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The synthesis, characterization and photophysical properties of a series of “center-to-edge” type phosphorus()
porphyrin arrays in which the central phosphorus atom of one phosphorus() porphyrin is connected to the meso-
phenoxy edge of the other phosphorus() porphyrin(s) are described. The conformation of the porphyrin arrays is
estimated from the NMR data on the basis of the porphyrin ring current model. From the structural assignments
and absorption properties of the arrays it is suggested that the electronic coupling between the porphyrin rings in
the arrays is small. Nevertheless, solvent-polarity dependence of the excited-state properties indicates an
enhancement of the nonradiative decay via the charge transfer state.

Introduction
Construction of artificial multi-porphyrin systems is an
intriguing subject in relation to the natural photosynthetic sys-
tems such as the light-harvesting complexes and the photo-
synthetic reaction center. In order to mimic both the excitation
energy transfer in the light-harvesting complexes and the photo-
induced electron transfer in the reaction center, various types of
multi-porphyrin systems have been synthesized and investi-
gated.1–14 Understanding the functions of ultrafast energy or
electron transfer processes enable us to utilize them as molecu-
lar photonic devices in which a photon initiates the process.15,16

The key elements of the natural photosynthetic systems include
the efficient collection of solar energy by the light-harvesting
antenna, the quantitative energy transfer to the special pair of
the reaction center, and the rapid and unidirectional charge
separation in the electron-transfer chain of the reaction
center.17–19 In all of the above processes, the organization of the
chromophores is considered to be ideal for energy or electron
transfer. Each chromophore is fixed at a distance and orien-
tation that conserves the electronic interaction but avoids
unnecessary quenching of the excited state. The exquisite
organization of the chromophores is essential to the photo-
physical processes of the natural photosynthetic systems and
should be applied to artificial multi-porphyrin systems.

Phosphorus() porphyrins 20 have stable axial substituents at
the central six-coordinated phosphorus. Substitution of the
axial ligands offers a synthetically simple and versatile means of
modifying the porphyrin.21–24 Also, the axial substituents can
serve as bridges to other phosphorus() porphyrins. This pre-
vents unnecessary quenching processes caused by significant
π–π stacking of the porphyrin rings. Such simple structural
modifications are key to the development of photosynthetic
models. With this in mind, we have synthesized various types of
phosphorus() porphyrin arrays.21,22 In this study, “center-to-
edge” type porphyrin dimers and trimers, in which the phenoxy
group(s) at the meso-position of the phosphorus() por-
phyrin(s) are connected to the central phosphorus atom of the
other phosphorus() porphyrin, are investigated. The axial
phenoxy bridges hold the adjacent porphyrin rings in close

proximity without causing a significant overlap of the por-
phyrin π systems. Such an arrangement of the “center-to-edge”
type porphyrin arrays has some similarity to the geometry of
the special pair in which two bacteriochlorophyll molecules are
juxtaposed with only one pyrrole ring overlapping. Recently,
various types of porphyrin arrays have been synthesized by
axial coordination and structurally characterized.8,10,11,13,14

However, the photophysical properties of these systems have
not been fully investigated. Detailed investigation of the
absorption and fluorescence properties of the present por-
phyrin arrays reveals the connection between structure and
electronic coupling. In addition, this study points to a signifi-
cant contribution of charge transfer character in the excited
states. The importance of this phenomenon will be discussed in
a comparison of the relaxation processes of two different types
of phosphorus() porphyrin arrays, namely “center-to-edge”
type and face-to-face type.

Results and discussion
Synthetic and structural aspects of “center-to-edge” type
porphyrin arrays

The synthetic routes used to prepare the desired “center-to-
edge” type phosphorus() porphyrin arrays are given in Scheme
1. The two chloride ligands of dichloro phosphorus() por-
phyrin are easily converted to various alkoxy or phenoxy
ligands.20f–h Such synthetic versatility enables the fabrication of
diverse multi-porphyrin systems.21–24 We utilized 5-(4-hydroxy-
phenyl)-10,15,20-triphenylporphyrin as an axial ligand for the
central phosphorus() porphyrin unit. After ligating to the cen-
tral phosphorus() porphyrin through the phenoxy bridge, it is
possible in both H2-P and H2-P-H2 to metallate the free-base
outer porphyrin(s) with phosphorus atom(s). This repetitive
cycle of axial ligand binding and subsequent metallation is a
simple and versatile method for construction of supramolecu-
lar systems comprised of the phosphorus() porphyrins. All the
synthetic porphyrin arrays were characterized by UV-vis, 1H
NMR, 31P NMR and FAB mass spectra.

