This article was downloaded by:

On: 24 January 2011

Access details: Access Details: Free Access
Publisher Taylor & Francis

Informa Ltd Registered in England and Wales Registered Number: 1072954 Registered office: Mortimer House, 37-
41 Mortimer Street, London W1T 3JH, UK

OURNAL OF Journal of Liquid Chromatography & Related Technologies
LIQUID Publication details, including instructions for authors and subscription information:

CHROMATOGR http://www.informaworld.com/smpp/title~content=t713597273
£ D TECHM

RETENTION BEHAVIORS OF POLYBUTADIENE-COATED TITANIA

AND COMPARISON TO BONDED PHASE ON LINEAR SOLVATION

ENERGY RELATIONSHIPS

| Zi -Tao Jiang*; Dong -Yu Zhang"; Yu -Min Zuo®

|| * Department of Chemistry, Nankai University, Tianjin, P.R. China ® Department of Chemistry,
Jinzhou Normal College, Jinzhou, P.R. China

P ana Tach
FieidSFlow Fractios
Proparstsa & Anaktical S

Exfitess by
dack Cazes, Ph.D.

y ' i Online publication date: 26 April 2000
AF

To cite this Article Jiang, Zi -Tao , Zhang, Dong -Yu and Zuo, Yu -Min(2000) 'RETENTION BEHAVIORS OF
POLYBUTADIENE-COATED TITANIA AND COMPARISON TO BONDED PHASE ON LINEAR SOLVATION
ENERGY RELATIONSHIPS', Journal of Liquid Chromatography & Related Technologies, 23: 8, 1159 — 1169

To link to this Article: DOI: 10.1081/JLC-100100406
URL: http://dx.doi.org/10.1081/JLC-100100406

PLEASE SCROLL DOWN FOR ARTICLE

Full ternms and conditions of use: http://ww.informworld.confterns-and-conditions-of-access. pdf

This article nay be used for research, teaching and private study purposes. Any substantial or
systematic reproduction, re-distribution, re-selling, |loan or sub-licensing, systematic supply or
distribution in any formto anyone is expressly forbidden.

The publisher does not give any warranty express or inplied or make any representation that the contents
will be conplete or accurate or up to date. The accuracy of any instructions, formul ae and drug doses
shoul d be independently verified with prinary sources. The publisher shall not be liable for any |oss,
actions, clainms, proceedings, demand or costs or danmges whatsoever or howsoever caused arising directly
or indirectly in connection with or arising out of the use of this material.



http://www.informaworld.com/smpp/title~content=t713597273
http://dx.doi.org/10.1081/JLC-100100406
http://www.informaworld.com/terms-and-conditions-of-access.pdf

09: 58 24 January 2011

Downl oaded At:

J. LIQ. CHROM. & REL. TECHNOL., 23(8), 1159-1169 (2000)

RETENTION BEHAVIORS OF

POLYBUTADIENE-COATED TITANIA AND
COMPARISON TO BONDED PHASE BASED ON
LINEAR SOLVATION ENERGY RELATIONSHIPS
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Jinzhou 121003, PR. China

ABSTRACT

The retention behaviors of polybutadiene-coated titania sta-
tionary phase (PBD-TiO,) are investigated by the use of linear
solvation energy relationships (LSERs) of 21 solutes. The loga-
rithmic capacity factors measured on PBD-TiO, (log k" (PBD-
Ti0,)) in a methanol-water (80:20, v/v) mobile versus the solutes’
four interaction descriptors, the McGowan characteristic molar
volume (V,), dipolarity/polarizability (77*), effective or overall
hydrogen bond donor acidity (Ja,”) and hydrogen bond acceptor
basicity (33,”) are analyzed by multiple regression analysis and
compared to conventional bonded reversed stationary phase. We
find that PBD-TiO, is very similar to conventional bonded
reversed stationary phase. The descriptors, V, 77* and 3 3," are
the most important parameters governing the retention, as they
represent more than 96.62% of the log k' variation. Finally, we
come to the conclusion that the retention of PBD-TiO,is a parti-
tion mechanism.
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INTRODUCTION

Up to now silica and its derivatives are still the majority in the high per-
formance liquid chromatography (HPLC) areas. However, there are two obvi-
ous drawbacks in the use of these packings. Degradation of the bonded phase
occurs outside the range pH 2-8, due to hydrolysis of the siloxane bond at low
pH and dissolution of the silica at high pH. In addition, the presence of resid-
ual silanols in these packings always leads to irreversible adsorption of basic
compounds and strong peak asymmetry. Although some improvements have
been achieved, the drawbacks of silica based packings cannot be overcome thor-
oughly yet. In order to solve this problem, a new kind of packing material,
titania, that is resistant to strong acid and basic conditions has recently been
developed.

