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Methods are described for characterising neutral metal carbonyl complexes using electrospray mass spectrometry,
by converting them into ions with suitable reagents. Ionisation techniques included addition of OMe2 generating
[M 1 OMe]2 species, addition of Ag1 or Na1 ions giving the appropriate positive ion, abstraction of acidic
hydrogen forming [M 2 H]2 ions, or (in rare cases) oxidation giving radical cations [M]~1. The methods can be
used on pure compounds or on mixtures. Fragmentation in the mass spectrometer can be minimised so that
identification of parent species is unambiguous. Applications are demonstrated with a wide range of compounds
including mononuclear and polynuclear binary carbonyls, and with derivatives containing phosphine,
cyclopentadienyl, π-arene, σ-aryl and other ligands.

Characterisation of metal carbonyl compounds, particularly
the higher-nuclearity cluster compounds, has traditionally
relied heavily on single-crystal X-ray crystallography. This is
because microanalytical data are usually not particularly
informative, 13C NMR data are often limited by low sensitivity
and fluxional processes, while structure assignment based on
the interpretation of infrared spectra is limited to smaller mole-
cules. The strong reliance on X-ray methods has a corollary;
only compounds that form suitable single crystals become
fully characterised. There is therefore a need for alternative
means of investigating metal cluster compounds.

Mass spectrometry has been applied to organometallic chem-
istry for many years, but the traditional electron impact method
of ionisation is limited to thermally robust, neutral compounds
of low molecular mass since appreciable vapour pressure is
necessary at temperatures below the decomposition point.1

The development of FAB (fast-atom bombardment) methods
extended the mass spectral technique to non-volatile com-
pounds, but it is a rather violent means of ionisation so exten-
sive fragmentation and recombination processes can make
interpretation complicated.2 An alternative, developing tech-
nique based on laser desorption has been applied to organo-
metallic systems,3 but again aggregation processes complicate
interpretation.

In the past decade a new method of sample ionisation has
been developed: electrospray mass spectrometry (ESMS).4 This
involves spraying samples in solution from a charged outlet into
an atmospheric-pressure source and then rapidly evaporating
the solvent, leaving ions in the gas phase which are then trans-
ferred to a mass analyser. The process is gentle so that fragile
samples can be examined, and fragmentation processes are
minimised so that clean parent ions are usually found (although
fragmentation can be induced by altering the conditions if
further information is needed). It can also be applied directly to
ionic species since solubility rather than volatility is the key
factor. The new method has been extensively developed by
those interested in biological systems since it enables mass
spectrometry to be applied to high mass, fragile biomolecules.5

Only recently has there been corresponding interest from
inorganic chemists,6 as reviewed by Colton et al.6a

For metal carbonyl compounds in particular, there has been
only sporadic use of the method, mainly applied to anionic
cluster compounds, with no systematic study so far reported.

* E-Mail: b.nicholson@waikato.ac.nz
† Non-SI unit employed: Da ≈ 1.66 × 10227 kg.

This is partly because the usual method of forming ions from
neutral molecules for biochemical and organic systems (namely
protonation or deprotonation) do not work with metal car-
bonyl compounds because of the low basicity of the oxygen
atom in CO complexes.7

We now describe methods which allow the routine use of
ESMS for the analysis of metal carbonyl compounds. Aspects
of this work have been communicated earlier.8

Experimental
Electrospray mass spectra were obtained with a VG Platform II
mass spectrometer with the mobile phase driven at 0.02 ml
min21 using a Thermo Separation products SpectraSystem
P1000 LC pump. Samples were injected via a Rheodyne valve
fitted with a 10 µl sample loop. The nebuliser tip was at 3500 V
and 60 8C, with nitrogen used both as a drying and a nebulising
gas. The skimmer cone voltage was usually 15 V when clean
parent ions were required, and was varied up to 140 V to
investigate fragmentation processes.

Samples were prepared by dissolving the metal carbonyl
compound (10–100 µg) in the appropriate mobile phase (1 ml).
If required, a drop of a solution of AgClO4, AgNO3 or NaOMe
in the same solvent (ca. 1 mg ml21) was added immediately
before sample injection.

Peaks were assigned from the m/z values and from the isotope
distribution patterns which were simulated using the ISOTOPE
program.9 The m/z values given are for the most intense peak in
the envelope in each case.

The metal carbonyl substrates used for analysis were gener-
ally available in our laboratories, were kindly donated, or were
prepared using standard methods. Only the more unusual
examples are referenced individually.

Pyrolysis of [Os3(CO)12]

The cluster [Os3(CO)12] (ca. 1 mg) was sealed in a small evacu-
ated ampoule and heated at 210 8C for 18 h. The ampoule was
opened and the residue extracted with ethyl acetate. A drop of
this extract was diluted to ca. 1 ml with MeOH. A drop of
NaOMe solution was added and the mixture was analysed.

Results and Discussion
(a) Metal carbonyl anions

Compounds which are intrinsically charged are ideal for
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analysis using ESMS, and several examples of the analysis of
mononuclear 10 and of cluster metal carbonyl 11 ions have been
described in the literature. The ions are transferred from solu-
tion to the gas phase directly and give rise to particularly
intense parent-ion signals. As examples we discuss here only
two anionic clusters, which are well known but which have not
been analysed by ESMS before.

The spectrum obtained in the negative-ion mode for
[Os10C(CO)24]

22 is illustrated in Fig. 1. It gives a clean parent-
ion envelope at m/z 1294, and it is obvious from the half-mass
unit separation of the peaks in the isotope pattern (see inset)
that it is a dianion, with a mass of 2588 Da as expected. As the
cone voltage is increased, fragmentation by loss of CO ligands
takes place so that the most intense ion becomes [Os10-
C(CO)17]

22 at 70 V and [Os10C(CO)12]
22 at 100 V. However, even

at 100 V some parent ion is still detectable, showing the stability
of this cluster. This large cluster allows the charge to be well
distributed and the resulting low charge density will reduce the
tendency to fragment.