The proton-decoupled 31P NMR spectra were used to con-
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Scheme 1 Reagents and conditions: (a) 5-(4-hydroxyphenyl)-10,15,20-triphenylporphyrin, phenol, pyridine, reflux; (b) POCl3, pyridine, reflux;
(c) phenol, pyridine or CH3CN, reflux; (d) methanol, reflux.
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firm the axial coordination of the “center-to-edge” type phos-
phorus() porphyrin arrays. The proton-decoupled 31P NMR
spectra of the reference monomers gave singlet peaks at 2229.2
ppm for PCl2, 2194.7 ppm for P(OPh)2 and 2178.1 ppm for
P(OMe)2, respectively. These signals are in the typical range of
hexacoordinated phosphorus compounds.25 The “center-to-
edge” type phosphorus() porphyrin arrays also exhibited one
or two singlet peaks ascribed to each reference monomer
according to the axial ligands.

1H NMR studies give some structural information concern-
ing the “center-to-edge” type phosphorus() porphyrin
arrays. The large porphyrin ring current effect 26 on adjacent
porphyrin subunits is a predominant feature in the 1H NMR
spectra of these closely-coupled arrays. An analysis of the
ring current effect on adjacent porphyrin ring(s) can be used
to deduce structural information about these arrays. Chemical
shift values of the axial substituents as well as the β-protons on
the porphyrin arrays and also the reference monomers are
indicated in Fig. 1. The chemical shift values for the phenoxy
protons of the bridge(s) and β-protons of the outer por-
phyrin ring(s) were shifted upfield and were dependent on the
distance from the central porphyrin ring. The protons of

the axial ligands on the outer porphyrin(s) were also shifted
upfield relative to the reference monomers. These observ-
ations indicate that the outer porphyrin ring(s) are held within
the shielding region of the central porphyrin ring. The β-
protons of the central porphyrin ring in these arrays were
shifted downfield relative to the reference monomer P(OPh)2

and depended on the number of ligated outer porphyrin
rings. The protons on the independent (not bridging) phen-
oxy group which is ligated to the central porphyrin in the
dimers (PCl2-P, P(OPh)2-P and P(OMe)2-P) exhibit slight
downfield shifts relative to those of P(OPh)2. The downfield
shift suggests that the axial phenoxy group on the central
porphyrin lies in the deshielding region of the outer porphy-
rin ring of the opposite side. These results indicate that the
conformation between the adjacent porphyrin rings is nearly
vertical.

Absorption properties in CH2Cl2

The absorption data of the “center-to-edge” type phos-
phorus() porphyrin arrays and the reference monomers are
summarized in Table 1. The absorption spectra of the mono-
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Fig. 1 Structures of the present porphyrin arrays and reference monomers. Chemical shifts of selected protons are also indicated.
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mers (PCl2, P(OPh)2 and P(OMe)2) in CH2Cl2, are shown in
Fig. 2. The intensity of the Soret band in P(OPh)2 is slightly
diminished and the full width at half maximum (FWHM) of
the Soret band in P(OPh)2 is broadened as compared with those
of PCl2 and P(OMe)2. The observed broadening in the absorp-
tion spectrum of P(OPh)2 suggests an electronic interaction
between the axial phenoxy ligands and the porphyrin ring
through the P–O bonds in the ground state of P(OPh)2. This
interaction through the axial phenoxy ligands may also induce
the through-bond electronic communication between the por-
phyrin subunits in the “center-to-edge” type phosphorus()
porphyrin arrays, whose axial phenoxy ligands are used as a
bridge to link other phosphorus() porphyrin subunit(s). In
fact, the absorption spectra of the phosphorus() porphyrin
arrays are perturbed relative to the corresponding monomers.
The intensities of the Soret bands in these arrays are markedly
diminished relative to the simulated superimposed spectra of
the corresponding monomers (Fig. 3). FWHMs of the Soret

bands in these arrays are slightly increased (~300 cm21) as com-
pared with those of the simulated spectra. However, the absorp-
tion maxima of the Soret and Q bands of these arrays were only
1–2 nm red-shifted from the respective bands in the simulated
spectra. Since the energy levels of the phosphorus() porphyrin
subunits in the arrays are sufficiently close to be resonant, exci-
tonic interaction 27 should predominate in the absorption pro-
file, especially for the Soret band. However, the slight shifts in
the Soret regions of these arrays with respect to the reference
monomers are suggestive of a weak excitonic interaction
between the porphyrin subunits. This can be explained by the
long center-to-center separation distance (ca. 10.0 Å)† and
inappropriate orientation between the adjacent porphyrin rings.
In the case of the Q bands, it is even more probable that the

† The center-to-center separated distance is estimated from a molecular
space-filling model.
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contribution of exciton coupling between the adjacent por-
phyrin rings is quite small due to the fact that exciton coupling
energy is proportional to the square of the transition dipole
moments.

For better understanding of such interactions, the exciton
coupling energy (V), which is the interaction energy due to
exchange of excitation energy between molecules i and j,
is often evaluated in the point-dipole approximation (eqn.
(1)).2–4,9,12 In this equation, e is the electronic charge and Mi is

V = (e2MiMj /R
3)F (1)

the monomer transition dipole length, R is a center-to-center
separation distance and F is a geometrical factor. Mi can be

Fig. 2 Absorption spectra recorded in CH2Cl2 for PCl2 (solid line),
P(OPh)2 (dotted line) and P(OMe)2 (dashed line).