In recent years, the preparation of porous amorphous titania"™ and
octadecyltitania" ™’ and their applications to the separation of aniline deriva-
tives, benzylamine derivatives, hindered amines, structural isomers, and
fullerenes have been reported. Titania can be used as both an anion and cation
exchanger packing material for ion chromatography.™'' In addition, the
preparation of polyethylene-coated stationary phase was also reported and
retention behaviors were characterized.” Several methods have been intro-
duced for the characteristics of stationary phases and evaluation and predic-
tion of chromatographic behaviors of test solutes since the 1980’. In liquid
chromatography, linear solvation energy relationships (LSERs) have shown
greater promise. LSERs established between retention measurements, such
as log k" and physicochemical descriptors of test solute give a good under-
standing of the retention mechanism and an excellent predicting retention of
test solute. LSERs are formulated in terms of a system’s solvatochromic
characterization as follows:

log kK’ =log k', + M(8-8,")V,/100 + S(m *~ 7 _*) m,*+A(0t,~0, )3 0"

+B(B,~B.)ZB," )

in which log k' is the logarithmic capacity factor of test solute, log k' is a
intercept of multiple linear regression, and V,_ is McGowan characteristic molar
volume that can be calculated from molecular structure.™” o and [ are the
solute’s hydrogen bond donor acidity and hydrogen bond acceptor basicity,
respectively, Ya,” and 3 B,” are the solute’s effective or overall hydrogen bond
donor acidity and hydrogen bond acceptor basicity, respectively, dis Hildebrand
solubility parameter, TT* is a measure of the solute’s ability to engage in dipo-
larity/polarizability interactions, and M, S, A, and B are basically constants.
The subscript m and s present mobile and stationary phases, respectively, and
the subscript 2 denotes test solute.
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When a system with a fixed pair of mobile and stationary phase is consid-
ered, the above equation can be reduced to:

logk’=log k’, + mV /100 + s ,*+ aXo," + b2 B," ()

where m, s, a and b are the fitting coefficients obtained by multiple linear
regression, the other signs have the same meanings as the above equation.

It is shown in Equation (2) that the sign and magnitude of the coefficients,
m, s, a and b can indicate the direction and relative strength of the different
kinds of solute-stationary or solute-mobile interactions that affect the retention
behaviors. When a mobile phase is fixed under otherwise identical conditions,
the effects of mobile phase on the retention are essentially constant, therefore
the change in the fitting coefficients will reflect variations in the stationary
phase. In this paper, we have determined the capacity factors of a series of
solutes at a given mobile phase on PBD-TiO, stationary phases, and have com-
pared it with ODS stationary phase. The retention characteristics of PBD-TiO,
are investigated by means of LSERs.

EXPERIMENTAL

A series of 21 test solutes, shown in Table 1 were carefully chosen to cover
a wide range of solution solvatochromatic properties and these solutes have
interaction minimums between LSERs descriptors, V, 1*, " and 3B,"
Before used, solutes were dissolved in methanol, respectively to give 0.5-1.0
mg/mL solutions.

Titania support was prepared by the use of a modification of oil emul-
sion.""* Polybutadiene-coated titania (PBD-TiO,) was prepared according to the
method of polybutadiene-coated zirconia as described earlier."”
Chromatographic column (150 x 4.6 mm i.d.) was filled with PBD-TiO, by the
use of a high pressure pump Model 6752B-100, made by Beijing Analytical
Instruments Technical Company, Beijing, China. The suspending agent is a
mixture of toluene, cyclohexanol, and 1,4-dioxane (1:1:1, v/v). The ODS col-
umn used (250 % 4.6 mm 1i.d., Accusil C-18, 10 pm) was purchased from
Chromatographic Scientific Company of Tianjin, China.

The chromatograph Model Varian 5060 equipped with an UV-100 detector
was used to determine the capacity factors of test solutes. Detection wave-
length is 254 nm. A methanol-water solution (80:20, v/v) was used as a mobile
phase; the flow rate is 1.0 mL/min. All determinations had been finished at
room temperature, which both PBD-TiO, and ODS column were not ther-
mostated. Dead volume was determined by the use of inject 1% sodium nitrate
or methanol.
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The Solutes’ LSERs Descriptors and log k’ Corresponding to 80%
Methanol as a Mobile Phase Determined on Polybutadiene-Coated Titania

and Octadecyl Bonded Silica®

No. Solutes V./100
1 Benzene 0.716
2 Toluene 0.857
3 Ethyl benzene 0.998
4 i-Propyl 1.139

benzene
5 Chlorobenzene 0.839
6 Bromobenzene 0.891
7 Benzyl bromide  1.032
8 Pyridine 0.675°
9 Aniline 0.816°
10 N-Methyl 0.957°
aniline
11 0-Methyl 0.957°
aniline
12 p-Methyl 0.957°
aniline
13 N,N-Dimethyl 1.098
aniline
14 Anisole 0.916
15  Allylbenzene 1.096
16 Biphenyl 1.324