Another anion, [Ru6C(CO)16]
22 gave similar results, showing

a single envelope at m/z 534 corresponding to a doubly-charged
ion of mass 1068 Da. In this case fragmentation takes place
under milder conditions with no parent ion detectable at 50 V,
where the [Ru6C(CO)n]

22 (n = 10) ion becomes the dominant
one, flanked by ions with n = 8–13. Fragmentation will be
encouraged by the weaker Ru]CO bond strengths (cf. Os]CO)
and by the higher charge density on this small cluster; there are
other examples of more facile fragmentation occurring where
charge density is higher.12

These two illustrative examples demonstrate the ease of
analysis of compounds which carry their own charge. A
detailed comparison of ES and FAB behaviour of anionic
clusters of the type [Fe3(CO)10(µ-HgMLn)]

2 [MLn = Mo(CO)3-

Fig. 1 Negative-ion electrospray spectrum of [N(PPh3)2]2[Os10-
C(CO)24] in MeOH at varying cone voltages (a) 15 V, (b) 50 V, (c) 70 V,
(d) 100 V, showing increasing CO loss. Inset: an expansion of the parent
ion showing the isotope pattern with 0.5 mass unit separation indicat-
ing the doubly-charged ion.

Cp, Mn(CO5), etc.] has been reported recently and provides
extra examples of the technique,11a and unpublished results for
the [Pt12(CO)24]

22 cluster are quoted in ref. 6(c).

(b) Neutral metal carbonyls ionised with Ag1

Neutral metal carbonyl compounds generally do not give rise to
any ESMS signals under the usual conditions because the low
basicity of CO groups towards protons 7 means that they do not
undergo protonation reactions to give cationic species. However
if small quantities of Ag1 ions are added to a solution of
[Ru3(CO)12] in MeCN a spectrum consisting of a single envel-
ope at m/z 789 is readily observed, assignable to the adduct
[Ru3(CO)12 1 Ag(MeCN)]1. Corresponding [Ru3(CO)12 1 Ag-
(solvent)]1 ions are observed in MeOH, PriOH or thf. Under
more forcing conditions, at higher skimmer cone voltages, other
peaks arise from loss of the solvent molecule and/or loss of CO
ligands [see Table 1 in ref. 8(a) for full details]. Other metal
carbonyl compounds undergo a corresponding derivatisation
with Ag1 ions, including [Os3(CO)12], [Fe4(µ4-Si)(CO)16],

13

[Re2(CO)10], [Mo(CO)3Cp]2, [Ru4(CO)10(PhCHCHPh)] and
some substituted derivatives [Ru3(CO)122nLn] (L = PPh3 or
AsPh3);

14 details are summarised in Table 1. Identification of
adducts is straightforward, helped by the distinctive isotope
pattern for silver [107Ag (52%), 109Ag (48%)].

This means of derivatisation with Ag1 has not proved to be
as general as we had initially hoped, since no interpretable ions
were found from solutions containing Ag1 together with
mononuclear compounds such as [W(CO)6] or [Fe(CO)4-
{P(OPh)3}], or from dinuclear species [Mn2(CO)10], [Fe(CO)2-
Cp]2 or [Ru(CO)2Cp]2. The fickle behaviour of Ag1 is further
illustrated by the observation that [Ru6C(CO)14(µ3-C16H16)]

19

forms an adduct with Ag1 but neither the parent complex
[Ru6(CO)17]

20 nor the related arene species [Ru6C(CO)14-
(C6H5Me)] 21 do so, although this difference may be attributable
to Ag1 attaching to the free ring of the cyclophane ligand. In
some cases, such as with the iron dimer, oxidation reactions
appeared to be occurring but with others there was apparently
no interaction between the metal carbonyl species and the silver
ion. Another significant observation is that similar ion adducts
were not found with other metal ions such as Mg21, Tl1, Cs1,
Na1 or Li1 for most of the compounds for which Ag1 was an
effective derivatisation agent (some exceptions to this are dis-
cussed below).

These experimental data provide some evidence for the
mechanism of adduct formation with Ag1. No structural
details are available directly from the ESMS procedure and in
our initial communication we suggested that adduct formation
was via an isocarbonyl interaction M]CO ? ? ? Ag1 since analo-
gous species involving other cations have been isolated and are
well characterised.7,22 However we now discard this model in
favour of one in which the Ag1 ion interacts with an electron-

rich M]M bond to give species of the type 1, illustrated for
Ru3(CO)12.‡ Preference for this mechanism is based on the fact
that compounds with Ag1-bridged M]M bonds are well estab-
lished,23 but corresponding species with harder cations such
as Cs1 or Mg21 are not; the isocarbonyl interaction is unlikely
to be so selective. This is also consistent with the total lack
of spectra with mononuclear metal carbonyls, where an

(CO)4
Ru

(OC)4Ru Ru(CO)4

Ag

+

1

‡ We thank Professor M. I. Bruce, University of Adelaide, for this
suggestion.
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Table 1 Electrospray mass spectral data for metal carbonyl compounds a

Compound Mobile phase Ionisation aid Peaks (m/z) and assignment

Anions: b

[Ru6C(CO)16]
22

[Os10C(CO)24]
22

MeOH
MeOH

None
None

534 [M]22

1294 [M]22

Ag1 addition:

[Re2(CO)10]

[Ru3(CO)12]

[Ru3(CO)12]
[Ru3(CO)12]

[Os3(CO)12]
[Os3(CO)12]

[Mo(CO)3Cp]2

[Ru3(CO)11(PPh3)]
[Ru3(CO)10(AsPh3)2]
[Ru3(CO)9(PPh3)3]
[Ru3H(CO)9(C12H17)]

15

[Fe4Si(CO)16]

[Os4H2(CO)10(C6H6)]

[Ru4(CO)10(Ph2C2H2)]
[Ru6C(CO)14(C16H16)]
[NiRu3H3(CO)9Cp]

MeOH

thf

PriOH
MeCN

MeCN
MeOH

MeCN

MeCN
MeCN
MeCN
MeCN
MeOH

MeCN

MeCN
MeCN
MeCN

AgClO4

AgClO4

AgClO4

AgNO3

AgClO4

AgClO4

AgClO4

AgClO4

AgClO4

AgClO4

AgClO4

AgClO4

AgClO4

AgClO4

AgClO4

AgClO4

761 [M 1 Ag]1, 100%
793 [M 1 Ag 1 MeOH]1, 40%
820 [M 1 Ag 1 thf]1, 100%
748 [M 1 Ag]1, 55%
808 [M 1 Ag 1 PriOH]1

