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Absiract

The stability constants of lead acetato complexes were evaluated in various ionic strengths (2. 00,
1.00, and 0.75), and at various temperature (13, 20, 25, 30, and 35°C), respectively, by the polarog-
raphic and potentiometric method of which Hume aund Leden had described. The existence of three
complex jons, PbAc*, PbAc, and PbAc,” have been shown in the range of concentration of ~0.8
mole acetate ion. Referring to values obtained, we have derived the following empirical formula
with the stability constant (Kijk), temperature (Tk) and ionic strength {(;).

log Kijk = (Ai/g + Bi)/Tk + Ci/g* + Di

The deduced and observed stability constants are matched in 5% for the K, and K,, and 209 for

the K..
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Ligand 9] Acetate [on %= Pb** Ion JBEE7} ImM 2
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Figure I. Effect of acetic acid on the diffusion

carrent and half wave potential
—{Z—: Half wave potential curve
—~ x— { Difiusion current curve
at  Sedium acetate ! 0.5136M
Sensibility: i 0.04pA/mm
Capacitance 1 :2004F
p=2.00 13°C

aeetate medium with »=2.00, 1.00, .75 at 15°C

lonic . : lonic . o
NaAce ~ Fa(X) Fo(X) Nadc E'/, - Fo(X) Fa(X) -
(M) St- Ie El/y F(X) F(X) 220 o K {(M) St Ie Fo(X) Fy(X) % = I[N
rength (M) X107 X107 trngth (M) 2 ' X7 X107
0.0002 3.38 0.3570 0.0000 7. 18 0.3592
b >
0.0031 3.33 0.3588 0.0031 7.11 0.3608 Ky
0.,0205 3.12 0. 3783 603 245 23.9 K 0.0205 6.89 0.3732 3.59 131 878 113
0.0411 3.02 0.3973 13.07 293 23.6 113 0.0411 6.76 0.3810 7.09 148 8,52
0.0616 2.94 0.3938 22.35 347 24.5 0.0616 0.59 0.3863 11.23 166 8.60
0.1027 2.89 0.4038 50.91 486 28,2 0, 1027 6.55 3.3946 21.89 203 7.76 Ko
2 61644 2.85 0.4132 101.8 631 26.3 Ka 1 0, 1644 6. 41 0.4038 55. 14 320 131 2.7G 860
0.2054 2.81L 0.4185 17L.1 828 30.8 3.54 2350 0.2054 6.34 (.4118 50,47 438 15.7 3.47
0.3962 2.74 0.4318 S12.0 1670 48.0 8.0 0.3062 6.18 .4228 223.2 732 20.2 3.8
0.4109 2.70 0.4383 913.3 2220 49.3 6.27 (,4109 0.038 0.4310 442.9 1075 234 3.60 Ki
0.5136 2.63 074455 1613 3140 57.3 6.58 0.5136 602 0.4368 714.7 1300 24.9 2,17 2280
0.7190 2.53 0.4573 4396 6110 823 8.18 Ky " 0.7190 5.8 0. 4416 1082 1754 26.6 2.G3
724
0.82182. 440 0. 4625 5733 6970 82.5 7.18 0. 8218 5.66 (4500 2202 2678 21.2 2.73
0. 600 6. ?Ear 0. 3605 0.2184 5.75 . 4078 62.2 285 10.1
»
0.0031 6 25 0.3616 0.3277 5. 41 0.4200 152.4 462 1.3 0.9% K
0.7 0.0218 6.25 0.3702 2.81 &3 26 f%[_, 0.75 0.4369 5.33 0.4260 294.5 672 13.¢ 1.30 820
, 2 ,
0.0437 6.20 0.3781 5.41 101 & 24 0.5461 5.15 0.4312 459.7 810 14.2 1.10 Ky
0.0655 6.07 0.3840 & 75 118 0.09 0.6553 5.11 0.4360 686.9 1047 150 104 1100
0.1092 5.92 0.293) 1851 161 8.76

a: Extrapolate value

¥ HIHY )M A Pb(CIO), o BES 2KK
of AFA —FsA 1mM BER xz, & In9 if
BEERE —EY o) 2@mEd e —Estetz 214 3
At & BEq Acetate lon & 2 3A EFHNA &
T ERe deng, BEEHAES 4EEer o

