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Blue-shifted dihydrogen bonds
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ABSTRACT: Blue-shifted dihydrogen bonds were predicted to be present in a number of non-covalent complexes
including F;C—H.--H—Be—X, F;C—H---H—Mg—X, F;C—H---H,Si, F3;Si—H-.--H—Li, F;Si—
H---H—Be—X, F3Si—H---H—Mg—X, and F3Si—H- - -H,Si (X=H, F, Cl and CHj3). Pauli and nuclei—nuclei
repulsions between the protonic hydrogen and hydridic hydrogen are proposed as the cause of the blue shift.
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INTRODUCTION

Hydrogen bonding is an important type of non-covalent
interaction that is present in many chemical and biologi-
cal processes." The major driving forces for hydrogen
bonding (X—H- - -Y) are usually believed to be electro-
static and charge-transfer interactions. Both of these
interactions weaken the X—H bond and, consequently,
increase the X—H bond length and decrease the X—H
stretching vibration frequency. The latter is called a red
shift. It represents the most important, easily detectable
manifestation of the formation of a hydrogen bond.

However, some recent experimental and theoretical
studies have indicated the existence of blue-shifted hy-
drogen bonds in which hydrogen bond formation leads to
X—H bond contraction and to a blue shift of the X—H
stretching frequency.z’3 Initial examples included some
C—H---X systems (e.g. F;C—H- - -OH,) in which the
central carbon atom is connected to a few highly electro-
negative substituents such as F and Cl. This led to a
suggestion that charge transfer from the proton acceptor
to the remote electronegative moieties (e.g. F in F;C—H)
is the cause of the blue shift.> Recent studies, however,
have shown that N—H, O—H, Si—H and P—H bonds
may also form blue-shifted hydrogen bonds, in which the
central atom does not necessarily carry any electronega-
tive substituents.*”’ Therefore, the long-range charge
transfer theory is not adequate for blue-shifted hydrogen
bonds.
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A better theoretical model for blue-shifted hydrogen
bonding has been proposed recently.® According to this
theoretical model, there is a balance between the X—H
elongation effect due to the orbital interactions and the
X—H contraction effect due to Pauli and nuclei—nuclei
repulsions. If the former effect is dominant, a red shift
will occur, otherwise, a blue shift occurs. So far, this
theoretical model has been successfully applied to many
types of blue-shifted hydrogen bonds that have been
reported.®® A recent study demonstrated that this theore-
tical model can also account for the blue-shifted hydro-
gen bonds in F—He—H_- - - X systems.'® It worth noting
that another recent theoretical model, which attributes the
blue shift to an increase in the s-character of the X—H
bond,” has difficulty in explaining the F—He—H- - -X
systems where the rehybridization of He is elusive.'’

In this paper, we report a special group of blue-shifted
hydrogen bonds, blue-shifted dihydrogen bonds. We
believe that this study is valuable for the following three
reasons. (1) The dihydrogen bond is an unusual and
intriguing type of hydrogen bond, which has attracted
considerable attention recently.“’13 It has been demon-
strated to be able to influence structure, reactivity and
selectivity in solution and the solid state, thus finding
potential utility in catalysis, crystal engineering and
materials chemistry. (2) So far N-, O-, F-, P-, S- and
Cl-centered proton acceptors have been found in blue-
shifted hydrogen bonds. However, it remains unknown
whether an H-centered proton acceptor can also be used
to construct blue-shifted hydrogen bonds. (3) It has been
demonstrated that the polarization, charge transfer, cor-
relation and higher order energy components are larger in
dihydrogen-bonded complexes than classical hydrogen-
bonded complexes.'* Hence the study of blue-shifted
dihydrogen bonds may provide novel and important in-
sights into the mechanism of the blue shift.
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METHOD

All calculations were performed with the Gaussian 98
suite of programs.'> A number of theoretical methods,
including MP2/6-314+G(d), MP2/6-311++4+G(d,p),
MP2/6-311++G(2d,2p), MP2/cc-pVDZ and QCISD/6—
314G(d), were used for geometry optimization. The
optimized structure was confirmed by a frequency
calculation at the MP2/6-311++G(d,p) level to be a
real minimum without any imaginary vibration. The
dihydrogen bonding energy was calculated as the differ-
ence between the total energy of the complex and the sum
of the total energies of the monomers. This energy was
corrected with the zero point energies (ZPEs) (unscaled)
and basis set superposition errors (BSSEs) estimated
using Boys and Bernardi’s counterpoise technique.'®

