diethyl ether, as
determined by microanalysis.

X-ray Crystal Structure of 2. Crystals of complex 2 were
obtained by the slow addition of diethyl ether into a CH;CN
solution containing AgSO;CF; and 1 in a 5:1 metal-to-ligand
ratio. Complex 2 crystallized in the triclinic space group PI,
with one [Ag,1(CH;CN),]*" cation and two SO,CF;~ anions
in the asymmetric unit (Figure S). The complex had a
stretched-out linear shape, with a centroid—centroid distance
between the py rings of 13.98 A. Both coordination pockets
contained a Ag' ion. Agl existed in a distorted trigonal-
bipyramidal environment, with a 75 parameter equal to 0.66.>
Agl was bound to all three of the N donors of one pym—hyz—
py coordination site, a CH3;CN molecule, and the hydrox-
ymethyl donor OlA on a symmetry-generated
[Ag,1(CH;CN),]*" cation. This Agl—O1A bond was a formal
coordination bond, with a distance of 2.693(3) A. Con-
sequently, complex 2 existed as an offset, parallel, centrosym-
metric dimer (Figure 6). The geometry around Ag2 was a
relatively rare distorted square plane™** with a 7, parameter
equal to 0.36> (Figure S).
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Figure 5. View of one of the [Ag,1(CH;CN),]** cations that made up
the dimer of complex 2 (crystallographic numbering). Thermal
ellipsoids drawn at the S0% probability level (symmetry code: A, 2 —
%2—y1—2).

The dimers were arranged so that the [Ag,1(CH,CN),]*
cations faced each other, with the pym methyl groups pointing
in opposite directions. The unbound SO;CF;~ counterions
were connected to the dimer via hydrogen bonds, with lengths
of 2.01(4) and 1.90(4) A for O1-H--O12 and 02—H:--023,
respectively [corresponding to O1---O12 and 02---023
distances of 2.713(3) and 2.801(3) A, respectively]. The
dimers were stacked together through offset, face-to-face 7—7-
stacking interactions, which alternated between the central pym
ring and the N8 and N1 containing py rings. The centroid—
centroid distances for these two 7—7-stacking interactions were
3.70 and 3.62 A, respectively. As a result of these interactions,
the dimers were linked together to form a diagonal one-
dimensional chain in the [101] direction (Figure 6).

X-ray Crystal Structure of 3. Crystals of complex 3 were
obtained through the slow diffusion of diethyl ether into a
CH;CN solution of AgSO;CF; and 1 in a 1:1 metal-to-ligand
ratio. Complex 3 crystallized in the monoclinic space group
C2/c with one [Ag,1(SO;CF;)(CH;CN),]* cation, an un-
bound SO;CF;~ counterion, and a H,O molecule of
crystallization in the asymmetric unit. Both pym—hyz bonds
in the cation adopted a cisoid conformation, resulting in a linear
complex with a distance between the centroids of the terminal
py rings of 13.75 A. The large ellipsoids of the N8-containing
py ring indicated considerable ring flexing. This motion
appeared to be inherent in the structure because it was present
in all of the structure solutions derived from multiple X-ray data
collections on crystals of this compound.

The geometry around Agl was that of a distorted square
pyramid (zg = 0.20),>® with coordination bonds between Agl
and the three N donors of a pym—hyz—py site, a CH;CN
molecule, and the hydroxymethyl donor O1 of a symmetry-
generated [Ag,1(SO;CF;)(CH;CN),]* cation (Figure 7). This
self-complementary Agl—O1A bond linked adjacent
[Ag,1(SO;CF,)(CH;CN),]* cations together as a dimer
(Figure 8). The distance of this bond was 2.461(5) A. The
geometry around Ag2 was variable because of the O11-
containing SO;CF;~ being disordered by translation over two
sites, of which only one involved coordination to Ag2. The
geometry with O11 bound to Ag2 in an axial position (site
occupancy factor 0.33) was that of a distorted five-coordinate
square pyramid with a 7; parameter of 0.07.>® The geometry
when O11 was not bound (site occupancy factor 0.67) was that
of a distorted tetrahedron with a 7, parameter of 0.62 (Figure

7).3

Figure 6. (top) View of complex 2. The two [Ag,1(CH;CN),]** cations were bridged by self-complementary coordination bonds between O1 and
Agl. (bottom) View of the arrangement of 2 into a one-dimensional chain through 7—z-stacking interactions between the pym and py rings (anions

and H atoms are removed for clarity; distances are given in A).
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Figure 7. View of the [Ag,1(SO;CF;)(CH;CN),]" cation, which
accounted for half of the dimeric complex 3 (crystallographic
numbering). Thermal ellipsoids drawn at the 50% probability level
(symmetry code: A, 2 — %, y, °/, — 2).

