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Application of the Parabolic Model, Specific Ion Interaction, and Debye—Hiickel
Theories for the Complexation of Dioxovanadium(V) with

Ethylenediamine-N,N -diacetic Acid’

Kavosh Majlesi* and Saghar Rezaienejad

Chemistry Department, Science and Research Branch, Islamic Azad University, Tehran, Hesarak, Iran

Interaction between dioxovanadium(V) and ethylenediamine-N,N’-diacetic acid (EDDA) has been investigated
by potentiometric and UV spectrophotometric measurements in an aqueous solution of pH = 1.00 to 2.50
at I = (0.1 to 0.9) mol-dm* (NaClO,) and 25 °C. Different speciation models were used to detect the
species, but the model that best fits the experimental data takes into account the formation of two species,
VO,H,L" and VO,HL. Distribution diagrams for the main species at different ionic strengths have been
calculated as a function of pH. The dependence on ionic strength of the stability and dissociation constants
was studied by using the extended Debye—Hiickel-type equation (EDH), specific ion interaction theory
(SIT), and the parabolic model. All of these approaches gave comparable and satisfactory results. Literature

data were also considered and compared.

Introduction

Vanadium is an essential element well-known as a metabolic
regulator, as a mitogenic activator, and for reversing drug
resistance. It is essential for several organisms and, in particular,
is implicated in the synthesis of chlorophyll in green plants and
in the normal growth of some animals.'? In recent decades, in
vivo and in vitro studies of the biological effects of this metal
have revealed other important effects. These include the ability
to inhibit certain enzymes, the possibility of mimicking the
effects of insulin, the capacity to reduce cholesterol biosynthe-
sis,? in addition to antitumorigenic properties.*> At present, the
use of vanadium compounds as therapeutic agents is limited
by the narrow range between beneficial and toxic effects. Thus
V(IV) and V(V) complexes containing adequate ligands have
been synthesized searching for properties to improve their
pharmacological action, such as hydrolytic stability, water
solubility, neutral charge, and/or lipophilicity, low toxicity, and
antidiabetic or anticancer activity.2 On the other hand, an
important aspect of the aqueous solution chemistry of polyami-
nocarboxylic acids concerns their structure, which makes them
useful models in speciation studies of naturally occurring
aminocarboxylic ligands, such as humic substances in aquatic
environments.®

We have previously reported the effect of ionic strength on
the stability of the Mo(VI) + EDDA’ system by using EDH
and the V(V) + NTA system® by using the SIT and EDH
models. According to our knowledge, there is no report about
the effect of ionic strength on the stability of the V(V) + EDDA
system in the literature. Therefore, in this study we have applied
the SIT and parabolic models to investigate the ionic strength
effects on the complexation of dioxovanadium(V) with EDDA.
Finally, the results have been compared with the EDH model.

* Corresponding author. E-mail: kavoshmajlesi @ gmail.com.
" Part of the “Gerhard M. Schneider Festschrift”.
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Experimental Section

Reagents. All chemicals were analytical reagent grade.
Sodium perchlorate, perchloric acid, sodium hydroxide, hydro-
chloric acid, sodium monovanadate, potassium hydrogen car-
bonate, and sodium carbonate were purchased from Merck and
EDDA from Fluka and were used without further purification.
The NaOH solutions were prepared from titrisol solutions, and
their concentration was determined by several titrations with
standard HCI. The HCI solution was standardized with sodium
carbonate solution (Na,CO;). Dilute perchloric acid solution was
standardized against KHCO;.” A stock solution of vanadium(V)
was prepared by dissolution of anhydrous sodium monovanadate
in perchloric acid solution affecting the destruction of the
decavanadate. The solution stood overnight before use to obtain
only the VO,™ ion. Isopolyvanadates will not be formed, or if
little amounts of isopolyvanadates still exist, then they will be
decomposed. In all experiments double-distilled water with a
specific conductance equal to (1.3 & 0.1) uS+cm™! was used.

Measurements

All measurements were carried out at (25 + 0.1) °C and an
ionic strength of (0.1 to 0.9) mol-dm > sodium perchlorate. A
Metrohm pH-meter, 744, was used for pH measurements. The
pH-meter had a sensitivity of 0.01 units. The hydrogen ion
concentration was measured with a Metrohm combination
electrode, model 6.0228.000. A 0.01 mol+-dm ™3 perchloric acid
solution containing 0.09 mol-dm™3 sodium perchlorate (for
adjusting the ionic strength to 0.1 mol-dm ™) was employed as
a standard solution of hydrogen ion concentration. The same
procedure was performed for the other ionic strengths.” The
calibration has been done for the whole pH (pH = —log[H™])
range used. The change in liquid junction potential’ was
calculated from eq 1

pH (real) = pH (measured) + a + b[H+] (measured) (1)

a and b were determined by measurement of the hydrogen ion
concentration for two different solutions of HCIO, with suf-
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ficient NaClO, to adjust the ionic media.” Spectrophotometric
measurements were performed with a Varian Cary 300 UV —vis
spectrophotometer with a Pentium 4 computer between (245
and 280) nm in thermoregulated matched 10 mm quartz cells.
The measurement cell was of the flow type. A Masterflux pump
allowed circulation of the solution under study from the
potentiometric cell to the spectrophotometric cell so the absor-
bance and pH of the solution could be measured simultaneously.

Measurements have been done for different metal, ligand
concentrations and ligand/metal molar ratios, such as C, =
(4.20+1073, 6.00-1073, 2.00-107%, 2.34+1072, and 2.58-107?)
mol+dm ™~ and Cyoo+ = (1.00+107%,5.00-107%, and 1.00+107%)
mol-dm™>, but a good fit and the speciation pattern and
minimum error function have been obtained with Cp =
2.34:1072 mol*dm™ and Cypyr = 1.00°107> mol-dm>.
Therefore, 50 cm? acidic solutions of dioxovanadium(V) (1-1073
mol-dm™) were titrated with basic solutions of EDDA
(2.34+1072 mol-dm?) at different ionic strengths. The absor-
bance of the solution was measured after each addition and
adjusting the pH. According to the literature,”'* in acidic
solution (pH < 2.5) vanadium(V) exists as the [VO,]™ ion. This
ion hydrolyzes to [HyVO4]~, [HVO4]*>~, [VO4]*7, [V300]*", and
[HV,0,]*" in alkaline solutions and polymerizes in moderately
acidic solutions giving an instability range.”'* However, in the
presence of a large excess of ligand at pH < 7.5, both
polymerization and hydrolysis of [VO,]* were found to be
negligible.”'* Therefore the pH range was 1.00 to 2.50. In all
cases, the procedure was repeated at least three times, and the
resulting average values and corresponding standard deviations
are shown in the text and tables.