789 [M 1 Ag 1 MeCN]1, 100%
748 [M 1 Ag]1, 80%

1056 [M 1 Ag 1 MeCN]1

1047 [M 1 Ag 1 MeOH]1, 40%
1015 [M 1 Ag]1, 100%
638 [M 1 Ag 1 MeCN]1, 100%
597 [M 1 Ag]1, 60%
982 [M 1 Ag]1

1304 [M 1 Ag]1

1450 [M 1 Ag]1

867 [M 1 Ag 1 MeCN]1

839 [M 1 Ag 1 MeOH]1

807 [M 1 Ag]1

1270 [M 1 Ag 1 MeCN]1, 100%
1122 [M]~1, 20%
1014 [M 1 Ag 1 MeCN]1

1369 [M 1 Ag 1 MeCN]1

832 [M 1 Ag 1 MeCN]1, 100%
791 [M 1 Ag]1, 10%

Alkoxide addition:

[Fe(CO)5]
[Cr(CO)6]
[Mo(CO)6]
[W(CO)6]
[Mn2(CO)10]
[Re2(CO)10]
[Re2(CO)10]
[Fe(CO)2Cp]2

[Ru(CO)2Cp]2

[Mo(CO)3Cp]2

[Ru3(CO)12]

[Os3(CO)12]

[Fe3(CO)11(CNBut)]
[Ru3(CO)11(PPh3)]

[Ru3H(C2But)(CO)9]

[Rh4(CO)12]
[Ir4(CO)12]
[Ru4H4(CO)12]
[Os4H2(CO)10(C6H6)]

[Ru4(CO)10(Ph2C2H2)]
[NiRu3H3(CO)9Cp]
[Ru5(CO)9(C6H5Me)]
[Ru6C(CO)17]
[Ru6(CO)15(C6Me6)]
[Ru6C(CO)14(C6H5Me)]

[Ru6C(CO)14(C16H16)]
[Cp(CO)3Mo(C]]]C)2C6H5]

16

[Cp(CO)3W(C]]]C)2C6H4OMe] 16

[{Cp(CO)3W}2(C]]]C)4?Co2(CO)4(dppm)] 16

[{Cp(CO)3W}2(C]]]C)4?2Co2(CO)4(dppm)] 16

2a
2b
2c

MeOH
MeOH
MeOH
MeOH
MeOH
MeOH
EtOH
MeOH
MeOH
MeOH
EtOH

MeOH
EtOH
PriOH
MeOH
MeOH

MeOH

MeOH
MeOH
MeOH
MeOH

MeOH
MeOH
MeOH
MeOH
MeOH
MeOH

MeOH
MeOH
MeOH
MeOH
MeOH
MeOH
MeOH
MeOH

NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOEt
NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOEt

NaOMe
NaOEt
NaOPri

NaOMe
NaOMe

NaOMe

NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe

NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe

NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe

227 [M 1 OMe]2

251 [M 1 OMe]2

297 [M 1 OMe]2

383 [M 1 OMe]2

421 [M 1 OMe]2

683 [M 1 OMe]2

697 [M 1 OEt]2

385 [M 1 OMe]2

476 [M 1 OMe]2

521 [M 1 OMe]2

686 [M 1 OEt]2, 10%
618 [M 1 OEt 2 C3O2]

2, 100%
939 [M 1 OMe]2

953 [M 1 OEt]2

967 [M 1 OPri]2

590 [M 1 OMe]2

906 [M 1 OMe]2, 100%
878 [M 1 OMe 2 CO]2, 15%
850 [M 1 OMe 2 2CO]2, 50%
670 [M 1 OMe]2, 80%
638 [M 2 H]2, 100%
751 [M 1 OMe 2 CO]2

1137 [M 1 OMe]2

777 [M 1 OMe]2

1153 [M 1 OMe]2

1121 [M 2 H]2 (see text)
897 [M 1 OMe]2

714 [M 1 OMe]2

881 [M 1 OMe]2

1127 [M 1 OMe]2

1221 [M 1 OMe]2

1135 [M 1 OMe]2, 100%
1103 [M 2 H]2, 20%
1251 [M 1 OMe]2

403 [M 1 OMe]2

519 [M 1 OMe]2

1407 [M 1 OMe]2

2021 [M 1 OMe]2

511 [M 1 OMe]2

346 [M 1 OMe]2

347 [M 1 OMe]2, 30%
319 [M 1 OMe 2 CO]2, 30%
315 [M 2 H]2, 70%
287 [M 2 H 2 CO]2, 100%
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Table 1 (Contd )

Compound Mobile phase Ionisation aid Peaks (m/z) and assignment

Proton abstractions:

[Co2(CO)6(dppm)]
[Ru3H(C2But)(CO)9]

[Ru3H(C2Ph)(CO)7(dppm)] 17

[Ru3H(C2But)(CO)7(dppm)] 17

[Os4H2(CO)10(C6H6)]

[Ru6C(CO)14(C6H5Me)]

2c

3

MeOH
MeOH

MeOH
MeOH
MeOH

MeOH

MeOH

MeOH

NaOMe
NaOMe

NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe

NaOMe

NaOMe

NaOMe

669 [M 2 H]2

670 [M 1 OMe]2, 80%
638 [M 2 H]2, 100%
986 [M 2 H]2

966 [M 2 H]2

1153 [M 1 OMe]2, 100%
1121 [M 2 H]2, 30%
1135 [M 1 OMe]2, 100%
1103 [M 2 H]2, 20%
347 [M 1 OMe]2, 30%
319 [M 1 OMe 2 CO]2, 30%
315 [M 2 H]2, 70%
287 [M 2 H 2 CO]2, 100%
471 [M 2 H]2, 100%
347 [M 2 H 2 P(OMe)3]

2, 80%

Na1 addition:

[Fe(CO)3{P(OPh)3}2]
[Co2(CO)6(dppm)]
[Ru3(CO)10(AsPh3)2]
[Ru3(CO)9(PPh3)3]
[Ru3H(C2But)(CO)7(dppm)] 17