Unlike complex 2, the cations in complex 3 were oriented on
top of each other, with the pym methyl groups on each cation
pointing in the same direction. There was a face-to-face 7—7-
stacking interaction between the N1-containing py ring on one
cation and the pym ring on the other cation of the dimer
(centroid—centroid distance 3.80 A; Figure 8). A face-to-face
m—n-stacking interaction between the N8-containing py rings
on adjacent dimers (centroid—centroid distance of 3.90 A)
organized the dimers into an infinite one-dimensional chain
that ran in the diagonal [101] direction (Figure 8). No other
intermolecular interactions could be determined because of the
highly disordered nature of the SO;CF;~ counteranions.

X-ray Crystal Structure of 4. Crystals of complex 4 were
obtained through the slow diffusion of diethyl ether into a 1:2
mixture of CH;CN and CH3NO, containing AgSO;CF; and 1
in a 1:1 metal-to-ligand ratio. Complex 4 crystallized in the
orthorhombic space group Pbcn, with one [Ag,1,]*" cation, two
SO;CF;~ counterions, and three CH3;NO, molecules of
crystallization. The [Ag,1,]*" cation existed as a double
helicate, with two molecules of 1 sharing two Ag' ions (Figure
9). The pym—hyz bonds of both molecules of 1 remained in a

Figure 9. (top) View of one of the arms of the double-helicate
[Ag,1,]** cation of complex 4 (crystallographic numbering). Thermal
ellipsoids drawn at the 50% probability level. (bottom left) View of
complex 4 along the c axis. (bottom right) Representation of the
double-helicate [Ag,1,]** cation of complex 4 with the molecules of 1
color-coded (H atoms are omitted for clarity).

transoid conformation as a result of each Ag' ion being bound
to the hyz and py N donors of both molecules of 1 but not the
pym N donors of the pym—hyz—py coordination pockets
(Figure 9). Agl existed in a heavily distorted tetrahedral
geometry (7, = 0.51),”° bound to only the hyz and py N donors
of both molecules of 1. The geometry of Ag2 was also a heavily
distorted tetrahedron (7, parameter equal to 0.51);>° however.
it was bound to the hyz and py N donors of one molecule of 1,
and the hydroxymethyl arm and py N donor of the other
molecule of 1. As a result, the double helicate was not
symmetrical, unlike the double helicate identified by NMR
spectroscopy. The distance from Ag2 to the unbound hyz N
donor (N1S) was 2.747(S) A, which was too long to be

Figure 8. (top) View of complex 3. The two [Ag,1(SO;CF;)(CH;CN),]* cations were bridged by the self-complementary Agl—O1 coordination
bonds (the bound SO;CF;™ anion has been removed for clarity). (bottom) View of the arrangement of 3 into a one-dimensional chain in the [101]
direction through 7—z-stacking interactions between the N8-containing py rings. The 7—7-stacking interaction between the N1-containing py ring
and the pym ring is also shown (the bound SO;CF;~ anions are removed for clarity; distances are given in A).
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considered a coordination bond. The Ag—Ag distance across
the helicate was 5.09 A.

A hydrogen bond existed between OI11 of one of the
SO;CF;~ counterions and the major position of O2 (site
occupancy factor 0.67) on the helicate. The O2—H--O11
distance was 2.07(2) A, which corresponded to a 02--O11
distance of 2.89(2) A. There was a weak n—r interaction
between the pym ring containing N4 on one molecule of 1 of
the double helicate and the py ring containing N9 on the other
molecule of 1 on the double helicate (centroid—centroid
distance of 3.74 A). This interaction may have helped to
stabilize the double-helicate structure.

X-ray Crystal Structure of 5. Crystals of complex S were
obtained through the slow diffusion of diethyl ether into the
CH;CN solution of AgBF, and 1 in a metal-to-ligand ratio of
4:1. The structure was refined as a racemic twin.”> Complex §
crystallized in the triclinic space group P1, with one
[Ag,1(CH;CN),]** cation and two BF,” anions in the
asymmetric unit (Figure 10). The complex had a linear

Figure 10. View of the [Ag,1(CH;CN),]** cation of complex §
(crystallographic numbering). Thermal ellipsoids drawn at the 50%
probability level.

shape, with cisoid pym—hyz bonds and a distance of 13.85 A
between the centroids of the terminal py rings. There was a Ag'
ion in both pym—hyz—py coordination pockets, each of which
were bound to all three N donors and a CH3;CN molecule.
Both Agl and Ag2 existed in a distorted square-planar
geometry, with 7, parameters of 0.35 and 0.37, respectively.”