Results and Discussion

Complexation of Dioxovanadium(V) with EDDA. Theory
and Calculation. The chemical structure of EDDA is shown
below:

HOOCCH, H

NCH,CH,N

e N

H CH,COOH

Three values of dissociation constants are necessary for our
calculations according to the following equilibria

H'|[H,L
HL T=H'+HL [(ZM )
3 2 1 +
[H;L']
—H*+HL" _ H[HLT]
H,L=H"+HL K, L] (3)
[H][L*]
HL =H"+L*" Ky=+——— 4)
[HL ]

We had previously assumed EDDA as a ligand with two protons
(H,L) for its complexation with Mo(VI), and two values of
dissociation constants at different ionic strengths had been
reported.” These two values had been denoted by K, and K>,
but in this research the notation has been changed and only the
first dissociation constant, and the values at I = 0.9 mol+dm 3
(NaClQy), have been determined. The second and third dis-
sociation constants have been taken from our previous paper
(denoted by K, and K, but in this paper they are K, and K3).
Three titrations have been done for each ionic strength, and

Table 1. Dissociation Constants K3, K,, and K; of EDDA at
Different Ionic Strengths, I, of NaClO,

I/mol+dm™3 log K; log K, log K, t ref
0.1 10.10 £0.02 8.12+£0.01 255+£0.05 25°C 7
0.3 9.80£0.01 8.10+£0.04 244+£0.06 25°C 7
0.5 9.65+0.01 8.00+£0.02 230+£0.07 25°C 7
0.9 978 £0.10 7.63+£0.05 232+0.03 25°C this work
3.0 10.06 7.18 2.98 25°C 9,55
1.0 9.64 6.71 2.37 25°C 55
0.1 9.60 6.55 2.36 25°C 55
0.15 9.54 6.48 2.30 37°C 55

Table 2. Experimental Values of Absorbance at Different pH and
Wavelengths at 25 °C and I = 0.1 mol-dm

Anm

pH 255 260 265 270 275 280

1.06 0.8767 0.8500 0.8331 0.8121 0.7833 0.7486
1.15 0.8219 0.7963 0.7795 0.7600 0.7333 0.6989
1.23 0.7758 0.7508 0.7350 0.7159 0.6899 0.6577
1.29 0.7484 0.7239 0.7079 0.6889 0.6632 0.6323
1.35 0.7227 0.6993 0.6837 0.6645 0.6396 0.6088
1.43 0.7033 0.6796 0.6632 0.6442 0.6192 0.5886
1.51 0.6888 0.6651 0.6472 0.6281 0.6027 0.5722
1.60 0.6865 0.6609 0.6410 0.6199 0.5922 0.5611
1.65 0.6906 0.6621 0.6413 0.6183 0.5898 0.5584
1.70 0.7037 0.6727 0.6488 0.6237 0.5935 0.5600
1.75 0.7267 0.6913 0.6641 0.6350 0.6017 0.5648
1.81 0.7677 0.7263 0.6931 0.6585 0.6205 0.5798
1.87 0.8309 0.7806 0.7392 0.6973 0.6517 0.6044
1.94 0.9243 0.8620 0.8088 0.7561 0.7007 0.6449
2.01 1.0502 0.9713 0.9037 0.8365 0.7674 0.6999
2.09 1.2073 1.1089 1.0207 0.9355 0.8510 0.7694
2.17 1.3803 1.2596 1.1516 1.0478 0.9441 0.8472
2.26 1.5474 1.4063 1.2774 1.1550 1.0345 0.9215
2.38 1.6826 1.5238 1.3799 1.2414 1.1062 0.9809
2.51 1.7735 1.6033 1.4477 1.2979 1.1534 1.0194

389 points have been used for calculations at each ionic
strength.” The dissociation constants have been determined by
using the potentiometric technique and the Microsoft Excel 2000
program.”'® The values of the dissociation constants together
with literature values are reported in Table 1. Stability constants
were derived from the summation of dissociation and formation
constant values. The absorbance data in the UV range (255 to
280) nm were used for minimizing the error function on the
basis of a Gauss—Newton nonlinear least-squares method in
the Microsoft Excel 2000 program according to the function
A = f(pH). The error function is defined as below

U= Z (Aexp - Acal)2 (5)

Aexp values have been gathered from the UV spectrophotometric
measurements and are reported at different pH and wavelengths
in Tables 2 to 4 and in the Appendix, Table Al. A, values
have been determined from the combination of the following
mass-balance and Beer—Lambert laws (L = EDDA)

A=g[VO, T+ ey 1 [VOH,L '] + &y 1 [VO,HL]
(6)
Cyo.+ =[VO, 1+ [VO,H,L"] + [VO,HL] (7)
C,=[VO,H,L*]+ [VO,HL] + [H,L."] + [H,L] + [HL ]
(@)
and the formation constants
VO, " +H,L"=VO,H,L" +H"
[VO,H,L ][H"]
[VO,"][H,L"]

Kyo,u+ =



[VO,HL][H']
[VO,H,L"]
(10)

VOH,L"=VOHL+H"  Kygu =

where Cyo,+ and Cy are the total concentration of VO," and
the ligand, respectively.

Different stoichiometric models were tested which will be
discussed later. Species having no significant effect on the

Table 3. Experimental Values of Absorbance at Different pH and
Wavelengths at 25 °C and 7 = 0.5 mol-dm 3

Anm

pH 255 260 265 270 275 280

0.94 0.9217 0.8959 0.8774 0.8562 0.8278 0.7913
1.06 0.8374 0.8126 0.7958 0.7760 0.7495 0.7160
1.16 0.7962 0.7722 0.7556 0.7362 0.7108 0.6793
1.23 0.7732 0.7495 0.7326 0.7139 0.6883 0.6570
1.32 0.7553 0.7318 0.7144 0.6948 0.6697 0.6382
1.40 0.7456 0.7203 0.7021 0.6810 0.6554 0.6244
1.50 0.7536 0.7254 0.7042 0.6800 0.6516 0.6184
1.56 0.7706 0.7392 0.7146 0.6879 0.6573 0.6216
1.62 0.8032 0.7671 0.7378 0.7071 0.6720 0.6335
1.69 0.8570 0.8135 0.7757 0.7385 0.6977 0.6534
1.76 0.9391 0.8839 0.8366 0.7892 0.7388 0.6866
1.84 1.0621 0.9907 0.9282 0.8666 0.8029 0.7393
1.87 1.1316 1.0521 0.9812 0.9107 0.8395 0.7692
1.92 1.2148 1.1240 1.0432 0.9632 0.8835 0.8053
1.96 1.3069 1.2041 1.1117 1.0216 0.9323 0.8457
2.01 1.3993 1.2851 1.1818 1.0809 0.9824 0.8869
2.05 1.4959 1.3699 1.2545 1.1434 1.0336 0.9299
2.10 1.5877 1.4498 1.3243 1.2015 1.0831 0.9706
2.16 1.6756 1.5265 1.3902 1.2580 1.1301 1.0097
2.22 1.7536 1.5960 1.4492 1.3092 1.1719 1.0448
2.29 1.8171 1.6525 1.4984 1.3513 1.2074 1.0752
2.36 1.8697 1.6977 1.5375 1.3834 1.2342 1.0956
2.44 1.9064 1.7270 1.5627 1.4047 1.2518 1.1100

Table 4. Experimental Values of Absorbance at Different pH and
Wavelengths at 25 °C and I = 0.9 mol-dm*