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Effects of the computational methods
on the calculation results

In order to examine the effects of the theoretical methods
on the calculation results, we utilized a number of theo-
retical methods, including MP2/6-31+G(d), MP2/6—
311++G(d,p), MP2/6-311++G(2d,dp), MP2/cc-pVDZ,

and QCISD/6-31+G(d), to study a particular complex,
F;C—H- - -H—Be—H. The results are shown in Table 1.

The results show that there are two minima for the
complex between F3C—H and H—Be—H. One of them
is a linear complex between C—H and H—Be bonds,
whereas the other exhibits both H---H and F- - - Be inter-
actions. (One of the referees suggested that the double-
interaction complex should not be named as a hydrogen
bonding complex, because it seems there exists a repulsion
between the hydrogen atoms belonging to its consituents
which causes it to bent). According to all levels of theory,
the linear complex has a lower energy than the double-
interaction complex. Nevertheless, the interaction energies
of the two complexes are both predicted to be positive by all
the theoretical methods. The reason for the positive inter-
action energy could be the overestimation of BSSE by the
counterpoise method,'® because the interaction energy
becomes negative for some methods when the BSSE
correction is not applied'’ (stable dihydrogen bonds of
BeH, have been reportedlg). Overestimation of the ZPE
may also be the reason for the calculated interaction energy,
because all the interaction energies are negative when ZPE
correction is not utilized. Certainly it is also possible that the
complex between F;C—H and H—Be—H is intrinsically
unstable. Anyhow, because we shall show in the following
section that there are blue-shifted dihydrogen bonds with
definitely negative interaction energy, we decided not to

Table 1. Blue-shifted dihydrogen bonds between F3C—H and H—Be—H predicted by the various theoretical methods

Method Structure Ade_y (A Ave_pem™ AE & mol™H* AE (kImol™")® AE (kI mol 1)
MP2/6-31+G(d) 3 —0.0009 +16.6 +2.8 —0.4 -53
; Y —0.0010 +17.0 +1.4 +0.0 —47
- &
3 oo
o
MP2/6-311++G(d,p) ” —0.0020 +32.7 +7.1 —1.1 -29
2 —0.0011 +16.1 +1.7 +0.1 —49
"'J =
B s
-
MP2/6-3114++G(2d,2p) . —0.0015 +24.8 +4.1 -22 —48
o —0.0007 +12.8 +1.1 —0.2 —54
o4
e
4—‘ ——d
MP2/cc-pVDZ 4, —0.0037 +57.2 +7.5 -12 -3.1
% —0.0019 +25.6 +2.6 +1.5 -35
}?'J
4
J)ld FRy e
QCISD/6-31+G(d) )4 —0.0010 +17.2 +2.7 —0.6 5.1
j: Y —0.0011 +21.2 +1.4 —0.1 —45
' el
.;-.r e
o

% With both ZPE and BSSE corrections.
" With ZPE but not BSSE correction.
¢ With BSSE but not ZPE correction.
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spend more time on the positive interaction energy problem
of C—H---H—Be—H.

The results in Table 1 also demonstrate that all the
methods provide similar results for the complex between
F3C—H and H—Be—H. For the linear structure, all the
methods also suggest that the C—H bond of F;C—H
should be shortened by about 0.001-0.002 A owing to the
complex formation. Furthermore, all the methods predict
that the blue shift of the C—H stretching frequency in the
linear F;C—H---H—Be—H complex is about
+20cm™ . Therefore, the blue shift in F;C—H:---H—
Be—H should be a real effect. This blue shift effect is not
very sensitive to how the electron correlation is treated.
Also, it is not strongly sensitive to the size of the basis set.
Hence it should reliable enough to use a modestly high
level theoretical method such as MP2/6-3114++G(d,p) to
study the blue shift in dihydrogen bonds.