[Ru3H(C2Ph)(CO)7(dppm)] 17

[Ru4H4(CO)9P
aPbPc] c

[Cp(CO)3W(C]]]C)2C6H4OMe] 16

[{Cp(CO)3W}2(C]]]C)4?Co2(CO)4(dppm)] 16

[{Cp(CO)3W}2(C]]]C)4?2Co2(CO)4(dppm)] 16

MeOH
MeOH
MeOH
MeOH
MeOH
MeOH
MeOH
MeOH

MeOH
MeOH

NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe
NaOMe

NaOMe
NaOMe

783 [M 1 Na]1

693 [M 1 Na]1

1220 [M 1 Na]1

1366 [M 1 Na]1

990 [M 1 Na]1

1010 [M 1 Na]1

1337 [M 1 Na]1

511 [M 1 Na]1, 100%
543 [M 1 Na 1 MeOH]1, 45%

1399 [M 1 Na]1

1990 [M]?1, 100%
2013 [M 1 Na]1, 15%

Oxidation:

[Ru4H4(CO)9P
aPbPc] c

[{Cp(CO)3W}2(C]]]C)4?2Co2(CO)4(dppm)] 16

[Os4H2(CO)10(C6H6)]

MeOH
MeOH

MeOH

None
NaOMe

AgClO4

1314 [M]~1

1990 [M]~1, 100%
2013 [M 1 Na]1, 15%
1270 [M 1 Ag 1 MeCN]1, 100%
1122 [M]~1, 20%

a Data presented in this Table were recorded at low cone voltages (15–20 V) to minimise fragmentation; m/z values are for the most intense peak in the
isotopomer envelope. If only one ion is given it implies that no significant (>10%) other ions were observed at low cone voltages. Note that some
compounds are entered under more than one heading. b As the [N(PPh3)2]

1 salt. c [Pa = PMe2Ph, Pb = P(OTol)3, P
c = P(OCH2)3(CEt)].18

isocarbonyl mechanism could apply, but an Ag1 bridged one
could not.

The conclusion from this part of our studies is therefore that
Ag1 derivatisation has some limited application for electron-
rich binary carbonyl clusters with accessible M]M bonds but
cannot be regarded as a general technique. It also finds some
application 24 where the organometallic species has functional
groups such as carbon–carbon double or triple bonds which
will co-ordinate to Ag1; adducts with polyalkyne compounds
such as {[Cp(CO)3W]C]]]C]C]]]C]}2 are readily observed by
ESMS.16

(c) Derivatisation of neutral metal carbonyls by addition of
alkoxide ions

An alternative, more general, method of derivatisation of metal
carbonyl compounds for ESMS study makes use of the sus-
ceptibility of co-ordinated CO ligands towards nucleophilic
attack. Thus when a solution of [Os3(CO)12] in MeOH was
treated with a drop of a solution of NaOMe and injected
into the mass spectrometer a single peak corresponding to the
[Os3(CO)12 1 OMe]2 ion was observed in the negative ion
mode, formed as in equation (1). Corresponding [M 1 OMe]2

peaks were found for a large number of metal carbonyl sub-

_

(1)LnM—CO  +  OR–

O
C

OR

LnM

strates, ranging from mononuclear to hexanuclear (see Table 1).
Quality of spectra was generally excellent, as illustrated in Fig.
2 for the adduct with [Ru6C(CO)14(µ3-C16H16)].

25 Interpretation
was straightforward, but if ambiguities arose from overlapping
peaks in the fragmentation pattern at higher cone voltages, the
corresponding spectra generated from OEt2 in EtOH or OPri2

in PriOH were equally readily obtained, showing the appro-
priate mass shifts.

Fig. 2 Negative-ion mass spectrum (cone voltage 18 V) of [Ru6-
C(CO)14(µ3-C16H16)] in MeOH with added OMe2. Inset: an expansion
of the isotope pattern for the parent ion [Ru6C(CO)14(µ3-C16H16) 1
OMe]2.
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To assess the effect of varying amounts of added OMe2, the
signal strength was measured for different amounts of OMe2

with a constant amount of [W(CO)6] in MeOH. The signal
increased to a maximum value which corresponded to a ratio of
[OMe2] to [W(CO)6] of about 2 :1, and then slowly diminished
with increasing methoxide. For qualitative work the exact ratio
can cover a wide range without affecting the quality of the
spectra.

This method of ionisation of neutral metal carbonyls has
been found to be very general, as the data summarised in Table
1 shows. For binary metal carbonyls nearly all species examined
behaved similarly giving strong, clean parent adducts at low
cone voltages, though there were differences in the fragmen-
tation behaviour under more vigorous conditions.

The mononuclear complexes [M(CO)6] (M = Cr, Mo or
W) all show a clean parent adduct at low cone voltages, but only
for M = W are all the fragments [M(CO)n 1 OMe]2 (n = 6–0)
clearly observed under more forcing conditions. For M = Mo
only the n = 6, 4 and 3 ions are observed while for M = Cr just
the n = 6 and 3 appear. As expected given the relative M]CO
bond strengths, fragmentation occurs at lower cone voltages for
Cr than for Mo and W. Under the same conditions the mono-
nuclear iron complex [Fe(CO)5] gave a significantly weaker
methoxide adduct in the negative-ion spectrum, though
whether this is because of a lower formation tendency, or
because of a lower stability of the anionic species is not clear.

The dinuclear complexes [M2(CO)10] (M = Mn or Re) also
differ in their fragmentation processes. Both give a clean
[M2(CO)10 1 OMe]2 signal, but when the cone voltage is raised
the Re example loses successive CO ligands while the Mn
example undergoes Mn]Mn bond cleavage to give ions
[Mn(CO)n]

2 (n = 2–5). No sensible signals were found for either
[Co2(CO)8] or [Fe2(CO)9], presumably because of the reactivity
towards MeOH of the former and the insolubility in MeOH of
the latter.