Anm

pH 255 260 265 270 275 280

0.85 0.9262 0.8993 0.8815 0.8604 0.8317 0.7950
1.00 0.8345 0.8096 0.7931 0.7731 0.7463 0.7117
1.15 0.7696 0.7449 0.7281 0.7092 0.6836 0.6514
1.26 0.7387 0.7151 0.6979 0.6786 0.6532 0.6220
1.40 0.7270 0.7009 0.6820 0.6607 0.6343 0.6029
1.51 0.7430 0.7130 0.6897 0.6646 0.6356 0.6012
1.57 0.7661 0.7320 0.7053 0.6773 0.6441 0.6070
1.63 0.8105 0.7701 0.7372 0.7027 0.6648 0.6232
1.70 0.8785 0.8294 0.7881 0.7458 0.7005 0.6521
1.74 0.9226 0.8672 0.8195 0.7718 0.7216 0.6690
1.78 0.9806 0.9182 0.8635 0.8091 0.7529 0.6948
1.81 1.0448 0.9739 09112 0.8495 0.7861 0.7211
1.85 1.1148 1.0343 0.9636 0.8938 0.8229 0.7525
1.90 1.1979 1.1073 1.0261 0.9471 0.8680 0.7891
1.94 1.2871 1.1855 1.0934 1.0041 0.9158 0.8290
1.98 1.3783 1.2656 1.1627 1.0635 0.9657 0.8712
2.03 1.4753 1.3506 1.2367 1.1266 1.0178 0.9144
2.09 1.5701 1.4341 1.3091 1.1877 1.0696 0.9566
2.14 1.6548 1.5073 1.3712 1.2408 1.1134 0.9924
2.21 1.7389 1.5808 1.4351 1.2943 1.1578 1.0303
2.28 1.8010 1.6348 1.4812 1.3330 1.1900 1.0572
2.36 1.8571 1.6841 1.5239 1.3699 1.2202 1.0821
2.45 1.8969 1.7176 1.5527 1.3943 1.2399 1.0980

Table 5. Average Experimental and Calculated Values of log f121
and log f11; at pH = 1.00 to 2.50 and Different Ionic Strengths for
the Complexation of Dioxovanadium(V) with EDDA, ¢t = 25 °C
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Table 6. Average Experimental and Calculated Values of log f1
at pH = 1.00 to 2.50 and Different Ionic Strengths for the
Complexation of Dioxovanadium(V) with EDDA, ¢t = 25 °C

I log Bior
mol+dm 3 exptl caled
0.1 16.54 £+ 0.02 16.54 £ 0.00
0.3 16.44 + 0.10 16.36 £+ 0.37
0.5 16.16 £ 0.20 16.23 +0.80
0.9 15.98 £ 0.13 15.97 + 1.80

Table 7. Different Speciation Models and F-values Versus the
Accepted Model for 95 % Confidence Level

model reaction F-value

Accepted  VO," + HsL* = VO,H,L* + H* ;
VO,H,L* = VO,HL + H*

(a) VO," + H;L™ = VO,L™ + 3H"  versus VO,H,L™: 1.06-107'°
versus VO,HL: 1.21-107*
(b) VO," + H,L== VO,HL + H* 5.00-107"
VOHL = VO,L~ + H* 5.00-10"!
(c) VO,* + HiLT = VO,H,L*t + H" 7.74-1073
VO,H,L* == VO,HL + H* 222107

VOHL = VO,L~ + H* versus VO,H,L*: 2.25-107!
versus VO,HL: 3.02:107¢
versus VO,H,L": 1.14+107"

versus VO,HL: 6.78:107¢

(@ VO, + L3 = VO,L>

Table 8. Parameters for the Dependence on the Ionic Strength of
Dissociation and Stability Constants at 25 °C

species C D z* ref
K; —2.16 £0.28 2.14+£0.28 4 this work
K> 1.57 £0.08 —1.91 £0.08 2 this work
K, —1.50 £ 0.45 1.17 £ 0.46 0 this work
VO,H,L* 0.90 £0.26 —0.99 £0.27 6 this work
VO,HL 1.38 £0.17 —0.98 +0.18 6 this work
VO,L™ 0.35+1.10 —0.61 £1.13 4 this work

statistical fit were neglected. The concentration of the complexes
contributing to the general species distribution in our experi-
mental conditions may be calculated by the Microsoft Excel
2000 program. Complexes with negligible concentrations over
the entire range of experimental conditions are not taken into
account in our proposed results. Finally, the best fit and
minimum error function were obtained with the VO,H,L.™ and
VO,HL species. The chosen model is also in close agreement
with experimental data. A.y, and A, values at 25 °C, I = 0.1
mol+dm ™, and 270 nm are shown in Figures 1 and 3 for two
different models which show a very good graphical fit. Similar
fits have been obtained for the other ionic strengths. The
distribution of species is shown in Figures 2 and 4 for 270 nm
and different ionic strengths and two models. Figure 2(a) shows
that the maximum concentration of VO,H,L" at I = 0.1
mol-dm ™ and 270 nm is reached at pH = 1.87 to 2.09. Similar
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1.3 +
é
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[ ]
A
°

1.1 1

0.9 1 ¢

L
2. 2

0.7 - . 2
4 LY ‘l.’x

0.5
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1.5 2

25

1 log B2 log B
mol-dm~? exptl caled exptl caled
0.1 1837 £0.10 1837£0.00 16.524+0.15 16.52+0.00
0.3 18.18£0.01 18.16 £0.09 16.42+0.01 16.41 +£0.06
0.5 18.01 £0.10 18.03+£0.19 1636+0.20 1637 +0.12
0.9 1775 £0.10 17.754+£043 1629+0.10 16.29 +0.28

pH

Figure 1. Ay, and A, values at 25 °C, I = 0.1 mol-dm~3, and 270 nm. @,
Acui; A, Aeyp for the model including VO,H,L" and VO,HL.
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Table 9. Values of log #°, Ae, Ad, and R* According to SIT, Parabolic, and Debye—Hiickel Models

species model log 8° Ae Ao R?
VO,H,L* SIT 19.09 + 0.04 0.13 £ 0.08 - 0.43
VO,HL SIT 17.19 + 0.04 —0.36 £ 0.08 - 0.86
VO,L~ SIT 17.05 + 0.05 0.30 £ 0.10 - 0.74
VO,H,L* Parabolic 18.99 + 0.03 —0.48 £0.07 0.59 + 0.09 0.93
VO,HL Parabolic 17.08 + 0.02 —0.97 £ 0.05 0.60 + 0.08 0.99
VO,L~ Parabolic 17.02 + 0.04 0.12 £ 0.09 0.18 £0.10 0.76
VO,H,L* Debye—Hiickel 18.48 4+ 0.02 - - 1.00
VO,HL Debye—Hiickel 16.57 +0.01 - - 1.00
VO,L~ Debye—Hiickel 16.67 + 0.08 - - 0.96