Unlike complexes 2 and 3, complex § existed as a discrete
molecule. The hydroxymethyl arms were oriented away from
the Ag' ions, and there were no significant interactions between
adjacent molecules of 5 or between 5 and the two BF,”
counterions (Figure 10).

X-ray Crystal Structure of 6. Crystals of complex 6 were
obtained through the slow diffusion of diethyl ether into a
CH;NO, solution of AgBF, and 1 in a 1:1 metal-to-ligand ratio.
Complex 6 crystallized in the monoclinic space group P2,/n,
with one [Ag,1,]*" cation, two BF,” counterions, and two
CH;NO, molecules of crystallization. The [Ag,1,]*" cation
existed as a double helicate, with two molecules of 1 sharing
two Ag' ions (Figure 11). The conformation of the molecules
of 1 in complex 6 was very similar to that seen in complex 4,
with all hyz bonds in a transoid conformation and all of the
terminal py rings rotated (Figure 11). The double helicate was
also asymmetric, unlike the AgBF, double helicate identified in
solution by NMR spectroscopy. Agl was bound to the py and
hyz N donors of both molecules of 1 and the hydroxymethyl
arm of one of the molecules of 1, giving Agl a distorted
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trigonal-bipyramidal geometry, with a 7y parameter of 0.88.>
Ag2 was disordered over two sites. In the major position
(occupancy factor 0.80), Ag2 was bound to the py N atom and
hydroxymethyl arm on one molecule of 1 and the py and
hydrazine N atoms of the other molecule of 1 in a very
distorted tetrahedral geometry (z, of 0.52).*° The distance
from Ag2 to the unbound hydrazine N atom was 2.77 A. The
Ag—Ag distance in the helicate was 5.31 A.

There was a weak 7—7-stacking interaction between the N8-
containing py ring on one of the molecules 1 and the pym ring
on the other molecule of 1 (centroid—centroid distance of 3.68
A), which may have helped stabilize the double-helicate
structure. The double helicate existed as a discrete unit, with
no significant intermolecular interactions with the BF,”
counterions, CH;NO, solvent molecules, or adjacent double
helicates.

Comparison of Metal Complex X-ray Structures. The
variance in the primary structure seen among complexes 2—6
demonstrates the sensitivity of the silver(I) complexes of ligand
1 to changes in the metal-to-ligand ratio, counteranion, and
solvent. Complex 2 crystallized from a CH;CN solution of
AgSO;CF; and 1 in a S5:1 metal-to-ligand ratio as a dimer due
to self-complementary coordination between one of the
hydroxymethyl arms and one of the Ag' ions on adjacent
[Ag,1(CH;CN),]*" cations. This coordination was not
witnessed in complex S5, which was crystallized from a
CH;CN solution of AgBF, and 1 in a 4:1 metal-to-ligand
ratio, the structure of which was a simple discrete linear
complex with no significant intermolecular interactions. Neither
complex 2 nor 5 showed any coordination of the SO;CF;~ or
BF,” counterions to Ag' because the coordination sphere of
each of the Ag' ions in both complexes was completed by a
CH;CN molecule. However, despite the lack of direct
involvement of the counteranions with coordination of the
Ag' ions, complexes 2 and 5 had such remarkably different
structures.

The impact of using a coordinating solvent such as CH;CN
as opposed to a noncoordinating solvent such as CH;NO, is
apparent when comparing complexes 3, 4, and 6. Complex 3
was an attempt to crystallize the double-helicate complex
identified by NMR spectroscopy as the exclusive complex in the
CH;CN solution of AgSO;CF; and 1 in a 1:1 metal-to-ligand
ratio. Instead, the isolated crystals were that of complex 3,
which was an isomer of the dimeric complex 2. We hypothesize
that during crystallization the double helicate, identified in
solution by 'H NMR spectroscopy, opened up at one end to
form a V-shaped complex containing two molecules of 1
sharing one Ag' ion at the pivot. Ag' ions were exchanged
between neighboring V-shaped complexes to fill the now empty
coordination sites of the complexes, resulting in rotation of the
hyz linkages in 1 from transoid to cisoid. This resulted in the
formation of the dimeric structure of complex 3 (Figure 12).