The trinuclear cluster [Os3(CO)12] is the paradigmatic
example of the methoxide method. A detailed study showed
that all ions [Os3(CO)n 1 OMe]2 could be seen for n = 12–0
corresponding to carbonyl loss at appropriate cone voltages,
together with some peaks of the type [Os3(CO)m]2 (m = 3–0)
arising from loss of OMe, probably as CO2Me [see ref. 8(b) for
details]. Similar behaviour was observed with the adduct from
[Ru3(CO)12] with methoxide ion, although here the spectrum
was less clean than for most of the other examples and carbonyl
loss was accompanied by a series of peaks arising from an early
loss of ‘C3O2’ at relatively low cone voltages. For the substituted
complexes [Ru3(CO)122nLn] (L = PPh3, n = 1 or 3; L = AsPh3,
n = 2) 14 a methoxide adduct was observed only for the [Ru3-
(CO)11(PPh3)] example; this is explicable in terms of the
proposed adduct-formation mechanism (see below). Similarly
for the three complexes [Ru3H(C2R)(CO)7(L2)] examined, only
the unsubstituted one (L = CO) formed an adduct with OMe2

while the substituted ones (L2 = dppm) did not.
The only isocyanide-substituted example to be examined,

[Fe3(CO)11(CNBut)],26 also gave an excellent spectrum.
For higher nuclearity clusters similar behaviour was found:

strong parent ions formed by addition of alkoxide, with CO
loss at higher cone voltages for the binary species [M4(CO)12]
(M = Rh or Ir) and for [Ru6C(CO)17].

20

In all the clusters examined, no fragmentation of the metal
core was observed, even at the higher cone voltages, which
allows confident determination of nuclearity for clusters under
all reasonable conditions.

The presence of π-bonded ligands does not interfere with the
process as shown by successful alkoxide derivatisation of the
dimers [M(CO)nCp]2 (n = 2, M = Fe or Ru; n = 3, M = Mo), and
for the arene-substituted Ru4 and Ru6 clusters listed in Table 1.
The complexes [Ru6C(CO)17] and [Ru6C(CO)14(η

6-C6H5Me)]
have recently been examined using laser desorption (LD) 3a ion-
isation so a direct comparison of the two methods is possible.

There is no evidence of the extensive aggregation processes
found for the LD spectra in the ES equivalents.

From other research at Waikato a large range of ortho-
manganated and -rhenated aryl ketones of type 2 were avail-
able.27 The rhenium compound 2a gave a single [M 1 OMe]2

signal at low cone voltages, and clear losses of up to four CO
ligands under more forcing conditions. Similarly, the man-
ganated aldehyde 2b was well behaved towards OMe2 addition
at low cone voltages, though at higher voltages complicated
fragmentation occurred after the loss of two CO ligands. In
contrast, the acetophenone 2c showed a relatively weak [M 1
OMe]2 signal (and an associated CO loss peak), the dominant
features being [M 2 H]2 and [M 2 H 2 CO]2 peaks associated
with deprotonation reactions [see section (d) below]. The
substituted, electron-rich complex 3 did not add OMe2 at all,
giving only [M 2 H]2 and [M 2 H 2 P(OMe)3]

2 ions at low
cone voltages.

The alkoxide-ionisation method also has use in determining
purity, as shown by the spectra obtained with [Rh4(CO)12].
Together with the expected peak at m/z 779 for [Rh4(CO)12 1
OMe]2 there was another observed at m/z 1097 which corre-
sponds to the adduct of [Rh6(CO)16], a known decomposition
product of the tetramer; this latter signal increased in relative
intensity as sample solutions were aged. Similarly for [Ru6C-
(CO)14(C6H5Me)], additional peaks assigned to [Ru5(CO)9-
(C6H5Me) 1 OMe]2 ions were obvious under conditions where
fragmentation was unlikely, suggesting contamination of the
sample with a by-product. Of course, in analysing mixtures
ESMS can only be regarded as a qualitative method, since ion
abundances will reflect relative reactivity towards OMe2 as well
as relative concentrations.

We have mainly explored this chemistry using pure metal
carbonyl compounds to demonstrate the use of ESMS in char-
acterising compounds. However the technique can also be used
routinely to screen reaction mixtures on a small scale, so has use
in optimising reaction conditions. In this regard the small quan-
tities needed represent a real advantage. As an illustration of
the potential, a 1 mg sample of [Os3(CO)12] was pyrolysed at
210 8C in an evacuated, sealed ampoule, a reaction that is
known to produce a mixture of higher nuclearity clusters.28 An
ethyl acetate extract of the crude reaction mixture was treated
with NaOMe in MeOH and the ESMS spectrum shown in
Fig. 3 was obtained. This clearly shows the presence of OMe2

adducts of Osn clusters of nuclearities ranging from n = 4 to 7.
For comparison, published preparative work 28 under the same
conditions found that the [Os6(CO)18] species is the dominant
product, with [Os5(CO)16], [Os7(CO)21] and [Os8(CO)23] also
identified after extensive chromatography. In our studies the
Os8 species was not detected (though it was from a higher-
temperature pyrolysis run), while we also found small quantities
of [Os4H4(CO)12] {which gave an [M 1 OMe]2 adduct and also
an [M 2 H]2 peak arising from deprotonation by the meth-
oxide base, see section (d) for similar processes}. Also observed
was a peak at m/z 1372 which can be assigned to the known
species [Os5H(CO)15]

2. This may have been formed directly in
the pyrolysis, or may arise from deprotonation of [Os5H2-
(CO)15] (although in this case we would also have expected to

M(CO)4

C

R
O

R'

Mn(CO)3P(OMe)3

C

Me
O

OMe

OMeMeO

2a  M = Re, R = Ph, R' = H
2b  M = Mn, R = H, R' = NMe2
2c  M = Mn, R = Me, R' = OMe

3
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see the corresponding OMe2 adduct as well) or possibly by
base-induced fragmentation of [Os6(CO)18] which is a known
reaction.28 Note that it is straightforward to distinguish
between deprotonation and alkoxide-addition species by re-
running the spectra using OEt2 in EtOH; the peaks arising
from the former process remain unchanged while those arising
from the latter process move 14 mass units higher compared
with the corresponding spectra in MeOH.