Table 10. Values of log K’ Ae, Ad, and R* According to SIT,
Parabolic, and Debye—Hiickel Models

species model log K° Ae AO R?
K, SIT 2.534+£0.05 0.28+0.10 - 0.70
K> SIT 848 £0.07 043 +0.14 - 0.73
K; SIT 10.43 +£0.08 —0.08 £0.16 - 0.06
K, Parabolic 2.66 +0.02 1.04 £0.05 —0.73 £0.09 0.97
K, Parabolic 829 +0.01 —0.69+0.04 1.08=£0.07 1.00
K; Parabolic 10.65 + 0.01 1.23+£0.05 —1.27£0.08 0.99
K, Debye—Hiickel 2.66 + 0.03 - - 0.97
K> Debye—Hiickel 8.11 +0.01 - - 1.00
K Debye—Hiickel 10.30 £ 0.02 - - 1.00

results were obtained for the other ionic strengths. The
combination of the following reactions has been used for the
calculation of stability constants

vVO," +H,L"=VO,H,L"+H"
H'+HL=H,L"
H'+HL =H,L
H'+L°> =HL~ _
VO," +2H" + 1> =VO,H,L" Prar=
[VO,H,L"]
2 2 (11)
[VO, I[H I'[L” ]
VO,  +H,L"=VO,H,L"+H"
VO,H,L*=VO,HL+H"
H'+HL=H,L"
H'+HL =H,L
H"+L* <HL~ B
VO, +H'+L> =VO,HL Pin=
[VO,HL]
12)

[VO, J[H"][L*"]

The average values of the experimental and calculated stability
constants at various wavelengths are gathered in Table 5. It is
important to note that according to the values of the dissociation
constants of EDDA (Table 1) it is reasonable to assume
protonated species for this complexation reaction. Yamada''
assumed EDDA as H,L but calculated the stability constant only
for one species as VO,L".

Comparison with Literature Data. A literature survey shows
that two values for the stability constants of this complexation
reaction have been reported (L = EDDA)""!

VO, " +L* =VO,L™  logfB,, =159840.14
[=3.0 mol+dm ™ (NaClO,)
VO,  +L*"=VO,L~  logf,, =145+03
I=1.0 mol+dm ™ (NaClO,)

but in our research two species VO,H,L* and VO,HL have been
obtained on the basis of a good fit and the speciation pattern,

so it is the main reason for the difference with literature values.
We have also assumed the models (a) to (d).

(a) We have calculated stability constants (Table 6) for VO,L.~
species on the basis of the following reactions and assuming
the ligand as H;L™*

VO, " +H,L"=VO,L™ +3H"

H"+HL=H,L"
H'+HL <=H,L
H'+L> =HL™
T - (13)
VO, +L*”=VO,L
[VO,L]
Bion= = (14)

Vo,

In this case a good fit and speciation pattern were obtained
(Figures 3 and 4), but as was mentioned above, we asummed
two species VO,H,L." and VO,HL (Table 5) because in the pH
range of interest (1.00 to 2.50) it is not very reasonable to
assume VO,L~ according to the values of the dissociation
constants (Table 1). So although the error function of calculation
for only one species (VO,L") is less than the corresponding
function for the VO,H,L" and VO,HL species, the protonated
complex species are preferred from a chemical viewpoint in
addition to the existence of VO,L™.'2

(b) The stability constant data in this model are exactly equal
to our accepted model (VO,H,L*, VO,HL), but the difference
is in the number of protons because we have assumed EDDA
as H,L in this model. Therefore, we have two species, VO,HL
and VO,L", according to the following reactions

vVO," +H,L=VO,HL +H"

H'+HL =H,L

H'+L*"=HL~

VO, " +H"+L* =VO,HL
[VO,HL]

[VO, JH L]

15)

Bin= (16)

vO," +H,L=VO,HL+H"
VO,HL=VO,L™ +H"
H'+HL =H,L
H™+L* =HL~

VO,  +L* " =VO,L~

(17)

[VO,L']

/ﬁoFW

(18)

It should be mentioned that although in both of these cases,
models (a) and (b), a good fit and speciation pattern were
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Figure 2. Distribution of species at 25 °C, 270 nm, (a) / = 0.1 mol-dm™, (b) 7 = 0.5 mol-dm 3, and (c) I = 0.9 mol-dm™ for the model including

VO,H,L* and VO,HL. Cypy+ = 1+1073 and Cp. = 2.34-107%
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Figure 3. A.,, and A, values at 25 °C, I = 0.1 mol +dm~3, and 270 nm. @,
Acal; A, Ay, for the model including only VO,L™.

obtained the fitting (Figure 3) and speciation (Figure 4) were
better for model (a). The fitting and speciation for model (b)
are exactly similar to our accepted model (Figures 1 and 2).
Also in Table 7 the F-values were obtained equal to 0.5 for
model (b) which shows that there is not a significant difference
between model (b) and the accepted model.

(c) Existence of three simultaneous species, VO,H,L™,
VO,HL, and VO,L™, was also tested, but a good fit was not
obtained and the speciation diagram was not suitable.

(d) The following model was also rejected on the basis of
curve fitting and the speciation diagram

VO, +L°" = vo,L*” (19)

All of these models are gathered in Table 7 together with their
F-values versus the accepted model. Since all of the F-values
are less than 0.05 (except for model (b), which was discussed

above), according to the F-test for a 95 % probability, the null
hypothesis is rejected, and it is concluded that there is a
significant difference between these models. Also a p-value =
2.44+-10™* was obtained for a single factor ANOVA (Analysis
of Variance) which again with the null hypothesis will be
rejected. Therefore all of the models (a, c, and d) in Table 7
were rejected. Zare’ studied the EDDA complex with VO,*
assuming that there is only a 1:1 stoichiometry (VO,L ") on the
basis of the Sillen generalized least-squares method and using
the LETAGROP-SPEFO program for calculation of stability
constants that is different from the method described in this
paper. Although the basis of the LETAGROP-SPEFO program
is similar to the Excel program, there are some points that
require attention. At first we used the Mathematica program to
obtain relationships between formation constants and species
concentration. We used the Mathematica output in the Excel
program to obtain A, and finally the error function (eq 5). Then
the error functions were minimized on the basis of the
Gauss—Newton nonlinear least-squares method, and formation
constants and molar extinction coefficients were obtained.
Lagrange”’” considered MHL, MH,L,, MHL,, ML, and ML,
species only on the basis of the Sillen generalized least-squares
method and the LETAGROP-SPEFO program but chose only
the ML and ML, species according to the best fit for dioxova-
nadium(V) complexes with glycine. Zare’ did not use any
chemical methods like NMR for proving the existence of the
VO,L™ species and calculated the stability constants solely on
the basis of experimental UV absorbance data as a function of
pH (pH < 2) at an ionic strength of 3.0 mol-dm™ sodium
perchlorate and using the LETAGROP-SPEFO program. The
other report in the literature'' is also only on the basis of
experimental UV absorbance data as a function of pH (pH <
3) at an ionic strength of 1.0 mol*dm™3 sodium perchlorate.