17 o-Nitrotoluene 1.032
18 m-Nitrotoluene 1.032
19 p-Nitrotoluene 1.032
20  Naphthalene 1.085°
21 Anthracene 1.454°

0.52
0.52

0.50

0.65
0.73
0.98
0.86
0.96
0.90

0.92
0.95
0.84

0.75
0.60
0.99
1.11
1.10
1.11
0.92
1.34

o
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.26
0.17

0.23
0.23
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

=8,"

0.14
0.14
0.15
0.15

0.07
0.09
0.20
0.52
0.41
0.43

0.45
0.45
0.42

0.29
0.22
0.22
0.27
0.25
0.28
0.20
0.26

Log k’
(ODS)

0.0389
0.2361
0.4853
0.7705

0.1948
0.2616
0.2443
-0.5618
-0.5786
-0.1784

-0.4063
-0.3625
0.1523

0.0015
0.5434
0.7935
-0.0177
0.0306
-0.0076
0.4945
0.8552

Log kK’
(PBD-TiO,)

-0.0343
0.2881
0.6835
1.0562

0.2712
0.4123
0.3687
-0.7756
-0.5823
-0.1563

-0.4574
-0.2578
0.3123

0.0846
0.7594
1.0862
0.0908
0.1693
0.0989
0.6742
1.2089

* LSERs descriptors were taken from References 15, 19-22. ® V,/100 of several

compounds are calculated based on References 14, 15.

Retention parameters of test solutes were analyzed by regressing against a
set of LSERs parameters. Principal component analysis (PCA), multiple linear

regression and calculation related were run on a personal computer.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Test solutes’ capacity factors were determined on two different columns,
PBD-TiO, and ODS and logarithmic capacity factors are shown in Table 1.



09: 58 24 January 2011

Downl oaded At:

BEHAVIOR OF POLYBUTADIENE-COATED TITANIA 1163

Linear intercorrelation between those obtained from both PBD-TiO, and ODS
is shown as follow:

log k’ (PBD-TiO,)= 0.0718(x 0.0157) + 1.2689( 0.0361) log k£’ (ODS)
n =21, R =0.9924, s =0.0679, p<9.6025E-19 3)

where n is the number of test solutes, R is correlation coefficient, s is stan-
dard error of regression, p is significance level of a whole equation of individ-
ual regress terms. The numbers in parenthesis are standard error of regression
coefficients. The plot of log k' (PBD-TiO,) versus log k' (ODS) is shown in
Figure 1.

It may be seen that a good correlation is obtained between PBD-TiO, sta-
tionary phase and ODS stationary phase. This result suggests to us that PBD-
TiO, stationary phase is similar to ODS stationary phase, but retention of
solutes on the PBD-TiO, column is a bit larger than on the ODS column. It is
well known that the retention mechanism of solutes on ODS stationary phase is

14
1.2—.
1.0
0.8-
0.6:
0.4—.
02-

0.0+

logk'(PBD-TiO2)

02
0.4
06-

0.8 T T + 1T _ *+ T 1T T T " T T T 7
0.6 0.4 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 06 0.8 1.0

logk'(ODS)

Figure 1. Plot of logarithmic capacity factors determined on polybutadiene-coated titania
stationary phase ( PBD-TiO,), log k' (PBD-TiO,) versus on conventional bonded reversed
stationary phase (ODS), log k' (ODS) in a methanol-water (80:20, v/v) mobile phase. Test
solutes numbered as Table 1.
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Table 2

The Results of Principal Component Analysis (PCA)

PC
Variables 1 2 3
V /100 0.4511 -0.7203 0.5270
n* 0.8658 0.2166 -0.4438
za,” 0.0570 0.3394 0.4278
=B, 0.2088 0.5649 0.5851
Variances 0.0682 0.0307 0.0099
Explained 60.5805 27.2485 8.7909

principally partition mechanism. Therefore, we may arbitrarily conclude that
PBD-TiO, stationary phase belongs to partition mechanism. This result was
also supported by retention behaviors of different carbon loading of polybuta-
diene-coated zirconia stationary phase as reported earlier."

The structure descriptors shown in Table 1 were analyzed by means of
PCA. The matrix of component loadings after rotation of varimax normalized
is given in Table 2. All variables’ loadings in the three first principal compo-
nents (PCs) show that all four descriptors can be represented by three PCs, PC,
60.58%, PC, 27.25%, and PC, 8.79%. Their sum is 96.62%. Therefore, the
information is not lost when we conclude that three PCs represent total struc-
ture descriptors. The contribution of descriptor, Tt * is the biggest in PC,, V /100
in PC, and 3B," in PC,. Principal component solute scores were calculated for
individual compounds. The positions of solutes on the space determined by the
three first PCs (PC,, PC,, and PC,) are displayed in Figure 3. Solutes do not
form clusters on the three-dimensional scatter map. The result supports our
conclusion that the LSERs parameters of the solute are different, resulting in
different retention.