Table 1 Absorption properties of the porphyrin arrays and the refer-
ence monomers

λmax/nm [FWHM/cm21]

Compound Solvent Soret band Q bands

PCl2

P(OPh)2

P(OMe)2

PCl2-P

P(OPh)2-P

P(OMe)2-P

PCl2-P-PCl2

P(OPh)2-P-
P(OPh)2

P(OMe)2-P-
P(OMe)2

CH2Cl2

(ε) a

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

(ε) a

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

(ε) a

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

(ε) a

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

(ε) a

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

(ε) a

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

(ε) a

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

(ε) a

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

(ε) a

acetone
CH3CN

439 [710]
(283000)
437 [750]
436 [730]
436 [1310]
(184000)
434 [1330]
433 [1290]
430 [870]
(327000)
428 [860]
427 [860]
439 [1340]
(316000)
438 [1400]
437 [1360]
436 [1590]
(260000)
435 [1630]
434 [1600]
432 [1320]
(293000)
430 [1360]
429 [1360]
441 [1310]
(359000)
439 [1470]
437 [1410]
437 [1780]
(341000)
435 [1750]
434 [1710]
431 [1310]
(406000)
429 [1360]
428 [1350]

568 [780]
(12600)
567 [830]
566 [830]
562 [910]
(14100)
561 [920]
561 [920]
560 [860]
(15800)
559 [850]
558 [860]
566 [940]
(23300)
566 [960]
565 [950]
563 [950]
(23200)
563 [960]
562 [950]
562 [920]
(21700)
561 [920]
560 [910]
568 [900]
(26200)
567 [960]
566 [940]
564 [960]
(31000)
563 [980]
562 [960]
562 [950]
(28200)
561 [920]
561 [920]

611 [550]
(5950)
611 [600]
609 [600]
605 [710]
(4870)
603 [740]
602 [780]
601 [660]
(3890)
600 [660]
599 [720]
612 [670]
(10800)
612 [690]
610 [690]
606 [780]
(9370)
606 [790]
605 [810]
604 [780]
(7170)
603 [750]
602 [770]
614 [650]
(13800)
612 [690]
612 [660]
608 [770]
(13000)
606 [800]
605 [780]
605 [740]
(9090)
604 [780]
602 [770]

a Molar extinction coefficient (M21 cm21) in CH2Cl2.

correlated to experimental absorption data by eqn. (2) where ν—

(Mi)
2 =

εmax

2500G
×

∆ν—

ν
(2)

and εmax are the transition energy and the molar extinction
coefficient at the maximum of the considered absorption band,
respectively, ∆ν— is its full width at half maximum and G is the
degeneracy. We applied such a treatment to P(OPh)2-P which is
a dimer comprised of essentially the same two monomer sub-
units (P(OPh)2). The transition dipole lengths for the Soret (B)
and Q bands are calculated from eqn. (2) and the spectral data
for P(OPh)2, and the values are MB

2 = 2.094 Å2 and MQ
2 =

0.143 Å2. Assuming that the center-to-center separation dis-
tance (the distance between the phosphorus nuclei) is 10.0 Å
and F is equal to (2/3)0.5 for a random distribution, calculated
values of the exciton coupling energy (VB and VQ) are 199 cm21

and 14 cm21, respectively. The exciton coupling energies of
P(OPh)2-P are small as compared with those of other face-to-
face porphyrin dimers.2,3,9,12 Even if the geometry between the
porphyrin rings was optimal for excitonic interaction, the
exciton coupling energy of this system would still be small. The
slight shift in the Soret region of P(OPh)2-P relative to P(OPh)2

reflects the small VB. For the Q bands, the exciton coupling
effect is too small and disappears in the inhomogeneous solvent
broadening. So it is reasonable to conclude that the slight red
shifts of the Q bands are induced from the solvation differ-
ence 28 of the monomer and the dimer rather than the exciton
coupling effect. These lines are expected to be similar to the
absorption profiles of the other “center-to-edge” type phos-
phorus() porphyrin arrays. The observed absorption proper-
ties of the arrays suggest that the π systems of the individual
porphyrin rings are weakly coupled through the axial bond.

Fluorescence properties in CH2Cl2

Fluorescence properties in CH2Cl2 were investigated to confirm
the above electronic interaction between the porphyrin rings in
the excited states of these arrays. As shown in Table 2, the (0,0)

Fig. 3 Measured (solid line) and simulated (dotted line) absorption
spectra recorded in CH2Cl2: (a) PCl2-P; (b) P(OPh)2-P; (c) P(OMe)2-P;
(d) PCl2-P-PCl2; (e) P(OPh)2-P-P(OPh)2; (f) P(OMe)2-P-P(OMe)2.
Each simulated absorption spectrum is the superposition of the spectra
of the reference monomers.
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fluorescence bands of these arrays were slightly red-shifted
from those of the corresponding monomers and we can see
similar trends in the absorption spectra, indicating weakly
coupled π systems. Furthermore, the similarity in the Stokes
shifts for these arrays and their corresponding monomers indi-
cates that the nuclear displacements in the excited states of
these arrays are small.