1488 Journal of Chemical & Engineering Data, Vol. 54, No. 5, 2009

1.00 o—e

0.80 4

0.60 -

0.40 +

mole fraction

0.20 1

1.00 —o—o—o=
VO,
0.80 -
s 0.60
e
o
o 0.40
£
0.20 -
VO.L
0.00 +0-+0—0-0-8—0-—f T
1 1.5 2 25
pH
(a)
1.00 L g
0.80
c
S 0.60 -
5]
S
-
o
o 0.40
€
0.20 -
0.00 g

Figure 4. Distribution of species at 25 °C, 270 nm, (a) / = 0.1 mol+dm™3, (b) I/ = 0.5 mol-dm 3, and (c) I = 0.9 mol+dm > for the model including only

VO,L™. Cyopt = 1+1073 and Cp. = 2.34-1072.

Yamada'' also only assumed the VO,L™ species on the basis
of mathematical methods. Therefore, it seems that comparison
of this work with literature is not easy with regard to the
differences in experimental conditions (different ionic strengths,
kinds of species) and methods of calculation.

Ionic Strength Dependence of Dissociation and
Stability Constants According to the SIT and
Extended Debye—Hiickel Models

Two types of methods can be used to describe the ionic
medium dependence of equilibrium constants. One type of
method takes into account the individual characteristics of the
ionic media by using a medium dependent expression for the
activity coefficients of the species involved in the equilibrium
reactions. The medium dependence is described by virial or ion
interaction coefficients as used in the Pitzer equations and in
the specific ion interaction theory (SIT). The other type of
method uses an extended Debye—Hiickel expression in which
the activity coefficients of reactants and products depend only
on the ionic charge and the ionic strength but accounts for
medium specific properties by introducing ionic pairing between
the medium ions and the species involved in the equilibrium
reactions. The activity factor estimates are thus based on the
use of Debye—Hiickel-type equations. The extended Debye—
Hiickel equations are either in the form of specific ion interaction
methods or the Davies equation. However, the Davies equation
should in general not be used at ionic strengths larger than 0.1
mol-kg~!. Three forms of specific ion interaction methods have
been described in the literature: (1) The Bronsted—Guggenheim—
Scatchard approach, (2) the Pitzer and Brewer “B-method”, and
(3) the Pitzer virial coefficient method. Methods (1) and (2)
are equivalent and differ only in the form of the denominator

in the Debye—Hiickel term. Method (3) requires more param-
eters for the description of the activity factors. These parameters
are not available in many cases. This is generally the case for
complex formation reactions. The specific ion interaction
methods are reliable for intercomparison of experimental data
in a given concentration range. Consequently, the SIT model
has the potential to become a useful method to estimate medium
effects on equilibrium constants in concentrated aqueous solution
chemistry and has gained new attention in recent years.'>>°
The TUPAC Analytical Chemistry Division has also recom-
mended the SIT model for correction of stability constants at
different ionic strengths.®

The two basic assumptions in the specific ion interaction
theory (SIT) are as follows:*’

(a) The activity coefficient y; of an ion j of charge z; in a

solution of ionic strength 7 may be described by>**°
| —270.500V1 + ek 00
ogy, = ————— e(j, k, hm
T o+s 4 ‘

The summation in eq 20 extends over all ions k present of
opposite sign and neutral species in solution (the latter modi-
fication is included for consistency with the Setschenow
equation® for neutral species). Their molality is denoted 1. In
the experimental determination of solution equilibrium constants,
it is usual to keep the ionic strength of the solution constant by
using a monovalent background electrolyte, at a concentration
much higher than that of the reacting species. Under these
conditions, it is reasonable to assume that the activity coefficient
of a species will depend only on its interaction with the
background electrolyte. This fact often makes it possible to
simplify the summation in eq 20 so that only ion interaction
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Figure 5. Plot of log 8 + bDH (b = 6, 6, 4 for VO,H,L*, VO,HL, and
VO,L", respectively) versus ionic strength on the basis of the SIT model.

coefficients between the participating ionic species and the ionic
medium ions are included as shown in eqs 22 to eq 25.

(b) The ion interaction coefficients &(j, k, I) are zero for ions of
the same charge sign and for uncharged species.’” The rationale
behind this is that &, which describes specific short-range interac-
tions, must be small for ions of the same charge since they are
usually far from one another due to electrostatic repulsion. This
holds to a lesser extent also for uncharged species.

For the formation of dioxovanadium(V)—EDDA complexes

pVO, +gH" + A =(VO) H L (21)

The stability constant of (VO,),H,L,*"7"2", B, ., determined
in an ionic medium (1:1 salt NaClO,) of ionic strength /I, is
related to the corresponding value at zero ionic strength, 5%,
by eq 22

log B,,,— AZDH=log ), — Ael (22)
where
AZ=p+q—2n"—(p+qt4ir (23)
i 0-509V1 24)
1+1.5V1

Ae=e((VO),H LY ™" Na" or Cl0, ") —
e(VO,",Cl10,7) — ge(H,Cl0, ") — e(L*,Na™) (25)

Equilibria involving H,O(l) as a reactant or product require a
correction for the activity of water.>” In most experimental
studies of equilibria in dilute aqueous solutions, where an ionic
medium is used in large excess with respect to the reactants,
the activity of water is near constant and equal to 1.*” According
to eq 22 and Az> = —6, the following formulas were deduced
for the extrapolation to zero ionic strength for VO,H,L" and

VO,HL complexes, respectively®’*°
log f3,,, + 6DH =log %), — Ael (26)
log B, + 6DH=1log Y|, — Ael (27)

The linear regressions were done (Figure 5) on the basis of eqs
26 and 27, and the values of Ae = 0.13 4+ 0.08 and —0.36 +
0.08 have been obtained for VO,H,L* and VO,HL, respectively.
e(HT, Cl0,7) = 0.14 & 0.02, thus the following equations are
valid®*!

e(VO,H,L*,Cl0,”) — &(VO,", Cl0, ) — e(L*",Na") =
0.41 (28)
e(VO,",Cl0, ) +e(L*",Na") =0.22 (29)

The values of log 5151 and log 311, at I = 0 have been obtained:
19.09 4+ 0.04 and 17.19 £ 0.04 according to Figure 5.
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The stability constants at different ionic strengths were also
fitted to the parabolic model, an extension of the SIT model.*®
The parabolic model has the form

logB,,,— Az’DH = log ﬁg’q’r — Ael — Aéil2 (30)

It has been shown that the parabolic model with two coefficients
is satisfactory for ionic strengths to / = 14 m.*' Although the
Pitzer model*? is more successful in calculating the interaction
parameters, a large number of parameters are necessary even
for simple systems. However, in many cases the Pitzer model
is comparable to the parabolic model.*® The advantage of the
parabolic model in comparison to the Pitzer formalism is that
it has fewer unknown parameters, and the fit is feasible with
less experimental data. The results on the basis of the parabolic
model are shown in Figure 6. It can be concluded from Figure
6 that fitting is better than the SIT model, as would be expected.