Blue-shifted C—H---H and Si—H---H
dihydrogen bonds

Using the MP2/6-311++G(d,p) method, we studied the
complexes of F3C—H and F3Si—H with H—Li, H—
Be—H, H—Be—F, H—Be—Cl, H—Be—CHj;, H—
Mg—H, H—Mg—F H—Mg—CIl, H—Mg—CH3; and
SiHy. The results are given in Tables 2 and 3.

The results in Tables 2 and 3 suggest that all the dihy-
drogen bonding complexes should have two minima ex-
cept for F3Si—H - - -H—Li. One of the two minima is a
linear complex between X—H and H—Y bonds, except
for silane, where there is a bifurcated dihydrogen bond.
The other minimum, which in the following will be
named the double-interaction complex, exhibits both
H---H and the F-metal interactions. For the complexes of
F;C—H with H—Li, SiH, and H—MgX (X=H, E Cl,
CH3) and the complexes of F3Si—H with SiH,, H—
Be—F, and H—-Mg—X (X=H, F, Cl, CHj3), the double-
interaction structure is the global minimum. For the remain-
ing complexes, the linear structure is the global minimum.

Despite the complicated structures of the dihydrogen
bonds, except for one case (i.e. linear F;C—H---H—
Li), all the complexes exhibit contraction of the C—H or
Si—H bond and blue shift of the C—H or Si—H stretch-
ing vibration. For the complexes of F3C—H with H—
BeX and H—MgX, the double interaction complexes
(Ad =~ —0. 002 A, Av~+30cm™ 1) show more significant
blue shifts than the linear complexes (Ad~ —0.001 A,
Av~+15cm™ ). For the complex of F3C—H with H—
Li, the double- 1nteract10n complex (Ad=—0. 0004 A,
Av= +99cm ") is blue shifted whereas the linear com-
plex is red shifted (Ad = 4+0.0004 A, Av = —20.6cm ™).
Flnally, the double-interaction complex of F,C—

--SiH, (Ad=-0.0004A, Av=-+5.1cm™") shows
less blue shift than the bifurcated d1hydr0gen -bonded
complex (Ad=—0.0009 A, Av=-+13.5cm™"). The in-
teraction energies for F;C—H---SiH, and F;C—

Copyright © 2004 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd.

H---H—Be—X (X=H, F, or Cl) are positive after BS-
SE correction. Nevertheless, the interaction energies for
F;C—H.--H—Li (—29.9kImol™"), F;C—H---H—
Be—CH; (—4.2kJmol ') and F;C—H- - -H—Mg—X
(X=H, F, Cl, or CH3) (ca —11-13kIJmol ") are defi-
nitely negative. Therefore, stable blue-shifted dihydrogen
bonds do exist.

For the complexes of F3Si—H with H—BeX and H—
MgX, the double interaction complexes (Ad =~ —0.006 A,
Ava~+35m~") also show more significant blue shifts
than the linear complexes (Ad~—0.001A, Avx
+6cm ™). For the complex of F3Si—H with H—Li, the
double-interaction complex is not a minimum whereas
the linear complex is blue shifted (Ad = —0.002 A, Av =
+1.8cm™"). Finally the double- interaction complex of
F;Si—H---SiH; (Ad=-0.0003 A, Av=+18cm"~ b
shows less blue shift than the bifurcated dlhydrogen
bonded complex (Ad=—0.0002 A, Av=+42cm™ h.
The interaction energies for F;Si—H---SiH, and
F3Si—H.--H—Be—X (X=H, F, or Cl) are positive
after BSSE correction. Nevertheless, the interaction
energies for F;Si—H---H—Li (=7.9kJ mol ™),
F3Si—H---H—Be—CHj; (—1.2kJmol ') and F3Si—
H---H—Mg—X (X=H, F, Cl, or CH3) (ca —15-
20kJmol ™) are definitely negative. Again, stable blue-
shifted dihydrogen bonds do exist.

NBO analysis of dihydrogen bonding

The above results suggest that both the linear and double-
interaction structures should be considered for the dihy-
drogen bonding complexes. In the linear complexes the
major interaction is clearly the H- - - H interaction only as
evidenced from the three-dimensional structures. On the
other hand, in the double-interaction complexes we have
to consider the F---metal interaction in addition to the
H- - -H interaction. Since the linear complexes can show a
blue shift, in the following mechanistic studies we shall
consider the linear complexes only in order to simplify
the analyses.