On the other hand, the fluorescence quantum yields and life-
times of the arrays in CH2Cl2 changed, albeit slightly, even
though the interaction in the ground state between the por-
phyrin rings was small (Table 3). Fluorescence lifetime meas-
urements were made using the time-correlated single photon
counting method and each of the obtained decay curves exhib-
ited a single-exponential fitting. In CH2Cl2 the fluorescence
quantum yields and the fluorescence lifetimes for PCl2-P and
PCl2-P-PCl2 were smaller than those of P(OPh)2 but similar to
those of PCl2, suggesting that the lowest excited state is local-
ized on a PCl2 subunit and the intersystem crossing induced by
the heavy atom effect of the axial chloride ligands dominates
the decay process for PCl2-P and PCl2-P-PCl2. The fluorescence
quantum yields and the fluorescence lifetimes for P(OPh)2-P,
P(OPh)2-P-P(OPh)2, P(OMe)2-P and P(OMe)2-P-P(OMe)2 in
CH2Cl2 were reduced relative to the corresponding monomers,
although the degree of the quenching is not significant. Such
fluorescence quenching is found for other porphyrin arrays as
well 3,5,9a and is often explained as an enhancement of the non-
radiative decay processes due to exciton coupling and/or charge
transfer interaction.‡ The exciton coupling within the porphyrin
arrays gives rise to splitting of the energy levels of the excited

Table 2 Fluorescence properties of the porphyrin arrays and the
reference monomers

Compound Solvent λmax/nm

Stokes
shift/
cm21

E(S1)/
eV

PCl2

P(OPh)2

P(OMe)2

PCl2-P

P(OPh)2-P

P(OMe)2-P

PCl2-P-PCl2

P(OPh)2-P-P(OPh)2

P(OMe)2-P-P(OMe)2

CH2Cl2

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

acetone
CH3CN

624, 679
624, 678
622, 677
623, 674
622, 674
622, 672
619, 671
617, 670
617, 669
629, 681
629, 680
628, 680
626, 677
626, 676
625, 675
623, 675
622, 672
622, 672
629, 683
630, 681
627, 679
628, 678
626, 676
625, 676
624, 676
621, 672
621, 673

341
341
343
478
507
534
484
459
487
442
442
470
527
527
529
505
507
534
388
467
391
524
527
529
503
453
508

2.01
2.01
2.01
2.02
2.02
2.03
2.03
2.04
2.04
2.00
2.00
2.00
2.01
2.01
2.02
2.02
2.02
2.03
2.00
2.00
2.00
2.01
2.01
2.02
2.02
2.02
2.03

‡ Intersystem crossing should be also considered as one of the possi-
bilities to enhance the fluorescence quenching. However, our prelimin-
ary results of time-resolved EPR showed similar zero-field splitting
parameters between phosphorus() porphyrin monomers and phos-
phorus() porphyrin arrays, indicating that probabilities of intersystem
crossing of the phosphorus() porphyrin arrays are almost the same as
those of the corresponding monomers and spin-orbit coupling does not
contribute to the enhancement of nonradiative decay of the arrays as
compared with that of the corresponding monomers.

states. This exciton splitting reduces the energy gap between the
ground and excited states and thus increases the chance to
couple them to each other.6,9a However, the present small
exciton coupling effect of the arrays would contribute very little
to the fluorescence quenching. On the other hand, if the fluor-
escence quenching is enhanced with increasing solvent polarity,
the contribution of the charge transfer interaction should be
taken into account as a possible decay process.6,7,9a,21b These
points will be further discussed below.

Solvent-polarity dependent photophysics of the porphyrin arrays

The extent to which the excited charge transfer interaction con-
tributes to the decay process of the porphyrin arrays can be
examined by the solvent-polarity dependent fluorescence prop-
erties. An increase in solvent polarity should increase the charge
transfer interaction resulting in a greater degree of fluorescence
quenching.

The absorption properties of the “center-to-edge” type
phosphorus() porphyrin arrays and the reference monomers
were independent of solvent polarity (Table 1). The energy
levels of the lowest excited singlet states and Stokes shifts for
these arrays were also essentially independent of solvent polar-
ity (Table 2). Thus, the Franck–Condon factor between the
lowest excited singlet state and the ground state is not signifi-
cantly perturbed by a difference in solvent polarity. However,
an obvious decrease of the fluorescence quantum yields and the
shortening of the fluorescence lifetimes for these arrays com-
pared with those for the reference monomers were observed
with increasing solvent polarity (Table 3). These results can be
ascribed to an enhancement of a nonradiative decay rather than
a radiative decay.§ The presence of the new decay channel in
polar solvents suggests that the contribution of the charge
transfer to the nonradiative decay of the excited singlet state
is enhanced and the nonradiative decay rate is accelerated.
P(OPh)2 also exhibited a slight enhancement of the non-
radiative decay dependent on solvent polarity. Recently, the