The dependence of the dissociation and stability constants
on the ionic strength according to the EDH model can be
described as follows®**~3*

13 e
5 5|1
195542911  1.9554+2.911°
CU—1)+DU"” =1 (31)

log B(I) =log B,) — Z*

where [ and I, are the actual and reference ionic strengths,
respectively, and according to reaction 32

pM"T +gL" 4+ AH = (ML H )" " (32)

q T

7% = pm? + gn® + r — (pm — qn + r),> where m and n are the
charges on the metal ion and the ligand, respectively. C and D
are empirical coefficients, and their values were obtained by
minimizing the error squares sum, U, and the Gauss—Newton
nonlinear least-squares method in the Excel 2000 program
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Figure 6. Plot of log  + bDH (b = 6, 6, 4 for VO,H,L", VO,HL, and
VO,L", respectively) versus ionic strength on the basis of the parabolic
model.
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U= (a,—b) (i=1,23,..) (33)

where a is a quasi-experimental quantity and b; is a calculated
one. The values of C and D are shown in Table 8. The values
of C and D have been inserted in eq 31, then the values of the
calculated stability constants have been determined according
to EDH, and their values are gathered in Tables 5 and 6. We
have used /; = 0.1 as the reference ionic strength to obtain better
consistency between experimental and calculated stability
constants. The results on the basis of EDH are shown in Figure
7. The Debye—Hiickel term which is the dominant term in the
expression for the activity coefficients in dilute solution accounts
for electrostatic, nonspecific, long-range interactions. At higher
concentrations, short-range, nonelectrostatic interactions have
to be taken into account.

If we assume the complex only as VO,L~ (as was discussed
previously in model (a)), similar calculations can be done on
the basis of the SIT, Parabolic, and Debye—Hiickel models.
Values of log £°, log K°, Ae, Ad, and R? according to the SIT,
Parabolic, and Debye—Hiickel models for different species,
VO,H,L*, VO,HL, and VO,L~, and dissociation constants have
been calculated from Figures 5 to 10 and are summarized in
Tables 9 and 10.

Conclusions

Figure 2(a) shows that VO,H,L* at I = 0.1 mol-dm~3, 270
nm, and pH = 1.87 to 2.09 reaches a maximum of 21 %, but
this occurs at pH < 1.87 for the other ionic strengths. According
to Figure 4(a), the maximum concentration of VO,L™ at I =
0.1 mol*dm~3, 270 nm, and pH = 2.51 is 94 %. It can be
concluded from Figure 4 that VO,™ and VO,L~ concentrations
(at pH = 2.44 to 2.55 and 270 nm) fluctuate between 0.01 to
0.06 and 0.94 to 0.99, respectively, for different ionic strengths.
In the SIT model on the basis of the difference between
interaction coefficients (Ae values), it might be concluded that
VO,H,L* interaction with ionic medium ions is stronger than

12
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Figure 8. Plot of log K + bDH (b = 0, 2, 4 for K, K>, and Kj, respectively)
versus ionic strength on the basis of the SIT model.
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Figure 9. Plot of log K + bDH (b = 0, 2, 4 for K|, K, and K, respectively)
versus ionic strength on the basis of the parabolic model.
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Figure 10. Plot of log K versus ionic strength on the basis of the extended
Debye—Hiickel model.

the summation of interaction between VO,", EDDA, and H"
with ionic medium ions, and a similar situation exists for VO,L ™.
Stability constants change as a function of ionic strength with
a mild decrease for VO,H,L* and VO,L™ and vice versa for
VO,HL according to the slopes of the SIT figures. There was
a large difference between Ae values which were obtained in
the SIT and parabolic models. There is a good agreement
between the SIT and parabolic models for log 3° values, but
the results on the basis of the Debye—Hiickel model are different
from the aforementioned models. log K° values obtained from
the three models are in good agreement with each other. It is
possible to place the complex species interaction with the other
ions according to the Debye—Hiickel model in the order:
VO,HL > VO,H,L" > VO,L™ on the basis of C values and
VO,L~ > VO,HL > VO,H,L" on the basis of D values. Table
9 shows that data fit with the parabolic model follows the order
VO,HL > VO,H,L" > VO,L™~ and for the SIT model VO,HL
> VO,L~ > VO,H,L", but data fit with the parabolic model
are better than the SIT model. The obtained values of C and D
in Table 8 show that there are large uncertainties for VO,L™ in
contrast to small uncertainties for K,. The data fit with the
Debye—Hiickel model on the basis of the errors for C and D is
VO,HL > VO,H,L" > VO,L™~ and for dissociation constants
is K, > K3 > K;. On the basis of errors for C and D in EDH
(Table 8), SIT, and parabolic parameters (Tables 9 and 10), it
might be concluded that the Debye—Hiickel model applies best
for these complex formation reactions and also for dissociation
constants. The Parabolic and SIT models are in the second and
third place, respectively, for the aforementioned reactions. Also
R? values confirm this order.

Appendix

Table A1. Experimental Values of Absorbance at Different pH and
Wavelengths at 25 °C, and I = 0.3 mol-dm 3

A/nm
pH 255 260 265 270 275 280

1.25 09318 09053  0.8873  0.8661 0.8366  0.8000
1.35 0.8636  0.8376  0.8196  0.7971 0.7862  0.7334
1.43 0.8323 0.8062  0.7871 0.7644  0.7353 0.7003
1.51 0.8190  0.7917  0.7716  0.7483 0.7180  0.6832
1.54  0.8162 0.7883  0.7674  0.7425 0.7119  0.6761
1.61 0.8269  0.7952  0.7710  0.7423 0.7090  0.6714
1.66  0.8467  0.8120  0.7841 0.7523 0.7163 0.6759
.72 0.8828  0.8428  0.8092  0.7728 0.7319  0.6871
1.78  0.9498  0.9004  0.8589  0.8133 0.7648  0.7137
1.86 1.0587  0.9951 0.9393  0.8818 0.8214  0.7604
1.94 1.2193 1.1352 1.0597  0.9841 0.9067  0.8306
2.02 1.4261 1.3157 1.2159 1.1166 1.0175 0.9229
2.12 1.6643 1.5238 1.3954 1.2694 1.1460 1.0293
2.24 1.8794 1.7132 1.5579 1.4077 1.2620 1.1254
239 2.0309 1.8445 1.6708 1.5035 1.3409 1.1908




Literature Cited

(1) Rehder, D. The Bioorganic Chemistry of Vanadium. Angew. Chem.,
Int. Ed. Engl. 1991, 30, 148-167.

(2) Crans, D. C.; Smee, J. J.; Gaidamauskas, E.; Yang, L. The Chemistry
and Biochemistry of Vanadium and the Biological Activities Exerted
by Vanadium Compounds. Chem. Rev. 2004, 104, 849-902.

(3) Chasteen, N. D. The Biochemistry of Vanadium. Struct. Bonding
(Berlin) 1983, 53, 105-137.

(4) Djordjevic, C. Antitumor Activity of Vanadium Compounds. Met. lons
Biol. Syst. 1995, 31, 595-616.

(5) Molinuevo, M. S.; Barrio, D. A.; Cortizo, A. M.; Etcheverry, S. B.
Antitumoral Properties of Two New Vanadyl(IV) Complexes in
Osteoblasts in Culture: Role of Apoptosis and Oxidative Stress. Cancer
Chemother. Pharmacol. 2004, 53, 163—-172.

(6) Crea, F.; De Stefano, C.; Gianguzza, A.; Piazzese, D.; Sammartano,
S. Speciation of Poly-amino Carboxylic Compounds in Seawater.
Chem. Spec. Bioavail. 2003, 15, 75-86.