Pareto analysis was carried out and the result is shown in Figure 2. It may
be seen that V,, T, * and Y 3," are important factors that affect the retention. The
result is identical with that of PCA.

Regression results of log k' determined on PBD-TiO, and ODS stationary
phases, respectively, against the solutes’ LSERs parameters, V_, T,* and 3 ,"
listed in Table 1 are shown as follows:
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Figure 2. The result of Pareto analysis. VAR00001 OVAR00004 donate V /100, T0*, Yo"
and 3 B,", respectively.

log k’ (PBD-TiO,) = — 1.3088(% 0.1380) + 2.5952(+ 0.1513)V /100

log k’ (ODS) = — 0.9016( 0.1437) + 1.9266( 0.1576)V /100
—0.5905( 0.1341)m,* —1.4013( 0.2129)3B.*
n=21,R=0.9743, s =0.1027, p< 0.0001, F = 105.8369

~0.6794( 0.1288) ,* — 1.6747( 0.2044) 3.
n=21,R =0.9856, s = 0.0986, p< 0.0001, F = 192.1030

Q)

®)

where F is the value of statistical significance F-test, numbers in paren-
thesis are standard error of regression coefficients. R, p and s have the same
meanings as the above equations. The plots of log k' (determined), versus log
k' (calculated) are shown in Figures 4 and 5.
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0.15

0.10

0.05 ..

0.00

PC3

-0.05 §--

-0.15

Figure 3. Principal component solute scores for individual solute on the space determined
by the three first PCs (PC,, PC, and PC,). Test solutes numbered as Table 1.

It may be seen that the results of multiple linear regression are very satis-
fying. There are better relationships between LSER parameters and log k'. The
same signs of the coefficients of descriptors, V,, T,* and Y ," in Equation (4)
and (5) indicate that PBD-TiO, and ODS stationary phase are similar in reten-
tion.

The above two equations’ physical senses are very significant. We know that
V, is a measure of two processes: cavity formation and dispersion interactions.
Its coefficients, m are larger positive values in Equation (4) and (5). Therefore,
an increase in size of test solute will lead to an increase in retention. The m coef-
ficient’s magnitude is larger for PBD-TiO, than for ODS stationary phase; this
must originate from the stationary phase because the determinations are carried
out in the same mobile phase. Based on the above, we conclude that PBD-TiO,
stationary phase is effectively much more hydrophobic than ODS stationary
phase. TU* donates the solutes’ dipolarity/ polarizability interaction; its coeffi-
cient, s is a larger negative value for PBD-TiO, stationary phase than for ODS sta-
tionary phase. On PBD-TiO, stationary phase, an increase in solute dipolarity/
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Figure 4. Plot of logarithmic capacity factors determined on polybutadiene-coated titania
stationary phase (PBD-TiO,) in a methanol-water (80:20, v/v) mobile, log k' (determined)
against those calculated, log k' (calculated) by Equation (4). Test solutes numbered as
Table 1.
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Figure 5. Plot of logarithmic capacity factors determined on conventional bonded reversed
stationary phase (ODS) in a methanol-water (80:20, v/v) mobile, log k' (determined)
against those calculated, log k' (calculated) by Equation (5). Test solutes numbered as
Table 1.
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polarizability will cause a considerable decrease in retention. The same increase
in solute’s TU* causes only a small decrease in retention on conventional boned
phase. The large, negative s coefficient indicates a significant electronic compo-
nent to retention. This coefficient is very sensitive to the mobile phase.

The coefficients of 3 B," are large and negative for two stationary phases.
They are controlled by the complementary system property and influenced by
mobile phase composition. When mobile phase is fixed, fitting coefficients, b
embody the difference between PBD-TiO, and ODS stationary phase. The b
coefficient is a larger negative value for PBD-TiO, stationary phase than that for
ODS stationary phase. This suggests that the binding strength of solute on the
surface of titania is fairly weaker than that on silica. Therefore, in reversed-
phase titania-based stationary phases, the undesirable side effect of the original
adsorption centered on the retention is negligible.

In conclusion, the retention behaviors of PBD-TiO, stationary phase are
very similar to ODS stationary phase and belong to partition mechanism.
Retention of solutes on PBD-TiO, stationary phase is a bit larger than that on
ODS stationary phase. The cavity formation and dispersion interactions, dipo-
larity/polarizability interaction, and effective hydrogen bond acceptor basicity
are major factors that principally govern the retention of test solutes on PBD-

TiO, stationary phase. The LSERs descriptor, effective hydrogen bond donor
acidity have low effects on the retention behaviors.
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