Table 3 Fluorescence quantum yields and lifetimes for the porphyrin
arrays and the reference monomers

Compound Solvent Φf τf/ns

PCl2

P(OPh)2

P(OMe)2

PCl2-P

P(OPh)2-P

P(OMe)2-P

PCl2-P-PCl2

P(OPh)2-P-P(OPh)2

P(OMe)2-P-P(OMe)2

CH2Cl2

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

acetone
CH3CN
CH2Cl2

acetone
CH3CN

0.011
0.010
0.010
0.037
0.014
0.016
0.044
0.047
0.044
0.012
0.0087
0.0059
0.025
0.0094
0.0073
0.022
0.0058
0.0041
0.010
0.0069
0.0067
0.010
0.0040
0.0039
0.0080
0.0021
0.0019

0.82
0.84
0.91
2.92
1.47
1.62
3.87
5.13
4.48
0.84
0.56
0.49
1.55
0.70
0.65
1.51
0.52
0.42
0.67
0.49
0.51
0.76
0.36
0.36
0.74
0.23
0.21

§ The radiative and nonradiative decay rate constants (kr and knr) were
calculated by kr = Φf /τf, knr = (1 2 Φf)/τf where Φf and τf are the fluor-
escence quantum yield and the lifetime, respectively.
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photophysical properties of the phosphorus() porphyrins with
various phenoxy ligands were reported.20m The solvent polarity
dependent photophysics indicated that charge transfer from the
axial phenoxy ligands to the phosphorus() porphyrin ring par-
ticipated in the deactivation processes of the excited states of a
series of diaryloxy phosphorus() porphyrins. Also the contri-
bution of the charge transfer character was proportional to the
electron-donating ability of the substituents of the axial
phenoxy ligands. The application of these data to the photo-
physics of the present phosphorus() porphyrin arrays predicts
a reduction in the charge transfer from the axial phenoxy
ligands to the phosphorus() porphyrin because the outer
phosphorus() porphyrin rings are expected to act as electron-
withdrawing substituents toward the axial phenoxy ligand.
However, the enhancement of the nonradiative decay processes
in these arrays are larger than that of P(OPh)2 as the solvent
polarity increases. Furthermore, as shown in Fig. 4, the non-
radiative decay processes of P(OMe)2-P and P(OMe)2-P-
P(OMe)2, which are comprised of different subunits (P(OPh)2

and P(OMe)2), are more sensitive to solvent polarity than those
of P(OPh)2-P and P(OPh)2-P-P(OPh)2, which are comprised
of the same subunits (P(OPh)2). Since the redox properties of
P(OPh)2 and P(OMe)2 are different, it is reasonable to consider
that the energy levels of the charge transfer states of P(OMe)2-
P and P(OMe)2-P-P(OMe)2 are more stabilized than those of
P(OPh)2-P and P(OPh)2-P-P(OPh)2, respectively.¶ This leads to
the conclusion that the enhancement of the solvent-polarity
dependent nonradiative decay processes is ascribed to the con-
tribution of the charge transfer interaction between the phos-
phorus() porphyrins. Also, we note that the contribution of
the charge transfer state can enhance nonradiative transitions
from the excited singlet state even if the energy level of the
charge transfer state is higher than that of the lowest excited
singlet state.7,9a,21b

In symmetric bichromophoric molecules, the coupling of
the two charge transfer configurations with each other keeps the
electronic symmetry equilibrated. However, symmetry reduc-
tion can be induced by interaction between the charge transfer

Fig. 4 Dependence of nonradiative decay rate constants on solvent
relative permittivity: (a) P(OPh)2; (b) P(OMe)2; (c) P(OPh)2-P; (d)
P(OMe)2-P; (e) P(OPh)2-P-P(OPh)2; (f) P(OMe)2-P-P(OMe)2.

¶ Reduction potentials of the phosphorus() porphyrin derivatives were
determined in CH2Cl2 containing 0.1 M n-Bu4NClO4 using platinum
working and counter electrodes and a saturated calomel reference elec-
trode. PCl2: Ered = 20.28 V; P(OPh)2: Ered = 20.44 V; P(OMe)2:
Ered = 20.50 V; PCl2-P: Ered = 20.24, 20.42 V; P(OPh)2-P: Ered = 20.41
V; P(OMe)2-P: Ered = 20.38, 20.52 V; PCl2-P-PCl2: Ered = 20.23,
20.39 V; P(OPh)2-P-P(OPh)2: Ered = 20.32, 20.45 V; P(OMe)2-P-
P(OMe)2: Ered = 20.37, 20.51 V. Each Ered value of the dimers and
trimers is nearly the same as those of the corresponding monomer units
although the interaction between the porphyrin rings causes a small
shift of the reduction potentials. On the other hand, the oxidation of
phosphorus() porphyrin ring yielded irreversible cyclic voltam-
mograms. This unfavorable result prevented us from estimating the
accurate energy levels of the charge transfer states.