(7) Majlesi, K.; Zare, K.; Shoaie, S. M. Determination of the Stability
Constants of Mo(VI) Complex with Ethylenediaminediacetic Acid at
Different Ionic Strengths. J. Chem. Eng. Data 2005, 50, 878-881.

(8) Majlesi, K.; Zare, K.; Rezaienejad, S. Complexation of Dioxovana-
dium(V) with Nitrilotriacetic Acid at Different Ionic Strengths by
Using Specific Ion Interaction and Debye-Hiickel Theories. J. Chem.
Eng. Data 2008, 53, 2333-2340.

(9) Zare, K.; Lagrange, P.; Lagrange, J. Determination and Comparison
of Stability Constants of Vanadium (V), Molybdenum (VI) and
Tungsten (VI) Aminocarboxylate Complexes. J. Chem. Soc., Dalton
Trans. 1979, 1372-1376.

(10) Billo, J. E. Excel for Chemists, 2nd ed.; John Wiley & Sons: New
York, 2001.

(11) Yamada, S.; Nagase, J.; Funahashi, S.; Tanaka, M. Thermodynamic
Studies on Complexation of Pervanadyl Ion with Aminopolycarboxy-
lates. J. Inorg. Nucl. Chem. 1976, 38, 617-621.

(12) Majlesi, K.; Zare, K. Complexation of Dioxovanadium(V) with
Glycylglycine in Sodium Perchlorate Aqueous Solution. J. Mol. Lig.
2006, 125, 62-65.

(13) Lagrange, P.; Schneider, M.; Zare, K.; Lagrange, J. Determination
and Comparison of Stability Constants of Uranium(VI) and Vanadi-
um(V) Glycine Complexes. Polyhedron 1994, 13, 861-867.

(14) Lagrange, P.; Schneider, M.; Lagrange, J. Complexes of Oxovana-
dium(IV), Dioxovanadium(V) and Dioxouranium(VI) with Amino
acids in Aqueous Solution. J. Chim. Phys. 1998, 95, 2280-2299.

(15) Bretti, C.; Crea, F.; De Stefano, C.; Sammartano, S. Solubility and
Activity Coefficients of 2,2"-bipyridyl, 1,10-phenanthroline and 2,2,6",2"-
terpyridine in NaCl,q at Different Ionic Strengths and 7= 298.15 K.
Fluid Phase Equilib. 2008, 272, 47-52.

(16) Cigala, R. M.; Crea, F.; Sammartano, S. Mixing Effects on the
Protonation of Polyacrylates in LiCI/KCl Aqueous Solutions at
Different Ionic Strengths, I = 1 to 3.5 mol L™!, at 7 = 298.15 K. J.
Mol. Lig. 2008, 143, 129-133.

(17) Berto, S.; Daniele, P. G.; Foti, C.; Prenesti, E.; Sammartano, S.
Interaction of Oxovanadium (IV) with Carboxylic Ligands in Aqueous
Solution: A Thermodynamic and Visible Spectrophotometric Study.
J. Mol. Lig. 2008, 142, 57-63.

(18) Crea, F.; Foti, C.; Sammartano, S. Sequestering Ability of Polycar-
boxylic Ligands Towards Dioxouranium(VI). Talanta 2008, 75, 775—
785.

(19) Bretti, C.; Cigala, R. M.; Crea, F.; Foti, C.; Sammartano, S. Solubility
and Activity Coefficients of Acidic and Basic Non-electrolytes in
Aqueous Salt Solutions: 3. Solubility and Activity Coefficients of
Adipic and Pimelic Acids in NaCl(,g), (CH3)4NCl,q) and (C;Hs)4NI,q
at Different Ionic Strengths and at ¢+ = 25 °C. Fluid Phase Equilib.
2008, 263, 43-54.

(20) Bretti, C.; De Stefano, C.; Millero, F. J.; Sammartano, S. Modeling
of Protonation Constants of Linear Aliphatic Dicarboxylates Contain-
ing-S-groups in Aqueous Chloride Salt Solutions, at Different Ionic
Strengths, Using the SIT and Pitzer Equations and Empirical Relation-
ships. J. Solution Chem. 2008, 37, 763-784.

(21) Battaglia, G.; Cigala, R. M.; Crea, F.; Sammartano, S. Solubility and
Acid-base Properties of Ethylenediaminetetraacetic Acid in Aqueous
NaCl Solution at 0 < I < 6 mol.kg™! and 7 = 298.15 K. J. Chem.
Eng. Data 2008, 53, 363-367.

(22) Bretti, C.; Crea, F.; Giuffre, O.; Sammartano, S. The Effect of Different
Aqueous Ionic Media on the Acid-base Properties of Some Open Chain
Polyamines. J. Solution Chem. 2008, 37, 183-201.

(23) Crea, P.; De Stefano, C.; Kambarami, M.; Millero, F. J.; Sharma, V. K.
Effect of Ionic Strength and Temperature on the Protonation of
Oxidized Glutathione. J. Solution Chem. 2008, 37, 1245-1259.

(24) Crea, F.; De Stefano, C.; Foti, C.; Sammartano, S. SIT Parameters
for the Dependence of (Poly) Carboxylate Activity Coefficients on
Tonic Strength in (C;Hy)4NI g (0 <i < 1.2 mol.kg’l) and (CH3)4NCly,
(0 < i < 3.9 molkg 7!) in the Temperature Range 278 K < T < 328

Journal of Chemical & Engineering Data, Vol. 54, No. 5, 2009 1491

K and Correlation with Pitzer Parameters. J. Chem. Eng. Data 2007,
52, 2195-2203.

(25) Crea, F.; De Robertis, A.; De Stefano, C.; Sammartano, S. Dioxou-
ranium(VI)-Carboxylate Complexes, A Calorimetric and Potentio-
metric Investigation of Interaction with Oxalate at Infinite Dilution
and in NaCl Aqueous Solution at /= mol L ™! and 7= 25 °C. Talanta
2007, 71, 948-963.

(26) Bretti, C.; Giacalone, A.; Gianguzza, A.; Milea, D.; Sammartano, S.
Modeling S-carboxymethyl-L-cysteine Protonation and Activity Coef-
ficients in Sodium and Tetramethylammonium Chloride Aqueous
Solutions by SIT and Pitzer Equations. Fluid Phase Equilib. 2007,
252, 119-129.

(27) Crea, P.; De Stefano, C.; Milea, D.; Porcino, N.; Sammartano, S.
Speciation of Phytate Ion in Aqueous Solution. Protonation Constants
and Copper(Il) Interactions in NaNO3 aq at Different Ionic Strengths.
Biophys. Chem. 2007, 128, 176-184.

(28) Crea, F.; De Stafano, C.; Milea, D.; Sammartano, S. DioxouraniumVI)-
carboxylate Complexes. Speciation of UO, **-1,2,3-propanetricar-
boxylate System in NaCl,q, at Different Ionic Strengths and at t = 25
degrees C. Ann. Chim. 2007, 97, 163-175.