Electrospray mass spectrometry screening of this type is far
more informative than IR spectroscopy as it does not require
separation of components prior to analysis. It is in studies of
this type that the ability to minimise fragmentation is important
since it can be confidently concluded that each species identified
is present in the mixture and is not formed by rearrangement in
the mass spectrometer. Although the analysis will be semi-
quantitative at best, since the relative ability to attach OR2 and
the stability of the different adducts will probably vary with
cluster size, ESMS provides a rapid and sensitive means of
comparing different reaction conditions.

Ionisation of metal carbonyl compounds by alkoxide ions is
readily explained by nucleophilic addition of the OR2 ion to
the carbon atom of a CO ligand, as in equation (1). This type of
reaction is very general for metal carbonyl compounds 29 and
has been extensively studied as a model for the water–gas shift
reaction where corresponding attack by OH2 is a key step in
the mechanism.30 There are extensive kinetic and equilibrium
constant data for the addition of OR2 to metal carbonyl
clusters which show that it is a rapid and favourable process 29

and a number of alkoxide adducts are stable enough for
isolation and characterisation by X-ray or spectroscopic
means.31 This ionisation process will be favoured for relatively
electron-poor CO ligands, which explains why less-substituted
species such as [Ru3(CO)11(PPh3)] or [Ru3H(C2R)(CO)9] show
adducts with OMe2 whereas the more highly phosphine-
substituted analogues do not. All this evidence leaves little
doubt as to the mechanism by which ionisation with alkoxide
ions in the present ESMS studies occurs.

(d) Ionisation by proton abstraction with OMe2

The alkoxide ion is strongly basic, as well as being a nucleo-
phile, so it is not surprising that in some cases proton abstrac-
tion to give [M 2 H]2 competed with alkoxide addition to give
[M 1 OMe]2. For hydride clusters this was not completely pre-
dictable. For example [NiRu3H3(CO)9Cp],32 [Ru4H4(CO)12] and
[Os4H2(CO)10(C6H6)]

33 all gave peaks attributable to OMe2

addition, but only the last of these underwent proton abstrac-
tion to give the [M 2 H]2 ion as well. In section (c) above we
noted that [Os4H4(CO)12] gave equal intensity peaks for depro-

Fig. 3 Negative-ion mass spectrum (cone voltage 18 V) of the mixture
of products from the pyrolysis of [Os3(CO)12] at 210 8C. Spectra
obtained in MeOH with added OMe2. Ions are: m/z 1951 [Os7-
(CO)21 1 OMe]2, m/z 1677 [Os6(CO)18 1 OMe]2, m/z 1431 [Os5(CO)16 1
OMe]2, m/z 1373 [Os5H(CO)15]

2, m/z 1133 [Os4H4(CO)12 1 OMe]2 and
m/z 1101 [Os4H3(CO)12]

2

tonation and OMe2 addition species. More consistently, when
treated with OMe2, [M 2 H]2 ions were observed for all three
complexes of the type [Ru3H(C2R)(CO)7(L)2]. More surpris-
ingly an [M 2 H]2 ion was observed for [Co2(CO)6(dppm)];
the proton must be extracted from the CH2 group of the dppm
ligand which is known to be acidic.34

Similarly, as mentioned above, addition of OMe2 to the
orthomanganated methyl aryl ketones of type 2c or 3 consist-
ently gave [M 2 H]2 ions instead of, or as well as, [M 1 OMe]2

ones. In this case extraction of the proton from the CH3 group
is probable, since the acidity of this site will be enhanced by
co-ordination of the adjacent C]]O group to manganese.

Finally, a weak peak corresponding to an [M 2 H]2 ion was
observed for [Ru6C(CO)14(C6H5Me)]. Co-ordination of toluene
presumably enhances the acidity of the Me group, possibly by
stabilising an η5-C6H5CH2 unit related to the η7-C6H3Me2CH2

ligand derived from mesitylene found in a Ru6C complex,33b

although full η7 bonding is precluded in the absence of CO loss.

(e) Neutral metal carbonyls ionised with Na1

As discussed above, metal carbonyl compounds with multiple
phosphine substitution appear to be too electron rich to
encourage attack by OMe2 to give the alkoxide adducts. How-
ever during the investigation of these reactions it was noted that
the reagent NaOMe sometimes gave clean positive-ion mode
spectra that could be readily assigned to adducts of the type
[M 1 Na]1. Typical examples include [Ru3(CO)9(PPh3)3] and
[Fe(CO)3{P(OPh)3}2]. It appears that if the compound is elec-
tron rich, sufficient charge resides on the CO ligands for them to
attach themselves to the Na1 cation; for the second example the
oxygen atoms of the phosphite provide an alternative site for
Na1 attachment. This process was confirmed by the addition of
LiBr, NaBr or KBr to MeOH solutions of [Ru3(CO)9(PPh3)3] or
[Ru3(CO)10(AsPh3)2] which in each case gave ions correspond-
ing to the addition of the different alkali-metal cations to the
parent cluster. Alkali-metal adducts are commonly observed
with polar organic molecules,3,4 and have been reported with
co-ordination complexes,35 but the only previous examples of
this type of ionisation with metal carbonyl complexes appear to
be some rhenium–bipyridyl derivatives.36 This mode of ionis-
ation also occurs for nitrosyl compounds such as [Ru(PPh3)2-
(NO)Cl3].

37

For the examples we have examined so far there appears to
be a useful complementarity in behaviour towards the NaOMe
reagent. Unsubstituted metal carbonyls add OMe2 but not
Na1, whereas for highly substituted ones it is vice versa.

(f) Ionisation of neutral metal carbonyls by oxidation

For some examples we have examined, the ESMS spectrum
gave positive ions which appear to have arisen from oxidation
to give [M]~1 ions. The accuracy and resolution of the spectra
are sufficient to distinguish these from [M 1 H]1 ions, and they
were also seen in the presence of OMe2 where protonation
would be extremely unlikely. Oxidation at the electrospray
source tip is known for other electron-rich substrates,38 and the
metal carbonyl compounds for which it was observed here fall
into this category. For [Ru4H4(CO)9P

aPbPc] 18 [Pa = PMe2Ph,
Pb = P(OTol)3 (Tol = tolyl), Pc = P(OCH2)3CEt] the [M]~1 ion
was observed in MeOH with nothing added, and gained inten-
sity if Ag1 was present. For [Cp(CO)3W(C]]]C)4W(CO)3Cp?
2Co2(CO)4(dppm)] 16,39 (after treatment with NaOMe), the
[M]~1 ion was observed along with the [M 1 Na]1 ion in the
positive ion mode and the [M 1 OMe]2 ion in the negative-ion
spectrum.