configuration and the fluctuating unsymmetrical solvent
environment.29 The perturbation induced by solvent fluctuation
brings about the decoupling of the two charge transfer con-
figurations and the charge transfer state is stabilized by the
solvation of the charges as the solvent polarity increases. Due
to the stabilization of the charge transfer state, it is possible that
nonradiative transitions between the lowest excited singlet
states and the ground states in these arrays are enhanced by the
charge transfer state. Furthermore, the symmetry-disturbed
systems have nonzero ground state dipole moments which lead
to a gradient in the excited state towards the more stabilized
charge transfer state and induce presolvation in the ground
states in contrast to the symmetric systems.30 This situation
favors the formation of the charge transfer state. The enhance-
ment of nonradiative decay by an increase in charge transfer
character is reported in other multi-porphyrin systems.6,7,9a,21b

Recently, we have discussed the charge transfer character in
the excited states of the “wheel-and-axle” type phosphorus()
porphyrin arrays, whose central phosphorus atoms are con-
nected to each other by various lengths of the alkyldioxy bridge
(Fig. 5).21b,22a These face-to-face type phosphorus() porphyrin
arrays also exhibit similar fluorescence quenching processes
with partially stacked geometry induced by a polar environ-
ment. Solvent polarity dependence of nonradiative rate con-
stants for the face-to-face type porphyrin arrays are also shown
in Fig. 6.21b Comparison of the solvent-polarity dependent

Fig. 5 Structures of the “wheel-and-axle” type phosphorus() por-
phyrin arrays and reference monomers. For other porphyrin arrays with
similar structure, see ref. 21.
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Fig. 6 Dependence of nonradiative decay rate constants of “wheel-
and-axle” type phosphorus() porphyrin arrays and reference mono-
mers on solvent relative permittivity:  (a) M2; (b) M2F; (c) D2; (d) D2F.
For M2F and D2F, the relative permittivity of H2O–CH3CN (95 :5) was
assumed to be 76.4 (from ref. 21(b)).
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photophysics between the “center-to-edge” type arrays and the
face-to-face type arrays (Figs. 4 and 6) suggests that the contri-
bution of the excited charge transfer state to the nonradiative
decay process is greater in the former, more so than the latter.
The contribution of the excited charge transfer state in the
“center-to-edge” type porphyrin arrays is much more signifi-
cant even in medium polar solvents relative to that in the face-
to-face type porphyrin arrays. For the face-to-face type porphy-
rin arrays, the contribution of the excited charge transfer state
can be seen only in a highly polar solvent (H2O–CH3CN (95 :5)
and H2O) and is very small. These results suggest that the relax-
ation processes of the excited states of the phosphorus() por-
phyrin arrays are tunable by not only environmental factors
(solvent) but also the geometry and connectivity between the
porphyrin rings. In addition, it is interesting that the “center-to-
edge” type porphyrin arrays, which have small overlapped
geometry between the porphyrin rings, showed a larger contri-
bution of charge transfer character than the face-to-face type
porphyrin arrays, which have maximum overlap of their π sys-
tems. This trend is reminiscent of the “minimum overlap
rule”,29 which implies that the degree of charge separation is
maximized for perpendicularly twisted π systems. This principle
also holds for small overlapped π systems which are not strictly
orthogonal but are separated in space. The consideration along
this line may be useful to understand the structural relationship
to the photophysical properties of phosphorus() porphyrin
arrays and gives us further insight to design more sophisticated
photosynthetic models.

Conclusion
The repetitive cycles of phosphorus atom insertion and sub-
sequent axial substitution have enabled the construction of
“center-to-edge” type phosphorus() porphyrin arrays. The
axial phenoxy bridges in these arrays hold the adjacent por-
phyrin rings in close proximity while avoiding a significant over-
lap of their π-systems. This prevents unnecessary quenching
due to π–π stacking of the porphyrin rings.

The absorption and fluorescence properties of the “center-to-
edge” type phosphorus() porphyrin arrays in a nonpolar
environment originally suggested only a small excitonic and
electronic interaction between the porphyrin rings. However,
solvent-polarity dependent photophysics of the “center-
to-edge” type phosphorus() porphyrin arrays revealed the
contribution of the excited charge transfer character to the
nonradiative decay in polar environments. The amount by
which the nonradiative decay rate constants are enhanced
is significantly different for the two types of phosphorus()
porphyrin arrays, the “center-to-edge” type and the face-to-face
type. This suggests that the geometry and connectivity between
the chromophores are key factors in controlling the decay
processes of the excited states. The excited charge transfer
character is considered to be responsible for the ultrafast and
unidirectional electron transfer in the sequential charge separ-
ation processes carried out in the reaction center and has been
suggested from both an experimental 31 and a theoretical 32

perspective. The similar charge transfer character of the
phosphorus() porphyrin arrays gives us an insight into under-
standing the factors that govern the efficient electron transfer
processes in natural photosynthetic systems.