(29) Berto, S.; Crea, F.; Daniele, P. G.; De Stefano, C.; Prenesti, E.;
Sammartano, S. Dioxouranium(VI)-carboxylate Complexes. Interaction
with Dicarboxylic Acids in Aqueous Solution: Speciation and Struc-
ture. Ann. Chim. 2006, 96, 399-420.

(30) De Stefano, C.; Milea, D.; Pettignano, A.; Sammartano, S. Modeling
ATP Protonation and Activity Coefficients in NaCl,q, and KCl,q by
SIT and Pitzer Equations. Biophys. Chem. 2006, 121, 121-130.

(31) Crea, F.; Giacalone, A.; Gianguzza, A.; Piazzese, D.; Sammartano,
S. Modelling of Natural and Synthetic Polyelectrolyte Interactions in
Natural Waters by Using SIT, Pitzer and Ion Pairing Approaches.
Marine Chem. 2006, 99, 93-105.

(32) Crea, F.; De Stefano, C.; Gianguzza, A.; Piazzese, D.; Sammartano,
S. Protonation of Carbonate in Aqueous Tetraalkylammonium Salts
at 25 °C. Talanta 2006, 68, 1102-1112.

(33) De Stefano, C.; Milea, D.; Sammartano, S. Speciation of Phytate Ion
in Aqueous Solution, Thermodynamic Parameters for Protonation in
NaCl. Thermochim. Acta 2004, 423, 63—-69.

(34) Foti, C.; Sammartano, S.; Signorino, G. The Dependence on Ionic
Strength of Protonation Constants of Carboxylic Acids in Aqueous
Tetraethylammonium Iodide Solution, at Different Temperatures. Fluid
Phase Equilib. 1998, 149, 91-101.

(35) De Stefano, C.; Gianguzza, A.; Piazzese, D.; Sammartano, S. Poly-
acrylates in Aqueous Solution. The Dependence of Protonation on
Molecular Weight, Ionic Medium and Ionic Strength. React. Funct.
Polym. 2003, 55, 9-20.

(36) Thakur, P.; Mathur, J. N.; Moore, R. C.; Choppin, G. R. Thermody-
namics and Dissociation Constants of Carboxylic Acids at High Ionic
Strength and Temperature. Inorg. Chim. Acta 2007, 360, 3671-3680.

(37) Grenthe, 1.; Wanner, H. TDB-2 Guidelines for the Extrapolation to
Zero Ionic Strength; minor revisions by Osthols, Erik; version 6,
January 2000 (http://www.nea.fr/html/dbtdb/guidelines/tdb2.pdf).

(38) Ciavatta, L. The Specific Interaction Theory in Evaluating Ionic
Equilibria. Ann. Chim. 1980, 70, 551-567.

(39) Scatchard, G. Equilibrium in Solution: Surface and Colloid Chemistry;
Harvard University Press: Cambridge, MA, 1976.

(40) Thoenen, T.; Hummel, W. Application of the Bronsted-Guggenheim-
Scatchard Specific Ion Interaction Theory to the Concentration
Dependence of Complexation Constants in NaCl Solutions up to the
Saturation of Halite. J. Conf. Abstr. 2000, 5, 997.

(41) Mitting, D.; Choppin, G. R. Actinide Speciation in High lonic Strength
Media; Reed, D. T., Clark, S. B., Rao, L., Eds.; Kluwer Academic/
Plenum Publishers: New York, 1999.

(42) Pitzer, K. S. Activity Coefficients in Electrolytes Solutions; CRC Press:
Boca Raton, 1991.

(43) Majlesi, K.; Rezaienejad, S. Study on the Complexation of Molyb-
denum(VI) with Iminodiacetic Acid and Ethylenediamine-N,N’-diacetic
Acid by Specific Ion Interaction and Debye-Hiickel Theories. Chin.
J. Chem. 2007, 25, 1815—1820.

(44) De Stefano, C.; Gianguzza, A.; Piazzese, D.; Sammartano, S. Poly-
acrylate Protonation in Various Aqueous Ionic Media at Different
Temperatures and Ionic Strengths. J. Chem. Eng. Data 2000, 45, 876—
881.

(45) Daniele, P. G.; Rigano, C.; Sammartano, S.; Zelano, V. Ionic Strength
Dependence of Formation Constants - XVIIL. The Hydrolysis of Iron
(1) in Aqueous KNOj Solutions. Talanta 1994, 41, 1577-1582.

(46) Daniele, P. G.; Rigano, C.; Sammartano, S. Ionic Strength Dependence
of Formation Constants. Alkali Metal Complexes of EDTA, NTA,
Diphosphate and Tripolyphosphate in Aqueous Solution. Anal. Chem.
1985, 57, 2956-2960.

(47) Majlesi, K.; Zare, K.; Teimouri, F. Dependence on Ionic Strength of
Formation Constants, Protonation and Complexation of Nitrilotriacetic
Acid with Tungsten(VI) in Sodium Perchlorate Aqueous Solution.
J. Chem. Eng. Data 2004, 49, 439-443.



1492  Journal of Chemical & Engineering Data, Vol. 54, No. 5, 2009

(48) Majlesi, K.; Zare, K.; Teimouri, F. Ionic Strength Dependence of
Formation Constants, Protonation and Complexation of Nitrilotriacetic
Acid with Molybdenum (VI). J. Chem. Eng. Data 2003, 48, 680—
683.

(49) Majlesi, K.; Zare, K. A Modified Equation for the Calculation of the
Stability Constants of W(VI)-NTA, Mo(VI)-NTA and Mo(VI)-
glutamic Acid Complexes at Different Ionic Strengths. J. Mol. Lig.
2006, 125, 66-71.

(50) Majlesi, K.; Zare, K. Determination and Comparison of Stability
Constants of Tungsten(VI) and Molybdenum(VI) with Nitrilotriacetic
Acid and Glutamic Acid at Different Ionic Strengths. Phys. Chem.
Lig. 2006, 44, 257-268.

(51) Majlesi, K.; Gharib, F.; Arafati, M. Determination of the Stability
Constants of the Mo(VI) Complex with Iminodiacetic Acid in Different
Sodium Perchlorate Aqueous Solutions. Russ. J. Inorg. Chem. 2006,
51, 1982-1986.

(52) Majlesi, K. Ionic Strength Dependence Patterns for the Mo(VI) +
NTA and Mo(VI)+ EDTA Systems. Rev. Inorg. Chem 2006, 26, 507—
520.

(53) Majlesi, K.; Zare, K.; Najafi, F. Ionic Strength Dependence of Stability
Constants, Complexation of W(VI) with Iminodiacetic Acid. Russ.
J. Inorg. Chem. 2007, 52, 1299-1303.

(54) Majlesi, K.; Zare, K. Interaction of Tungsten(VI) and Molybdenum(VI)
with Nitrilotriacetic Acid and Glutamic Acid in Different Sodium
Perchlorate Aqueous Solutions. Russ. J. Inorg. Chem. 2005, 50, 1621—
1628.

(55) Smith, R. M.; Martell, A. E. Critical Stability Constants, second
supplement; Plenum: New York, 1989; Vol. 6, p 41.

Received for review October 25, 2008. Accepted March 22, 2009.
JE800791K