Another related example was [Os4H2(CO)10(C6H6)] which,
when treated with Ag1 in MeCN, gave a variable-intensity peak
at m/z 1122 which appeared to be [M]~1, in addition to the
[M 1 Ag]1 species. In this case the Ag1 ion is presumably the
oxidising agent since no signal was observed in its absence. It
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was noted for this example that the relative intensities of the
two species varied with time after mixing the cluster solution
with Ag1, for reasons that are not apparent.

Oxidative-ionisation of neutral metal carbonyls appears to
be relatively rare, but needs to be considered for larger, electron-
rich molecules.

Conclusions
Electrospray mass spectroscopy can be applied as a routine
characterisation technique for a wide variety of metal carbonyl
compounds. The ionisation reagent of choice is NaOMe (or
equivalent alkoxide) in MeOH since this gives clean [M 1
OMe]2 ions for compounds in which the ligand sphere is pre-
dominantly carbonyls, [M 1 Na]1 ions for higher-substituted
electron-rich species, and [M 2 H]2 ions with compounds con-
taining acidic hydrogen atoms. In some instances Ag1 ions
provide an alternative source of ionisation, but it is a less
general method.

We believe routine ESMS will become as useful as solution
IR spectra in metal carbonyl chemistry in terms of monitoring
reaction mixtures and providing initial identification of prod-
ucts, as we have illustrated in preliminary studies of [Os3(CO)12]
pyrolysis. The only major limitation is where the compounds
are very insoluble or are unstable in the appropriate solvents or
in the presence of the ionisation reagents.

Acknowledgements
We are grateful to Professor Michael Bruce, Dr. Paul Low and
colleagues, University of Adelaide, for providing many of the
samples used in our survey, and for helpful discussions. Ms. J.
Redstone and Mr. C. Snalam also generously provided some
samples, and technical support from Wendy Jackson was much
appreciated. The University of Waikato is thanked for financial
support and for a scholarship (to J. S. M.), and P. J. D. thanks
the Royal Society for a University Research Fellowship. The
New Zealand Lotteries Board is acknowledged for a grant
towards the mass spectrometer.

References
1 M. I. Bruce, Adv. Organomet. Chem., 1968, 6, 273; J. Lewis and

B. F. G. Johnson, Acc. Chem. Res., 1968, 1, 245; M. R. Litzow and
T. R. Spalding, Mass Spectrometry of Inorganic and Organometallic
Compounds, Elsevier, Amsterdam, 1973.

2 J. M. Miller, Adv. Inorg. Chem. Radiochem., 1984, 28, 1; M. I. Bruce
and M. J. Liddell, Appl. Organomet. Chem., 1987, 1, 191; T. J. Kemp,
Coord. Chem. Rev., 1993, 125, 333; R. Davis, I. F. Groves, J. L. A.
Durrant, P. Brooks and I. Lewis, J. Organomet. Chem., 1983, 241,
C27; T. Blumenthal, M. I. Bruce, O. bin Shawkataly, B. N. Green
and I. Lewis, J. Organomet. Chem., 1984, 269, C10.

3 (a) M. J. Dale, P. J. Dyson, B. F. G. Johnson, P. R. R. Langridge-
Smith and H. T. Yates, J. Chem. Soc., Dalton Trans., 1996, 771; (b)
M. J. Dale, P. J. Dyson, P. Suman and R. Zenobi, Organometallics,
1997, 16, 197.

4 J. B. Fenn, M. Mann, C. K. Meng, S. F. Wong and C. M.
Whitehouse, Mass Spectrom. Rev., 1990, 9, 37 and refs. therein;
P. Kebarle and L. Tang, Anal. Chem., 1993, 65, 973; S. A.
Hofstadler, R. Bakhtiar and R. D. Smith, J. Chem. Educ., 1996, 73,
A82.

5 J. B. Fenn, M. Mann, C. K. Meng, S. F. Wong and C. M.
Whitehouse, Science, 1989, 246, 64; M. Mann and M. Wilm, Trends
Biochem. Sci., 1995, 20, 219.

6 (a) R. Colton, A. D’Agostino and J. C. Traeger, Mass Spectrom.
Rev., 1995, 14, 79; (b) I. I. Stewart and G. Horlick, Trends Anal.
Chem., 1996, 15, 80; (c) C. E. C. A. Hop and R. Bakhtiar, J. Chem.
Educ., 1996, 73, A165; (d ) A. Canty, R. Colton and I. M. Thomas,
J. Organomet. Chem., 1993, 455, 283; (e) A. Canty and R. Colton,
Inorg. Chim. Acta, 1994, 215, 179; ( f ) D. Dakternieks, H. Zhu,
E. R. T. Tiekink and R. Colton, J. Organomet. Chem., 1994, 476,
33; (g) W. Henderson and M. J. Taylor, Polyhedron, 1996, 15, 1957;
(h) L. J. McCaffrey, W. Henderson, B. K. Nicholson, J. E. Mackay
and M. B. Dinger, J. Chem. Soc., Dalton Trans., 1997, 2577 and refs.
therein.

7 D. Braga and F. Grepioni, Acc. Chem. Res., 1997, 30, 81.

8 (a) W. Henderson and B. K. Nicholson, J. Chem. Soc., Chem.
Commun., 1995, 2531; (b) W. Henderson, J. S. McIndoe, B. K.
Nicholson and P. J. Dyson, Chem. Commun., 1996, 1183.

9 L. J. Arnold, J. Chem. Educ., 1992, 69, 811.
10 R. Colton and J. C. Traeger, Inorg. Chim. Acta, 1992, 201, 153;

I. Ahmed, A. M. Bond, R. Colton, M. Jurcevic, J. C. Traeger and
J. N. Walter, J. Organomet. Chem., 1993, 447, 59; L. A. P. Kane-
Maguire, R. Kanitz and M. M. Sheil, J. Organomet. Chem., 1995,
486, 243; H. Hori, O. Ishitani, K. Koike, K. Takeuchi and
T. Ibusuki, Anal. Sci., 1996, 12, 587.