Firstly, the natural bond orbital (NBO) partitioning
technique developed by Reed ez al.'® was used to analyze
the dihydrogen bonding involved in linear F;C—
H---H—Li and F;C—H---H—Be—H complexes
(Fig. 1). The MP2/6-311+4G(d,p) method was used in
the NBO analyses.

The NBO analysis results for the monomers suggest
that in FsC—H the H atom carries a certain amount of
positive charge. On the other hand, in both H—Li and
H—Be—H the H atoms carry a significant amount of
negative charge. Therefore, hydridic-to-protonic inter-
action should take place in both F;C—H.--H—Li
and F;C—H---H—Be—H. This means that the non-
covalent interaction involved in FsC—H---H—Li and
F;C—H---H—Be—H can be defined as dihydrogen
bonding.

J. Phys. Org. Chem. 2004; 17: 1099-1106
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Table 2. Blue-shifted dihydrogen bonds between F3C—H and various types of hydrogen-centered proton acceptors predicted

by the MP2/6-311++G(d,p) method

Proton acceptor Structure de_y (A) Adc_y A) ve_g(em™)  Ave_g(em™) AE (kImol™h
F;,C—H ;J 1.0877 — 32233 — —
H—Li ] 1.0873 —0.0004 3233.2 +9.9 -29.9
p, 1.0881 40.0004 3202.7 —20.6 —19.9
4 —d
M
SiH, a4 1.0873 —0.0004 32284 +5.1 +0.5
i = 1.0868 —0.0009 3236.8 +13.5 +0.9
, o
H—Be—H 2 % 1.0857 —0.0020 3255.2 +31.9 +7.1
p, 1.0865 —0.0012 32394 +16.1 +1.7
H—Be—F 4 2 1.0861 —0.0016 3250.6 +27.3 +3.2
@ R 1.0865 —0.0012 32389 +15.6 +2.3
»n,
.4'3 =g
-
H—Be—Cl ! 1.0859 —0.0018 3253.9 +30.6 +5.4
P 1.0865 —0.0012 3239.0 +15.7 +1.3
2,
- R
)
H—Be—CH; »” 1.0864 —0.0013 3244.1 +20.8 2.4
# 1 1.0863 -0.0014 3241.6 +18.3 —4.2
P,
é—a ;—)—-{
o+
H—Mg—H 3 1.0860 —0.0017 3250.8 +27.5 —11.3
.?" L 1.0866 —0.0011 3234.1 +10.8 —4.4
o
4; —d—
H—Mg—F o, 1.0863 —0.0014 3249.3 +26.0 —13.7
; * 1.0866 —0.0011 3235.7 +12.4 -2.2
P,
4
H—Mg—Cl ) 1.0864 —0.0013 3248.7 +25.4 —13.4
" ? 1.0865 —0.0012 3235.8 +12.5 2.7
P, 4
;$d ——d
M
H—Mg—CH; s 1.0861 —0.0016 3250.3 +27.0 —12.0
, 9 1.0866 —0.0011 3233.5 +10.2 -8.2
-_*ﬁ.‘ o
4
f—.r J-—J—J‘

Further analyses suggest that charges transfer should
occur from the proton acceptor to the proton donor in
both F;C—H---H—Li and FsC—H---H—Be—H. In
the linear F;C—H - - -H—Li complex the positive charge
carried by the H—Li moiety amounts to +0.02 e. In the
linear F3C—H:.--H—Be—H complex the positive
charge carried by the H—Be—H is +0.004 e. A similar
magnitude of charge transfer has also been found in other

Copyright © 2004 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd.