&: Calculated from dissociation of acetic acid

o BEMEEIA WEY JEES = Acerate Ion
o] BRES EMEE Plot 3lo], Acetate Ion 2] BFE7 &
d ez gistd UG FEE WESHch DC
Polarogram & 4o ()N 3 AL #5R & Table
13 2,
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9 Fy(X)Curve & VEPfed o & e Ahold 1o
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Tabie 2. Potentiometric amalysis of lead in acetate media with 4=2

Temp Nadc 4E o Fo(X) Fa(X} Temp Nadc 4JE Fo(X) F3(X)
oC (M) (mv) r’(x)F‘(x)XID_’ % 1073 K osC (M) (m\,)Fs(X) Fi(X) 5 = )<3lﬂ_3 K
a 1] a 5
0.0031 2.4 0.081 24
0.0205 2.3 6.03 246 215 0.0205 21.9 567 228 2.10 K. 185
0.0411 31.8 12.98 291 2.16 K 202 00411 315 12,13 271 2.09
0.0616 3.4 22.00 342 2.27 0.0616 38.0 20.30 313 2,08
0.1057 48.6 50.26 480 2.71 Ky 2120 0.1027 438 47.75 465 2.73 Kg: 2090
15 0,168 60.0 126.0 760 3.39 20 0.163 60.4 119.6 721 3.26
0.2051 96.1 250.9 998 3.88 0.2054 6.4 192.6 933 3.64
0.3062 780 537.4 1750 5.06 0.2062 78.2 490.4 1600 4. 62
0.4109 87.3 137 2770 6.24 10.0 0.4109 87.9 1083 2630 5.95 9.41 Ks 9200
0.5136 99.8 2082 4050 7050 10.5 K 10480 03136 95.0 1856 3610 6.67 8.92
0.7180 106.4 532 7370 9.97 10.9 0.7190 109.9 4764 6624 296 9.55
0.8218 1310 7682 9350 11.10 10.9 0.8218 112.3 7308 8800 10.6 10.4
b 4 4
0.0030 2.4 0.0031 2.4
0.0205 2.6 5.38 214 2.00 0.0205 2.4 515 203 1.9
0.0411 3.3 1150 256 2.01 K 173 0.0411 312 1.00 243 1,92 Ky 164
0.0616 38.0 19.30 207 2.0l 0.0616 28.0 18.38 383 1.92
0.1097 47.0 45.46 433 2.53 Kz 1990 0.1027 49.2 4334 412 2.42 Kz 1910
95 0144 60.8 116.6 703 3222 30 0.1644 60.9 1087 655 2 99
0.2034 669 1834 888 3.48 0.2034 67.2 1721 833 326
05062 783 445.5 1450 4.18 0.5062 78.4 405.9 1320 3.78
0409 &1 995.7 2320 5.23 7.8 Ky $030 0.4109 83.6 £86,8 2160 4.8 7.15 Ky 7060
G513 05.4 1688 3290 6.06 T7.92 05136 9.7 1528 2970 5.47 6.93
07199 107.2 4231 5880 7.94 8 28 07190 197.4 3744 5210 7.01 7.10
(0,8213 113.6_ 6966 _BAR0 101 087 0.8212 11466409 7910 O.42 9. 14
o0 2.4 0.2054 67.5 161.9 787 3.09
G203 211 492 191 L85 (0.3062 78.7 376.6 1230 %51
i 0011 Bl1 1042 229 185 Ky 153 g5 0.4109 591 8281 2010 4.51 6.48 Ky 1850
0.(616 380 17.53 263 10.7 0.5135 95.7 1356 2640 4.84 5.£2
01027 49.4 4139 393 2.34 0.7190 107.9 3402 4730 6.37 6,28 Ko 6190
01614 6LO 99.22 597 2.70 0.8218 115.7 6123 7450 8.88 8.55

a: Caleulated from dissociation of acetic acid 5. Potential referred to extrapolated zero acetate



Vol. 11, No. 2 (1967)

Table 3. Potentiometric results of Lead in acetate
media with 2. 00, 1.00, ¢.73 of ionle strength.

