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ABSTRACT

The representative isodesmic reactions shown in the Abstract graphic for (CH)4X6 hexaheteroadamantane derivatives reveal energetic nonadditivity
to remarkably different extents: while the electropositive element stabilizations are exceptionally large and the pnictide and hexaoxaadamantane
stabilizations are more modest, the sulfur and selenium analogues are destabilized. Similar behavior is exhibited by (CH2)6X4 tetraheteroada-
mantanes. Analysis shows that aromaticity is not involved; the sign and magnitude of the nonadditivity depends on the interplay of
hyperconjugation, electrostatic, and steric (lone pair repulsion) effects.

The principle of “additivity”, that functional groups and other
structural entities largely retain their character and properties
upon being transferred from one “strain-free” molecular
environment to another, greatly simplifies the interpretation
and the study of chemistry.1a-h But understanding exceptions
to “regular” behavior increases knowledge. Thus, energy
differences between cyclically conjugated and linear polyenes
depending on the number of π electrons are attributed to
“aromaticity” and to “antiaromaticity.2a,b Large deviations
from energetic additivity in aliphatic systems are also

known3a-d but are far less well appreciated, investigated,
and understood.

This paper is concerned with heteroadamantane deriva-
tives, which despite having nonaromatic magnetic properties
and normal geometrical parameters, exhibit remarkable
energetic nonadditivity, in some cases far exceeding the
aromatic stabilization of benzene.

Like adamantane itself, which is synthesized easily by
exothermic isomerization of strained precursors,4a,b several
of its polyhetero analogues were prepared by routes sug-
gesting the advantages of having diamondoid over alternative
skeletons. As early as 1860, Butlerow obtained urotropin (14)
by the simple reaction of ammonia with formaldehyde.5a Its

† Beijing Institute of Technology.
‡ University of Georgia.
(1) (a) Benson, S. W.; Buss, J. H. J. Chem. Phys. 1958, 29, 546. (b)

Benson, S. W. Thermochemical Kinetics; Wiley-Interscience: New York,
1976. (c) Cohen, N.; Benson, S. W. Chem. ReV. 1993, 93, 2419. (d)
Wodrich, M. D.; Schleyer, P. v. R. Org. Lett. 2006, 8, 2135. (e) Hayes,
M. Y.; Li, B. Q.; Rabitz, H. J. Phys. Chem. A 2006, 110, 264. (f) Roganov,
G. N.; Pisarev, P. N.; Emel’yanenko, V. N.; Verevkin, S. P. J. Chem. Eng.
Data 2005, 50, 1114. (g) Yu, J.; Sumathi, R.; Green, W. H., Jr. J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 2004, 126, 12685. (h) Saraf, S. R.; Rogers, W. J.; Mannan,
M. S.; Hall, M. B.; Thomson, L. M. J. Phys. Chem. A 2003, 107, 1077.

(2) See, e.g. :(a) Schleyer, P. v. R. Chem. ReV. 2001, 101, 1115–1118.
(b) Schleyer, P. v. R. Chem. ReV. 2005, 105, 3433–3435.

(3) See, e.g.: (a) Dill, J. D.; Schleyer, P. v. R.; Pople, J. A. J. Am. Chem.
Soc. 1976, 98, 1663–1668. (b) Schleyer, P. v. R.; Jemmis, E. D.; Spitznagel,
G. W. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1985, 107, 6393–6394. (c) Salzner, U.; Schleyer,
P. v. R. Chem. Phys. Lett. 1992, 190, 401–406. (d) Salzner, U.; Schleyer,
P. v. R. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1993, 115, 10231–10236. (e) Wiberg, K. B.;
Rablen, P. R. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1993, 115, 614–625.

(4) (a) Schleyer, P. v. R. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1957, 79, 3292. (b) Schleyer,
P. v. R.; Williams, J. E., Jr.; Blanchard, K. R. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1970, 92,
2377–2386.

ORGANIC
LETTERS

2010
Vol. 12, No. 6
1320-1323

10.1021/ol1002187  2010 American Chemical Society
Published on Web 02/24/2010



C6N4 tetraazaadamantane structure was determined defini-
tively by X-ray analysis in 1922.5b Molecules with the C4B6

hexaboraadamantane skeleton form by pyrolysis, e.g., BMe3

gave (CH)4(MeB)6 ca. 25% yield,6a,b and dimerization of a
C2B3-closo-carbaborane gave (CMe)4(EtB)6.