C—H---H dihydrogen-bonded systems such as
HCCH---H—Li (Ag=0.014e) and NCH---H—Li
(Ag=0.033¢).°

Hence both the H(6+)- - -H(6—) electrostatic interac-
tion and the charge transfer from the proton acceptor to
proton donor should be important driving forces for the
formation of the dihydrogen bond. However, it is worth
mentioning that the H(6+)---H(6—) electrostatic

J. Phys. Org. Chem. 2004; 17: 1099-1106



Table 3. Blue-shifted dihydrogen bonds between FsSi—H and various types of hydrogen-centered proton acceptors predicted

by the MP2/6-311++G(d,p) method

BLUE-SHIFTED DIHYDROGEN BONDS

Proton acceptor Structure dsi__u (1&) Adgi__ (A) vsi_g(em™)  Avg_g(em™") AE (kImol™h
F;Si—H i 1.4489 — 2456.2 — —
i ]
H—Li 4 1.4469 —0.0020 2458.0 +1.8 -7.9
’ s B
SiH, ? | 1.4486 —0.0003 2458.0 +1.8 +0.7
. 1.4487 —0.0002 2460.4 +4.2 +0.7
-
a“
¥
H—Be—H " 1.4428 —0.0061 2491.3 +35.1 +7.1
74 1.4481 —0.0008 2462.3 +6.1 +4.2
J"a
‘$—J g
H—Be—F ? 4 1.4440 —0.0049 2485.6 +29.4 +2.7
a™ 1.4485 —0.0004 2460.4 +4.2 +3.5
J‘ &
l&‘ﬂ L
o
H—Be—Cl ¢ 1.4434 —0.0055 2489.0 +32.8 +4.1
; g 1.4484 —0.0005 2461.1 +4.9 +2.8
4—4 —d—d
4
H—Be—CH; s g 1.4434 —0.0055 2487.9 +31.7 +4.3
o 1.4479 —0.0010 2463.4 +7.2 —1.2
'-‘J"";'
_+T—J J—)—“_‘
H—Mg—H ’ 1.4423 —0.0066 2493.8 +37.6 —154
L 1.4476 —0.0013 2462.9 +6.7 +1.8
»,
B e
H—Mg—F 4 S 1.4439 —0.0050 2486.8 +30.6 —20.7
N 1.4478 —0.0011 2462.6 +6.4 +1.5
& 2
J‘ ’
$7J —d—d
&
H—Mg—Cl * 1.4439 —0.0050 2486.4 +30.2 —-20.4
i *" 1.4481 —0.0008 2461.1 +4.9 +1.7
J‘ )
J}‘r —d—d
H—Mg—CH; sgp 1.4420 —0.0069 2494.8 +38.6 —15.3
I 1.4475 —-0.0014 2463.1 +6.9 2.4
)
J‘ )‘

interaction should weaken the C—H bond by pulling the
H(6+) atom from the C atom to the H(6—) atom.”' In
addition, the charge transfer from the proton acceptor to
proton donor should also weaken the C—H bond because
the transferred charge goes to the C—H antibonding o*
orbital.?? Therefore, both the electrostatic interaction and
charge transfer effect can only increase the C—H bond
length and red shift the C—H stretching frequency.

Copyright © 2004 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd.

Physical origin of the blue shift

In order to understand the physical origin of the blue-
shifted dihydrogen bonds, we studied two linear dihydro-
gen-bonded complexes: F;C—H---H—Li and F;C—
H---H—Be—H. The former complex has a red shift
whereas the latter has a blue shift. By fixing the C---H
distances in F3C—H---H—Li and Fs;C—H.--H—

J. Phys. Org. Chem. 2004; 17: 1099-1106
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Figure 1. NBO charge distributions in (a) F3C—H, (b) H—Li, (c) H—Be—H, (d) FsC—H---H—Li (C3,, linear) and (e)

FsC—H- - -H—BeH (Gs,, linear)

Be—H and by optimizing the remaining coordinates of
the complexes, we obtained curves of the interaction
energies (not corrected with BSSE) and the optimized
C—H bond lengths as functions of the C---H distance
(Fig. 2).

The potential energy curves of the two complexes are
very similar in shape, regardless of whether the hydrogen
bond is blue-shifted or red-shifted. At long distances, the
interaction energy becomes more negative as the C---H
distance decreases. This behavior is undoubtedly caused