11 (a) M. Ferrer, R. Reina, O. Rossell, M. Seco and G. Segales,
J. Organomet. Chem., 1996, 515, 205; (b) Z. Xu, S. Kawi, A. L.
Rheingold and B. C. Gates, Inorg. Chem., 1994, 33, 4415.

12 T. Løver, W. Henderson, G. A. Bowmaker, J. M. Seakins and R. P.
Cooney, Inorg. Chem., 1997, 36, 3711; P. J. Dyson, D. J. F. Bryce,
D. G. Parker and B. K. Nicholson, Polyhedron, in the press.

13 S. G. Anema, G. C. Barris, K. M. Mackay and B. K. Nicholson,
J. Organomet. Chem., 1988, 350, 207.

14 M. I. Bruce, J. G. Matisons and B. K. Nicholson, J. Organomet.
Chem., 1983, 247, 321.

15 M. I. Bruce, H. K. Fun, B. K. Nicholson, O. bin Shawkataly and
R. A. Thomson, J. Chem. Soc., Dalton Trans., in the press.

16 M. I. Bruce, M. Ke and P. J. Low, Chem. Commun., 1996, 2405.
17 G. Predieri, A. Tiripicchio, C. Vignali and E. Sappa, J. Organomet.

Chem., 1988, 342, C33.
18 M. I. Bruce, B. K. Nicholson, J. M. Patrick and A. H. White,

J. Organomet. Chem., 1983, 254, 361.
19 D. Braga, F. Grepioni, E. Parisini, P. J. Dyson, A. J. Blake and

B. F. G. Johnson, J. Chem. Soc., Dalton Trans., 1993, 2951.
20 B. F. G. Johnson, J. Lewis, S. W. Senkey and I. C. Wong,

J. Organomet. Chem., 1980, 191, C3.
21 B. F. G. Johnson, J. Lewis, S. W. Senkey, I. C. Wong, M. McPartlin

and W. J. Nelson, J. Organomet. Chem., 1980, 191, C3.
22 D. F. Shriver, J. Organomet. Chem., 1975, 94, 259; C. P. Horwitz and

D. F. Shriver, Adv. Organomet. Chem., 1984, 23, 219.
23 G. N. Mott, N. J. Taylor and A. J. Carty, Organometallics, 1983, 2,

447; I. D. Salter, Adv. Organomet. Chem., 1989, 29, 249; R. Carreno,
V. Riera, M. A. Ruiz, C. Bois and Y. Jeannin, Organometallics, 1992,
11, 2923.

24 A. Canty and R. Colton, Inorg. Chim. Acta, 1994, 220, 99.
25 M. J. Dale, P. J. Dyson, B. F. G. Johnson, C. M. Martin, P. R. R.

Langridge-Smith and R. Zenobi, J. Chem. Soc., Chem. Commun.,
1995, 1689.

26 M. I. Bruce, T. W. Hambley and B. K. Nicholson, J. Chem. Soc.,
Dalton Trans., 1983, 2385.

27 L. Main and B. K. Nicholson, Adv. Metal-Organic Chem., 1994, 3, 1.
28 C. R. Eady, B. F. G. Johnson and J. Lewis, J. Chem. Soc., Dalton

Trans., 1975, 2606; G. R. John, B. F. G. Johnson and J. Lewis,
J. Organomet. Chem., 1979, 169, C9.

29 P. C. Ford and A. Rokicki, Adv. Organomet. Chem., 1988, 28, 139
and refs. therein; J. A. Partin and M. G. Richmond, J. Organomet.
Chem., 1990, 396, 339.

30 D. C. Gross and P. C. Ford, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 1985, 107, 585;
D. C. Gross and P. C. Ford, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 1986, 108, 6100;
F. Ungvary, Coord. Chem. Rev., 1997, 160, 150.

31 L. Garlaschelli, S. Martinengo, P. Chini, F. Canziani and R. Bau,
J. Organomet. Chem., 1981, 213, 379; L. Garlaschelli, M. C.
Malatesta, S. Martinengo, F. Demartin, M. Manassero and
M. Sansoni, J. Chem. Soc., Dalton Trans., 1986, 777; B. F. G.
Johnson, J. Lewis, W. J. H. Nelson, J. N. Nicholls, M. D. Vargas,
D. Braga, K. Henrick and M. McPartlin, J. Chem. Soc., Dalton
Trans., 1984, 1809; F. Canziani, S. K. Mandal, D. M. Ho and
M. Orchin, Polyhedron, 1992, 11, 2055.

32 C. Bergounhou, J. Bonnet, G. Lavigne and F. Papgeorgiou, Inorg.
Synth., 1989, 26, 360.

33 (a) H. Chen, B. F. G. Johnson, J. Lewis, D. Braga, F. Grepioni and
E. Parisini, J. Chem. Soc., Dalton Trans., 1991, 215; (b) C. E. Anson,
P. J. Bailey, G. Conole, B. F. G. Johnson, J. Lewis, M. McPartlin and
H. R. Powell, J. Chem. Soc., Chem. Commun., 1989, 442.

34 R. J. Puddephatt, Chem. Soc. Rev., 1983, 12, 99.
35 See, for example, R. Colton, A. D’Agostino, J. C. Traeger and

W. Kläui, Inorg. Chim. Acta, 1995, 233, 51.
36 H. Hori, J. Ishihara, K. Koike, K. Takeuchi, T. Ibusuki and

O. Ishitani, Chem. Lett., 1997, 273.
37 S. Chand, R. K. Coll and J. S. McIndoe, Polyhedron, in the press.
38 A. T. Blades, M. G. Ikonomou and P. Kebarle, Anal. Chem., 1991,

63, 2109; G. Van Berkel, S. A. McLuckey and G.L. Glish, Anal.
Chem., 1992, 64, 1586; X. Xu, S. P. Nolan and R. B. Cole, Anal.
Chem., 1994, 66, 199.

39 M. I. Bruce and M. Ke, unpublished work.

Received 3rd November 1997; Paper 7/07868D

http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/a707868d