6c Fort’s gener-
alization, “Almost all of the elements in groups 13, 15, and
16 can be incorporated into an adamantane skeleton”,7 has
been amply extended in the ensuing three decades.8 Indeed,
hexabora- (1, see Table 1),6a-e hexagalla- (3),9 tetraaza-

(14),5a-d hexathia- (18),10a-f and hexaselenaadamantane
(19)11 representatives have been synthesized and character-
ized experimentally. Hexagallaadamantane (3), (GaR)6(CR′)4,
derivatives were synthesized by treating alkynes (R′CtCH;
R′ ) Me, n-Pr) with dialkylgallium hydrides (R2GaH; R )
Me, Et).9 Most recently, arsinicin A, a tetraarsenaadamantane
derivative, was isolated from a sponge in the southwest
Pacific Ocean.12

Nevertheless, no special thermochemical stability was
associated with adamantane4a,b or with other diamondoid
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Table 1. Nonadditivity of Poly-heteroadamantanes (CH)4(XH)6 and (CH2)6X4 (X ) B, Al, Ga, N, P, As), (CH)4(XH2)6 and
(CH2)6(XH)4 (X ) Si, Ge), and (CH)4X6 (X ) O, S, Se) (∆H, in kcal/mol at B3LYP/6-311+G** + ZPE) Evaluated by Isodesmic
Reactions Shown belowa

a CX bond lengths in Å, NBO charges (B3LYP/6-311+G**), and NICS (PW91/6-311+G**) at cage centers (NICS(0), in ppm) are also given. The
B3LYP/6-311+G**-optimized geometries were used throughout.
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derivatives until the discovery of the enormous stabilization
of (CH)4(BH)6 (1, 104.7 kcal/mol at the MP2(fc)/6-31G*
level) by Minyaev, Quapp, Subramanian, Schleyer, and Mo
(MQSSM) in 1997.13 The strikingly large energetic nonad-
ditivity was based on the isodesmic comparison of 1 (which
has the six borons in one molecule) with six 2-boraadaman-
tanes, each having only one boron (see Table 1). The
stabilization of 1 (and by implication of its B-alkyl
derivatives)6a-e was ascribed to the cumulative result of the
24 hyperconjugative interactions between the adjacent σCB

and the vacant boron p-orbitals in (CH)4(BH)6.
13 Herges et

al.’s recent reinvestigation of the spherically aromatic Td

C10H12
2+ adamantdiyl dication identified the hyperconjugative

contribution to its stabilization.14 We have now extended
these computational studies to many more main group
element hexa- and tetra-heteroadamantanes 1-19 (CH)4(X)6

(X ) BH, AlH, GaH, SiH2, GeH2, NH, PH, AsH, O, S, and
Se) and (CH2)6(Y)4 (Y ) B, Al, Ga, SiH, GeH, N, P, and
As). The computed energies of the isodesmic reactions for
1-19 (Table 1) show wide-ranging nonadditive behavior.
In particular, the stabilizations of the Al and Ga systems are
even larger than those with B. Indeed, the implied greater
stability of 3 than 1 is consistent with Uhl’s finding that
(GaR)6(CR′)4 (R′ ) Et or Bu, R ) Et) did not undergo the
nido-carbaborane rearrangement observed on heating
[(BEt)6(CMe)4].

9

Despite the lack of lone pairs and vacant valence orbitals,
Si and Ge systems 7-10 also exhibit large stabilizations.
Although more modest, the stabililization of the polyhetero
N, P, As, and O derivatives are still considerable. In contrast,
(CH)4S6 and (CH)4Se6 actually were destabilized (by 24.6
and 18.0 kcal/mol, Table 1). The reasons for this disparate
behavior and the deviations from additivity, the subject of
this paper, are not immediately apparent. The geometries
have typical single bond lengths, and all valences are
classical. The magnetic properties show that these cages are
nonaromatic and lack continuous electron delocalization.

All geometries were local minima; the nonadditivity
evaluations (∆H, Table 1, corrected by unscaled zero-point
vibrational energy) were computed at B3LYP/6-311+G**//
B3LYP/6-311+G**15 using Gaussian 03.16 The small posi-
tive isotropic NICS(0)17 (nucleus-independent chemical
shifts) values computed at cage centers for 1-19 (Table 1)
indicate that aromaticity is not responsible for the stabiliza-
tion of these compounds. CMO-NICS18 showed the negative

NICS(0), -5.07 ppm for 4, to be due to many small
nonaromatic diatropic contributions of lower-lying MOs.

Figure 1 summarizes both anomeric (negative) pXfσ*CX
19

and regular σCXfpX hyperconjugation. Thus, the boron
derivatives 1 and 4 have 24 and 12 total interactions,
respectively. Although the vacant p-orbital of boron is known
to be the best group 13 acceptor,20 the stabilizations of the
Al and Ga analogues (2, 3, 5, and 6) are even larger than
those of 1 and 4. The similarly large nonadditive stabiliza-
tions of the Si and Ge derivatives (7-10, Table 1) also point
to the additional importance of another effect, electrostatic
stabilization.