(a) (b)
A 0.002- ! : . '
6001 % R 0.000 M R e S P
~ 400{ | o C— - L -0.002]
S 2o | F —. -0.004] ;
£ | T ooos] | R
= 0.00- \ | AN —
2 - O oo0e] | g H L
oy 2001 . e = -0010] | y
2 : < : eq
-4.004 \'-._ - -0.012+
-6.00 1 S 00141 |
r -0.016
-8.00 : : : : : : : : : ;
2000 2500 3.000 3.500 4.000 4500 5.000 5.500 2000 2.500 3.000 3.500 4.000 4.500 5.000 5500
C...H distance (A) C...H distance (A)
(c) (d)
12.00 0.005 T ' r e - :
' * 0.000 TS T
10.00{ | R o
; -0.005+ /
:O“ 8.00 B S H—Bell e E
E 6.00] | E 00 FW}—]—]-------H—BL‘H
r_j‘- | 1 -0.015+ ' F
A2 400 \ ] &)
; * ; -0.020 /
2.001 ]
< 000 \ < 00257 eq
A+ - !
~a e 00304 |
-2,00 "'Té‘ﬁ .
-0.035

2,000 2.500 3.000 3.500 4.000 4.500 5000 5.500

C...H distance (A)

2.000 2.500 3.000 3.500 4.000 4500 5.000 5500

C...H distance (A)

Figure 2. Interaction energy (AE) and change of C—H bond length (Ad) as a function of the distance between the proton

donor and acceptor: (a) and (b) FsC—H- - -H
distances are indicated by the line labeled ‘eq’)

Copyright © 2004 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd.

Li (Cs,, linear), (c) and (d) FsC—H- - -H—Be—H (Cs,, linear) (equilibrium C- - -H
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by the electrostatic interaction between the proton donor
and acceptor. On the other hand, at short distances the
interaction energy becomes less and less negative as the
C- - -H distance decreases. This behavior is clearly due to
the Pauli and nuclei—nuclei repulsions between the proton
donor and acceptor, which are significant only when the
proton donor and acceptor are sufficiently close to each
other.

The curves for the change of C—H bond length as a
function of the distance between the proton donor and
acceptor are also very similar in shape for the two
complexes. At long distances, the C—H bond is elon-
gated for both F;C—H---H—Li and Fz;C—H---H—
Be—H. This elongation can only be explained by either
electrostatic attractions or orbital interactions (i.e.
charge-transfer interactions). On the other hand, the
C—H bond is shortened for both FsC—H---H—Li
and F3C—H---H—Be—H at very short C---H dis-
tances. The contraction can only be explained as a result
of Pauli and nuclei—nuclei repulsions.

Nevertheless, the equilibrium position (i.e. the position
where the interaction energy is the most negative) for
F;C—H---H—Li is in the elongation region of the
curve so that FsC—H---H—Li is red shifted. In com-
parison, the equilibrium position for F;C—H---H—
Be—H is in the contraction region and consequently,
F;C—H:--H—Be—H is blue shifted. Therefore, the
difference between blue and red-shifted dihydrogen
bonds is simple. For the blue-shifted bonds, the bond
shortening effect is greater than the bond lengthening
effect when the energy reaches a minimum. On the other
hand, for the red-shifted dihydrogen bonds, there is an
additional bond lengthening effect due to orbital interac-
tions that is not overcome by the modest bond compres-
sion resulting from the repulsive interactions.

At this point, one may wonder why there is strong Pauli
and nuclei—nuclei repulsion (i.e. bond shortening effect)
at the energy minimum of a blue-shifted dihydrogen
bond. For F;C—H---H—Be—H we suggest that this
bond shortening effect stems from the electrostatic attrac-
tion between the positively charged carbon in F;C—H
and the negatively charged hydrogen in H—Be—H (see
Scheme 1). Because of this C- - -H attraction, the H---H
distance in the complex is so short that H- - - H repulsion
is significant. Although the energetic effect of this H- - - H
repulsion is completely compensated by that of the
H---H and C---H attraction resulting in a stable com-
plex, the H---H repulsion forces the C—H bond to
contract upon the complex formation.

I'. s H-H repulsion
F—/(?*—ll-’-_-»;'-f--f'--H—BeH
F N

; . H-H attraction
C-H attraction

Scheme 1

Copyright © 2004 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd.

CONCLUSION

There are two valuable outcomes of this study. First, blue-
shifted dihydrogen bonds, including some conventional
linear ones and some unconventional double-interacting
ones, were predicted to be present in a variety of non-
covalent complexes including F;C—H:--H—Be—X,
F;C—H---H—Mg—X, F;C—H---H4Si, F;Si—
H---H—Li, F3Si—H.--H—Be—X, F;Si—H---H—
Mg—X and F5Si—H- - -HSi (X=H, F, Cl, and CH3).
Second, on the basis of state-of-art NBO analyses and
potential energy surface analyses, it was demonstrated
that Pauli and nuclei—nuclei repulsions between the
protonic hydrogen and hydridic hydrogen are the cause
of the blue shift.