27 Temp °C K, sz 102 Kg‘/{ 1072
[ 15 202 212 10. 48
20 185 20.9 9.26
o 25 172 19.9 2,03
= 30 164 20.1 7.06
‘ 33 153 18.5 6 19
| —4H Keal/mol 1.1 0.7 2.1
15 121 51 4. 69
| 20 116 8.6 4,34
)l 25 109 8.2 3.81
s 30 106 7.8 342
35 100 7.8 3,21
I —4H Keal/mol 0.8 0.8 2.0
1 15 72 5.9 2.07
20 70 5.7 1.85
0 25 68 5.5 1.75
i an 67 55 1. 56
| 35 65 5.0 134
I\ —2£H Kcal/mol 0.4 1.0 1.4
E K

* K% T 15°C oA = BfrfiEEs} Polarographic
Metohd ol 44 & & HEglg] B, AigE B
FENA L gtol BT & gd v,

Table 4. Comparison of formatiom constants of the
Iead-acetate system in NaAc-HAc buffer solu-
tion by potentiometric resunlts and polarogra-
phic results

Potentio- Polarogra-

Investi- lonic Tempera- K, mtric phic

gator  strenth ture (°C)

results  results
Author g =200 15 Ky 202 196
K; 2120 2350
K, 10480 7240
=100 15 Ky 121 113
K, 910 860
Ks 4690 3280
=075 15 Ky 72 65
K, 500 320
Kz 2070 1100
Burns. =198 25 K 153 150
H e 820 840
ume K; 3350 3000

Data 8] BRE S nejdld, BMERE 6% EfF
& A g oheba 20°C, 25°C, 30°C, 35°CelA+e
BleflEE2 29 fE Qe Table 3 o4 Data &
®aisied, Pb™* lon BE7Y 1mM 2B M Ligand ¢)
Acetate lon iBE7F 0.2MLITNA = ¢ mono, di B
ResERo) fEEstel, = BLES BEE(0. 2~0. M)A
= mono, di, tri R4ELEEEC| HiFE= A P2

& Pkl Al o] LB 2,00, 233 25°ColA RE
Z+& Bures & Hume 7} o| 242/ 1.98, 25°CellA %k
g gag K 44 BF 29, K, Kyl Ae 358
Bz av 258 xge B, #HERe Ad 7
o}, =z| s Silvia Gobom o] o] 2IFE 3.0, 25°C i A

Pb-Acetate Complexes 9] <] & B ¥ BEELA we REEHMA Y =% 67

!

Table 5. Comparison of formation constants of
the leadacetate in sodium acetate buffer solution
by potentiometric method.

Inyesti. 10RiC tempe-

stren- rature K, K, Ks Ke
gator gth (C)
A .98 25 155 820 3350 -
B 3.00 25 2412113985424 3848112 736=117
C 2,00 15 202 212 1048) -
2200 20 185 2020 928) -
2.00 25 173 1992 9330 -
2,00 30 164 1910 706) -
200 35 153 1850 6190 -
1L00 15 121 910 4690 -
L0 20 116 860 340
1.0 25 109 820 3810 -
1. 00 30 106 780 3420 -
1.0 35 100 780 2210 -
0.7 15 75 59) 207y -
0.7 20 7 570 1830
075 30 67 560 1560 -
.75 35 63 5% 1350 -

A, Burns Hume B, Sylvia Gobom C, Author
R #E2g K, K odAE e el Kielde 2
2 2 #eolvk, |22 Burns & Hume &) Zel4 K.
Kol MEHS zo3lz, HRHZI B £8,
ER S 2 HEEZE, KWEE g3 HEH
#(Plot Method) & 2] @c}ad & ol A dola gt
B2 o)f $#ER 25 A v oz Aud,
2.4 Silvia Gobom = <] &BBE 3.0, 23°C4 K,
#AA Ko, R FRANE WMED AL 2L o)
LHES 0752 7] i, & o] @A
% ligand o] #EE —ES ®WE 5 0.8M HUTA
gk AENR e nZ, K@ doRA gFspel,

B M5EH: = Polargraphic Method o] ¢l.o. grm e
e REEEHE ol LBE 2 BEY R4 &
ool MAEe] IRy, 2@u] ol LEEA HHlY F
o 3 4E B B Aol REEBES Aloly
RUMEE o3 —fbslof & Ao}, F K%Y A3k
E#y-2 B FEET Polarographic Method & 44 JIE
HEg BgolAd o), o| LBE 0.5 TNA = Pola-
rogrephic Wave 7} afiie] §A E3}loz 2% 4 4%
2, o LB 2L b A R ol STEAA ek
ok Higher Complex 7} Wtelhvo 2, WEE o] LIRAET
A A o= o] LR A v Vel Complex €
o A TEEFEBKIKIE ol REBE(«)S BE
(Tk)e] Eftets B3, 28 Aold BIRE EfE
ez kT DataclA P&t Kikeld iz i-th
Complex | REEFH, j© °2BE, k= RES
eh e,