Wiberg et al.3e recognized that the presence of multiple
electropositive or electronegative substituents on the same
atom has major energetic consequences due to enhanced
electrostatic interactions. Thus, C(SiH3)4 and CF4 are stabi-
lized (evaluated using the isodesmic equation CX4 + 3 CH4

f 4 CH3X at MP3/6-311++G**//MP2/6-31G*) by 13.9 (X
) SiH3) and 49.3 (expt. 53.4) kcal/mol (X ) F).3e

Like C(SiH3)4, the adamantane-based species 1-10 have
multiple electropositive atoms bound to each carbon, three
X’s in 1-3, 7, and 8 and two X’s in 4-6, 9, and 10. Large
carbon negative charges and enhanced Coulombic attractions
with the positively charged heteroatoms result. The C and
X charges (Table 1; note the values for Al and Ga in
particular) provide direct evidence for the dominating role
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Figure 1. σCXfpX (X ) B, Al, Ga), pXfσ*CX (X ) N, P, As, O,
S, Se) hyperconjugation demonstrations of 1-6, 11-19. n is the
number of hyperconjugative interactions related to p orbitals of
each X.
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of electrostatic effects in the stabilization of 2-3 and 5-10.
Moreover, the larger stabilization of 2, 3, 5, and 6 than 7-10
shows that σCXfpX (X ) Al, Ga) hyperconjugation also
contributes significantly. Albeit smaller in magnitude,
appreciable C (negative) - X (positive) charge differences
are observed for X ) P (12, 15) and As (13, 16) systems
(Table 1).

MQSSM13 pointed out that polysubstitution results in a
large number of interactions. Although the energy of each
one of these is modest individually, their cummulative effect
is considerable; consequently, large deviations from “isodes-
mic” additivity result. This “multiplication” magnifies the
sum of the electrostatic, steric, and hyperconjugative poly-
heteroadamantane interactions. Very large composite effects
(Table 1) result.

Although O and N are the second and third most
electronegative elements after F, 11, 14, and even 17 do not
appear to behave like CF4 electrostatically.3c,e This is
indicated by the much smaller C and X charges in Table 1.
The main stabilizing contribution to 11, 14, and 17 is
“negative hyperconjugation” (“anomeric effect”),19 involving
lpXfσ*CX (X ) N, O, Figure 1).

Consistent with our previous reports,3b-d hyperconjugation
effects involving second- and third-row elements do not
disappear but are significantly attenuated relative to their first-
row counterparts. Di- and trisubstituted cyclohexanes (see
Scheme 1) model the 1,3-X· · ·X (X ) N, P, As) interactions
in 11-13 nicely. Note that the nonadditivity values (based
on monosubstituted rings) of the 1,3,5-trisubstituted cyclo-

hexanes are approximately three times those of their 1,3-
disubstituted analogues. The expected stabilizations of 11-13
based on transferability of the disubstituted cyclohexane data
and on the relative axial (a) or equatorial (e) hydrogen
configurations of 11-13 (all have six ae’s, three aa’s, and
three ee’s) are 15.8 kcal/mol for 11 [i. e., (-1.89 × 6) +
(-2.60 × 3) + (1.10 × 3)], 10.7 kcal/mol for 12, and 17.1
kcal/mol for 13. The data in Table 1 (9.72, 11.65, 18.78 kcal/
mol, respectively) are reasonably consistent, as ring strain
(verified in other models) may reduce the value for 11.

Why are 18 and 19 destabilized? The electrostatic effect
should be small since the electronegativities of C, S, and Se
are similar. However, each S(Se) has two lone pairs, and
the 1,3-S· · ·S (Se· · ·Se) distances, 3.088 Å (3.338 Å), shorter
than the van der Waals separations, 3.60 Å (3.80 Å), indicate
steric repulsions. (The nonadditive energies shown in Scheme
1 agree.) Houk et al. investigated the interactions involving
the S lone pairs and neighboring σ bonds in the complete
set of polythiaadamantanes very thoroughly recently but did
not address the nonadditivity issue.21

Although 1,3-dioxane is favored over its 1,4-isomer by
5.5 kcal/mol (expt. 5.5 kcal/mol), both 1,3-dithiacyclohexane
and 1,3-diselenacyclohexane are 1.1 and 1.2 kcal/mol less
stable, respectively, than their 1,4-disubstituted counterparts
(Scheme 1). Based on the isodesmic reactions involving thia-
and selenacyclohexane, 1,3-S· · ·S and Se· · ·Se repulsions
destabilize 1,3-dithia- and 1,3-diselenacyclohexane by 2.3
and 2.0 kcal/mol, respectively. Thus, 12 such 1,3-interactions
are expected to destabilize 18 and 19 by 27.6 and 24.0 kcal/
mol, compared to the respective directly computed 24.6 and
18.0 kcal/mol values (Table 1). Such repulsions are absent
or much reduced by the hydrogen-substituted heteroatoms
of the pnictide species, which have only one lone pair on
each heteroatom, and the stabilizing hyperconjugative and
electrostatic effects dominate. The behavior of the heteroada-
mantanes is mirrored by that of the Scheme 1 cyclohexane-
based set.

In conclusion, isodesmic reaction energies have identified
remarkably large (up to 178 kcal/mol!) nonadditivities in
heteroadamantanes 1-19. The stabilization and destabiliza-
tions are due to the interplay among hyperconjugation
(dominating in B, N, O species), electrostatic (Al, Ga, Si,
Ge, P, As), and strain (S and Se lone pair repulsion) effects.
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Scheme 1. Evaluations of Nonadditive 1,3- (or 1,4-) X· · ·X
Interactions in Di- and Trisubstituted Cyclohexanes (B3LYP/

6-311+G** + ZPE)
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