Acknowledgements

We thank NSFC for the financial support. We also thank
one of the referees for the suggestion of the existence of
the ‘double-interaction’ complexes.

REFERENCES

1. Scheiner S. Hydrogen Bonding. Oxford University Press:
New York, 1997.

2. (a) Hobza P, Havlas Z. Chem. Rev. 2000; 100: 4252-4253; (b)
Hobza P, Havlas Z. Theor. Chem. Acc. 2002; 108: 325-334.

3. (a) Lignell A, Khriachtchev L, Pettersson M, Rasaen M. J. Chem.
Phys. 2003; 118: 11120-11128; (b) Meenakshi PS, Biswas N,
Wategaonkar S. J. Chem. Phys. 2003; 118: 9963-9970; (c)
McDowell SAC. J. Chem. Phys. 2003; 118: 7283-7287; (d) Li
J, Xie D, Yan G. Sci. China Ser. B 2003; 46: 113-118; (e)
McDowell SAC. Theochem 2003; 625: 243-250; (f) McDowell
SAC. J. Chem. Phys. 2003; 118: 4066-4072; (g) McDowell SAC.
Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2003; 5: 808-811; (h) McDowell SAC.
Chem. Phys. Lett. 2003; 368: 649-653; (i) Mrazkova E, Hobza
P. J. Phys. Chem. A 2003; 107: 1032—1039; (j) Feng C-M, Kao H-
E, Su C-C, Jiang J-C, Lin S-H, Chang H-C. J. Chin. Chem. Soc.
2002; 49: 663-667; (k) Qian W, Krimm S. J. Phys. Chem. A 2002;
106: 11663-11671; (1) Delanoye SN, Herrebout WA, van der
Veken BJ. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2002; 124: 11854-11855; (m)
Lignell A, Khriachtchev L, Pettersson M, Rasanen M. J. Chem.
Phys. 2002; 117: 961-964; (n) Zierkiewicz W, Michalska D,
Havlas Z, Hobza P. ChemPhysChem 2002; 3: 511-518; (o) Qian
W, Krimm S. J. Phys. Chem. A 2002; 106: 6628-6636. (p)
Delanoye SN, Herrebout WA, van der Veken BJ. J. Am. Chem.
Soc. 2002; 124: 7490-7498. (q) Kovacs A, Szabo A, Nemcsok D,
Hargittai 1. J. Phys. Chem. A 2002; 106: 5671-5678; (r)
Tatamitani Y, Liu B, Shimada J, Ogata T, Ottaviani P, Maris A,
Caminati W, Alonso JL. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2002; 124: 2739—
2743; (s) Scheiner S, Kar T. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2002; 106: 1784—
1789; (t) Fan J-M, Zhang K-C, Liu L, Li X-S, Guo Q-X. Chin. J.
Chem. 2002; 20: 247-251; (u) van der Veken BJ, Herrebout WA,
Szostak R, Shchepkin DN, Havlas Z, Hobza P. J. Am. Chem. Soc.
2001; 123: 12290-12293; (v) Kryachko ES, Zeegers-Huyskens T.
J. Phys. Chem. A 2001; 105: 7118-7125.

4. Fang Y, FanJ-M, Liu L, Li X-S, Guo Q-X. Chem. Lett. 2002; 116—

117.

. Hobza P. Int. J. Quantum Chem. 2002; 90: 1071-1074.

. Hobza P, Spirko V. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2003; 5: 1290-1294.

. Alabugin IV, Manoharan M, Peabody S, Weinhold F. J. Am.

Chem. Soc. 2003; 125: 5973-5987.

8. Li X, Liu L, Schlegel HB. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2002; 124: 9639-
9647.

9. Fan J-M, Liu L, Guo Q-X. Chem. Phys. Lett. 2002; 365: 464-472.

~N N W

J. Phys. Org. Chem. 2004; 17: 1099-1106



1106

15.