Experimental
Measurements
1H and 31P NMR spectra were recorded on a JEOL EX-270KS
(400 MHz) spectrometer and a JEOL EX-90 spectrometer,
respectively. Chemical shifts of 1H and 31P are reported in
δ units relative to tetramethylsilane (TMS) internal standard for
1H and 85% H3PO4 external standard for 31P, respectively.

Absorption spectra were recorded on a Shimadzu UV-2200
spectrophotometer. Fluorescence spectra were recorded on a
Shimadzu RF-503A spectrofluorimeter.

Time-resolved fluorescence spectra were measured by the
two-dimensional photon-counting technique using a streak-
camera (Hamamatsu, C4334 streakscope, time resolution: ca.
15 ps) and an excitation pulse source of a mode-locked Ti–
sapphire laser (Spectra Physics, Tsunami, frequency-doubled
excitation pulse: 400 nm, 200 fs). A glass cut-off filter was used
to isolate fluorescence from scattered laser light. Excited singlet
state lifetimes were determined by the computer deconvolution
analysis of the spectra to minimize their chi-square parameters.

All the samples were purified again by column chrom-
atography and the homogeneity of each sample was checked by
thin layer chromatography prior to use.

Materials

The porphyrin derivatives used in this study are given in Scheme
1 or Fig. 1. The phosphorus() tetraphenylporphyrin monomer
derivatives PCl2, P(OPh)2 and P(OMe)2 were prepared as
described previously.20d, f Heterodimer H2-P and heterotrimer
H2-P-H2 (Scheme 1) were also prepared as described
previously.22

PCl2-P. H2-P (0.1123 g, 8.01 × 1025 mol) and phosphorus
oxychloride (1.50 ml, 1.61 × 1022 mol) were dissolved and
refluxed in 10 ml of dry pyridine under nitrogen. The reaction
mixture was stirred and monitored by thin layer chrom-
atography in CHCl3–MeOH (5 :1), and a further 4.0 ml of dry
pyridine and 2.0 ml of phosphorus oxychloride were added in
the course of this reaction. After 9 days, the solvent and excess
POCl3 were removed in vacuo. The residues were separated by
column chromatography on silica gel with CHCl3–MeOH (5 :1)
to yield 0.0925 g (75%) of the product. UV-vis (CH2Cl2): λmax

439, 566, 612 nm. 1H NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3): δ 2.30 (d, 2H,
phenyl-H), 2.73 (d, 2H, phenyl-H), 5.97 (t, 2H, phenyl-H), 6.15
(t, 1H, phenyl-H), 6.79 (d, 2H, phenyl-H), 7.67–7.80 (m, 21H,
phenyl-H), 7.84–7.97 (m, 14H, phenyl-H), 8.43 (dd, 2H, β-H),
8.95 (m, 6H, β-H), 9.15 (d, 8H, β-H). 31P NMR (90 MHz,
CDCl3): δ 2229.2 (s, outer dichloro P() porphyrin subunit),
2195.3 (s, central diphenoxy P() porphyrin subunit). FAB
HRMS: m/z: 1464.376 (M1). Calculated for C94H60N8O2P2Cl2,
1464.3692.

P(OPh)2-P. PCl2-P (0.0202 g, 1.31 × 1025 mol) and phenol
(0.1594 g, 1.69 × 1023 mol) were dissolved and refluxed in 3 ml
of dry pyridine. After 2 days, the solvent was removed in vacuo.
The residue was separated by column chromatography on silica
gel with CHCl3–MeOH (5 :1) to yield 0.0104 g (48%) of the
product. UV-vis (CH2Cl2): λmax 436, 563, 606 nm. 1H NMR
(400 MHz, CDCl3): δ 2.00 (d, 4H, phenyl-H), 2.29 (d, 2H,
phenyl-H), 2.66 (d, 2H, phenyl-H), 5.81 (t, 4H, phenyl-H), 5.97
(t, 2H, phenyl-H), 6.02 (t, 2H, phenyl-H), 6.15 (t, 1H, phenyl-
H), 6.51 (d, 2H, phenyl-H), 7.61–7.78 (m, 27H, phenyl-H), 7.91
(m, 8H, phenyl-H), 8.30 (dd, 2H, β-H), 8.84 (d, 4H, β-H), 8.87
(dd, 2H, β-H), 9.14 (d, 8H, β-H). 31P NMR (90 MHz, CDCl3):
δ 2195.5 (s). FAB HRMS: m/z: 1580.506 (M1). Calculated for
C106H70N8O4P2, 1580.4995.