Complex 4, on the other hand, was crystallized from a
solution containing AgSO;CF; and 1 in a 1:1 metal-to-ligand
ratio dissolved in CH;NO, and CH;CN in a 2:1 ratio, in an
attempt to limit coordination of CH3;CN in the crystallized
complex. The structure of complex 4 was a double helicate,
similar in form to the complex identified in solution by 'H
NMR spectroscopy. Complex 4 did not contain any CH;CN
molecules, and the Ag' ions were bound only to the N and O
donors of the pym—hyz—py coordination pockets of 1.
Likewise, the double-helicate-shaped complex 6 was crystallized
from a CH;NO, solution, this time containing AgBF, and 1 in
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Figure 11. (top) View of one of the arms of the double-helicate [Ag,1,]** cation of complex 6 (crystallographic numbering). Thermal ellipsoids
drawn at the 50% probability level. (bottom left) View of complex 6 along the ¢ axis. (bottom right) Representation of the double-helicate [Ag,1,]*
cation of complex 6 with the molecules of 1 color coded (H atoms are omitted for clarity).

Double helicate
(solution)

V-shaped complex

Addition of Ag(1) results
in conformational change

Dimer complex 3
{crystal)

in hydrazone linkages

Figure 12. Proposed mechanism for the structural change that occurs during crystallization of the 1:1 AgSO;CF; and 1 complex in CH;CN, from
the double-helicate complex identified in solution to the 2:1 dimeric complex 3.

a 1:1 metal-to-ligand ratio. It also did not show any interactions
between the Ag' ions and the CH;NO, solvent molecules.
Complex 3, on the other hand, had one CH;CN molecule
coordinated to each of its Ag' ions. It, therefore, appears that
the coordinating nature of the CH;CN solvent resulted in the
conformational change from double helicate to dimer during
crystallization.

The choice of solvent and counteranion also affected the
conversion of the double helicate to the linear complex in
solution, as evidenced by NMR spectroscopy. In CD;CN, total
conversion of the AgSO;CF; double helicate to the linear
complex required a 7:1 metal-to-ligand ratio. This is
significantly lower than the 12:1 metal-to-ligand ratio required
to convert 85% of the AgBF, double helicate of a previous
pym—hyz ligand without hydroxymethyl arms to the linear
complex.” In CD;NO,, however, the AgSO;CF; double-helicate
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complex showed no conversion to the linear complex, even at
metal-to-ligand ratios of 8:1. Likewise, reacting AgBF, and 1 in
CH;NO, only resulted in the formation of the double helicate,
regardless of the metal-to-ligand ratio used. However, reacting
AgBF, and 1 in CH;CN did show minor conversion of the
double helicate to the linear complex, though the double
helicate was always a major product even at high metal-to-
ligand ratios.

B CONCLUSION

The reactions of AgSO;CF; and AgBF, with ligand 1 in
CH;CN or CH;NO, resulted in a variety of complex structures
that were influenced greatly by the counteranion, solvent, and
metal-to-ligand ratio used. NMR spectroscopy showed that
both silver(I) salts in either solvent produced a double-helicate
complex in solution when a 1:1 metal-to-ligand ratio was
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employed. As the metal-to-ligand ratio was increased,
conversion of this double-helicate complex to a linear complex
was witnessed; however, total conversion to the linear complex
was only achievable with AgSO;CF; in CH;CN, with a required
metal-to-ligand ratio of 7:1.

X-ray diffraction performed on the crystals grown from the
various reaction solutions showed that the solid-state structure
of the silver(I) complexes of 1 were often different from those
seen in solution. Crystals grown from the CH;CN solution of
AgSO;CF; and 1 in a 5:1 metal-to-ligand ratio contained a
complex dimer, instead of the discrete linear complex observed
in solution by NMR spectroscopy. However, crystals grown
from the analogous CH;CN solution of AgBF, and 1 showed a
discrete linear complex, which did match the NMR spectra.

Attempts to crystallize the AgSO;CF; and 1 double-helicate
complex from a CH;CN solution resulted in another dimeric
complex, while crystals grown from a mixture of CH;CN and
CH;NO, gave a double-helicate structure similar in form to the
complex identified in solution by NMR spectroscopy. A
double-helicate complex was also crystallized from a CH;NO,
solution of AgBF, and 1 in a 1:1 metal-to-ligand ratio. The
noncoordinating nature of the CH;NO, solvent appeared to
promote the retention of the double-helicate structure during
crystallization, as opposed to the CH;CN solvent, which
coordinated to the Ag' ions during crystallization, resulting in
the formation of the dimeric complex.

The addition of the hydroxymethyl arms to the terminal py
rings of 1 has therefore resulted in a greater complexity in the
silver(I) chemistry of simple pym—hyz ligands. Coordination of
the hydroxymethyl arms to the Ag' ions resulted in the dimeric
complexes seen in the solid state. The solid-state and solution
structures of the double-helicate complexes also showed
coordination of the arms to the Ag' ions, however, unlike in
the case with Cu" ions, the flexible Ag' coordination sphere was
able to accommodate their presence in addition to two
molecules of 1.
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