Cop,

. Wang J-T, Feng Y, Liu L, Li X-S, Guo Q-X. Chem. Lett. 2003; 32:
746-747.
. Crabtree RH. Science 1998; 282: 2000-2001.
. Alkorta L. J. Elguero, Chem. Soc. Rev. 1998; 27: 163-170.
. Custelcean R, Jackson JE. Chem. Rev. 2001; 101: 1963-1980.
. (a) Robertson KN, Knop O, Cameron TS. Can. J. Chem. 2003; 81:
727-743; (b) Custelcean R, Dreger ZA. J. Phys. Chem. B 2003;
107: 9231-9235; (¢) Govender MG, Ford TA. Theochem 2003;
630: 11-16; (d) Kar T, Scheiner S. J. Chem. Phys. 2003; 119:
1473-1482; (e) Wojtulewski S, Grabowski SJ. J. Mol. Struct.
2003; 645: 287-294; (f) Pakiari AH, Mohajeri A. Theochem 2003;
620: 31-36; (g) Trudel S, Gilson DFR. Inorg. Chem. 2003; 42:
2814-2816; (h) McDowell SAC. J. Chem. Phys. 2002; 117: 6032—
6037; (i) Patwari GN, Ebata T, Mikami N. Chem. Phys. 2002;
283: 193-207; (j) Del Bene JE, Perera SA, Bartlett RJ, Alkorta I,
Elguero J, Mo O, Yanez M. J. Phys. Chem. A 2002; 106: 9331—
9337; (k) LiJ, Zhao F, Jing F. J. Chem. Phys. 2002; 116: 25-32; (1)
Grabowski SJ. Chem. Phys. Lett. 2001; 338: 361-366; (m) Naresh
PG, Ebata T, Mikami N. J. Chem. Phys. 2001; 114: 8877-8879;
(n) Zhu W-L, Puah CM, Tan X-J, Jiang H-L, Chen K-X. J. Phys.
Chem. A 2001; 105: 426-431.
Frisch MJ, Trucks GW, Schlegel HB, Scuseria GE, Robb MA,
Cheeseman JR, Zakrzewski VG, Montgomery JA, Stratmann RE,

yright © 2004 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd.

16.
17.

18.
. Reed AE, Curtiss LA, Weinhold F. Chem. Rev. 1988; 88: 899—

20.

21.
22.

Y. FENG ET AL.

Burant JC, Dapprich S, Millam JM, Daniels AD, Kudin KN,
Strain MC, Farkas O, Tomasi J, Barone V, Cossi M, Cammi R,
Mennucci B, Pomelli C, Adamo C, Clifford S, Ochterski J,
Petersson GA, Ayala PY, Cui Q, Morokuma K, Malick DK,
Rabuck AD, Raghavachari K, Foresman JB, Cioslowski J, Ortiz
JV, Stefanov BB, Liu G, Liashenko A, Piskorz P, Komaromi I,
Gomperts R, Martin RL, Fox DJ, Keith T, Al-Laham MA, Peng
CY, Nanayakkara A, Gonzalez C, Challacombe M, Gill PMW,
Johnson BG, Chen W, Wong MW, Andres JL, Head-Gordon M,
Replogle ES, Pople JA. Gaussian 98, Revision A.7. Gaussian:
Pittsburgh, PA, 1998.

Boys SF, Bernardi F. Mol. Phys. 1970; 19: 553-566.

(a) Kim KS, Tarakeshwar P, Lee JY. Chem. Rev. 2000; 100: 4145—
4186; (b) Wang W-Z, Pu X-M, Zheng W-X, Wong N-B, Tian
A-M. Chin. J. Chem. 2003; 21: 1586-1590.

Grabowski SJ. J. Mol. Struct. 2000; 553: 151-156.

926.

Alkorta I, Elguero J, Mo O, Yanez M, Del Bene JE. J. Phys.
Chem. A 2002; 106: 9325-9330.

Bader RFW. Can. J. Chem. 1964; 42: 1822-1834.

(a) Ratajczak J. J. Phys. Chem. 1972; 76: 3000; (b) Liu S,
Dykstra CE. J. Phys. Chem. 1986; 90: 3097-3103.

J. Phys. Org. Chem. 2004; 17: 1099-1106