P(OMe)2-P. PCl2-P (0.0273 g, 1.78 × 1025 mol) was dissolved
and refluxed in 4 ml of dry methanol. After 3 days, the solvent
was removed in vacuo. The residue was separated by column
chromatography on silica gel with CHCl3–MeOH (5 :1) to yield
0.017 g (62%) of the product. UV-vis (CH2Cl2): λmax 432, 562,
604 nm. 1H NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3): δ 22.10 (d, 6H, -OCH3),
2.30 (d, 2H, phenyl-H), 2.71 (d, 2H, phenyl-H), 5.98 (t, 2H,
phenyl-H), 6.15 (t, 1H, phenyl-H), 6.69 (d, 2H, phenyl-H),
7.66–7.79 (m, 21H, phenyl-H), 7.83 (m, 6H, phenyl-H), 7.93 (m,
8H, phenyl-H), 8.24 (dd, 2H, β-H), 8.82 (dd, 2H, β-H), 8.90 (d,
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4H, β-H), 9.14 (d, 8H, β-H). 31P NMR (90 MHz, CDCl3):
δ 2195.3 (s, central diphenoxy P() porphyrin subunit), 2178.2
(s, outer dimethoxy P() porphyrin subunit). FAB HRMS: m/z:
1456.475 (M1). Calculated for C96H66N8O4P2, 1456.4682.

PCl2-P-PCl2. H2-P-H2 (0.082 g, 4.23 × 1025 mol) and phos-
phorus oxychloride (0.50 ml, 5.36 × 1023 mol) were dissolved
and refluxed in 5 ml of dry pyridine under nitrogen. The reac-
tion mixture was stirred under the supervision of thin layer
chromatography in CHCl3–MeOH (5 :1), and 1 ml of dry
pyridine and 3.5 ml of phosphorus oxychloride were added
in the course of this reaction. After 10 days, the solvent and
excess POCl3 were removed in vacuo. The residues were
separated by column chromatography on silica gel with CHCl3–
MeOH (5 :1) to yield 0.0808 g (86%) of the product. UV-vis
(CH2Cl2): λmax 441, 568, 614 nm. 1H NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3):
δ 2.80 (d, 4H, phenyl-H), 6.77 (d, 4H, phenyl-H), 7.67–7.81 (m,
30H, phenyl-H), 7.90 (m, 12H, phenyl-H), 8.08 (m, 8H, phenyl-
H), 8.39 (dd, 4H, β-H), 8.97 (d, 8H, β-H), 8.97 (m, 4H, β-H),
9.26 (d, 8H, β-H). 31P NMR (90 MHz, CDCl3): δ 2229.2
(s, outer dichloro P() porphyrin subunit), 2195.8 (s, central
diphenoxy P() porphyrin subunit). FAB HRMS: m/z:
2099.530 (M1). Calculated for C132H82N12O2P3Cl4, 2099.4651.

P(OPh)2-P-P(OPh)2. PCl2-P-PCl2 (0.063 g, 2.85 × 1025 mol)
and phenol (1.035 g, 1.10 × 1022 mol) were dissolved and
refluxed in 3 ml of dry acetonitrile for 12 hours. After the
solvent was removed in vacuo, the residues were separated by
column chromatography on silica gel with CHCl3–MeOH (5 :1)
to yield 0.052 g (75%) of the product. UV-vis (CH2Cl2): λmax

437, 564, 608 nm. 1H NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3): δ 2.00 (d, 8H,
phenyl-H), 2.72 (d, 4H, phenyl-H), 5.82 (t, 8H, phenyl-H), 6.04
(t, 4H, phenyl-H), 6.49 (d, 4H, phenyl-H), 7.6–7.8 (m, 42H,
phenyl-H), 8.04 (m, 8H, phenyl-H), 8.24 (dd, 4H, β-H), 8.86 (m,
4H, β-H), 8.87 (d, 8H, β-H), 9.26 (d, 8H, β-H). 31P NMR (90
MHz, CDCl3): δ 2195.8 (s, central diphenoxy P() porphyrin
subunit), 2195.3 (s, outer diphenoxy P() porphyrin subunit).
FAB HRMS: m/z: 2331.715 (M1). Calculated for C156H102N12-
O6P3, 2331.7258.

P(OMe)2-P-P(OMe)2. PCl2-P-PCl2 (0.0209 g, 9.46 × 1026

mol) was dissolved and refluxed in 5 ml of dry methanol for 61
hours. After the solvent was removed in vacuo, the residues were
separated by column chromatography on silica gel with CHCl3–
MeOH (5 :1) to yield 0.0170 g (82%) of the product. UV-vis
(CH2Cl2): λmax 432, 562, 604 nm. 1H NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3):
δ 22.09 (d, 12H, -OCH3), 2.78 (d, 4H, phenyl-H), 6.67 (d,
4H, phenyl-H), 7.68–7.80 (m, 30H, phenyl-H), 7.84 (m, 12H,
phenyl-H), 8.08 (m, 8H, phenyl-H), 8.23 (dd, 4H, β-H), 8.84
(dd, 4H, β-H), 8.92 (d, 8H, β-H), 9.27 (d, 8H, β-H). 31P NMR
(90 MHz, CDCl3): δ 2195.7 (s, central diphenoxy P() por-
phyrin subunit), 2178.2 (s, outer dimethoxy P() porphyrin
subunit). FAB HRMS: m/z: 2083.648 (M1). Calculated for
C136H94N12O6P3, 2083.6632.
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