Q) REEXRBEE)2 BE(TK) M2 PRk

% o] REmEel A XY KEEHHS BE(/T) A)
ol & EHEMEA QB 2(Fig.4), 27174 KE
#e Rt
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Figure 4. log Kijk Vs 1/Tk Curve

X 1st Complexes:wier pp=(, 75
& 2nd Complex e =1
& ¢ 3rd Complexs.-...... n=2

% H#e Rt e u,
log K,, ;, £=529 x1/Tk+0. 467
log K., », 5=325x 1/Tk+2. 210
log Ko, 2, £=1060x 1/Tk+0. 350

log K,,,, k=385x1/T,+0. 763
log Ky, |, k=390 X 1/Tk+1. 610
log Ko, ,, k=928 1/Tk+0, 529

log K;, 0.75,£=197x 1/Tk+1. 180

log Ko, 0.75, k=525 1/Tk+0, 947

log K;, 0.75, =716 x 1/Tk+0. 828
A JEEF —fgbsle ag

log Ki, j, k=ai/Tk+bi (7N
ol &t a; % b; & ith Complex o EEE % B
ot H Aol o},

(2) a; b; 2 ol 2WE A2 MK

REEHKE ol 2BESS) MmsE 1 B &£

AR R it

s

1190

Figure 5. aivs 3/13%) Curve
X mono-Acetato ecomplex
@ di-Acetato complex

& tri-~Acetato complex

()9 ai 2 bi g ©|LBE (4D EHE 2o, 2%
) BRS BESSA. Fig 5004 ai, Vs Vit &
Plot3te] ¢ BREI,
& ERES Ke e 2,
a=—130x% 1/u;*+541
@=87x 1/¢;°+309
a3=-134 X 1/1;°+ 1080
& K& —Mibid ZRsky,
ai=Ai/u+ Bi ®
°] "}, Ais} Bi 94 ith Complex 9| RIEEH Bl
BAtRS= HBgo) o,
E bi, Vs, V& Plotsjed 98 ERE Fig. 6t
2o o] EHES RE hepd,
51=0.320 % 1/u,2+0. 430
by —0.568 % 1/pj* +2. 936
b*=0. 212X 1/1°+0. 821
oleE —Hksled FFam,
bi=Cifud+ Di @)
oI7h, Cig} Di& i.th complex &) REEH B W
Bt HWheleh welba, R(8)F () (Dl &
At BRI, Kijk} p 28z ThpRy -k
2+ 4& ¢ g
&, log Kijk= AL/l 4 Bi) fTh4Cif e+ Di (1)
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Table 7 2} Table 8 =} zc}, Ist-Complex & 3rd-Com
plex o] YA KOW4 KA 5% R Ex= 2
stent, 2nd-Complex & 20% Lifgel REE 3

Takle 6. The Values of Ai, Bi, Ci and Di

Xi

Ai Bi Ci i
i-th Complex
1 —150 541 0,32 0. 430
2 87 399 0. 563 2,236
3 —154 1080 0.212 0, 321

Table 7. Calculated and obgerved formation const-
ant of lead in acetated media with various
ionic strengths at 15°C

Ying )

Figure 6 bi vs. 1/4%) Curve
X Mono-Acetato complex
D di Acetate complex
A tri Acetoto xomplex

22 A, & Complex® A Bi, Ci, Di
2 Table 6 ¢l el o,
FAO ke gL

ATEMES HMiES) hEe

K 15 K; 15X1072 K; 1530
,gb_s_-—;‘a-lc error obs c;m obs c:am

“ val val % val val % wval val %
2 2% 192 3 21.2 189  1110.48 3
1 121 128 6 9.1 1.2 23 4.24 5.60 19
0.7 72 68 6 59 4.9 16 207 2.02 2

Table 8 Calculated and observed formation constant of lead in acetate media with

#=2.00 at various temperatures.

Ki

15 20 24 30 35
obs calc error' obs calc error> obs calcw obs cale error obs calc error
val  val % val  val %% val  val % val  val %  val  val %
Ky 202 192 5 183 3 173 1897 3 164 136 S5 153 147 4
KaX1072 2,12 1.89 11 293 181 13 L9 174 13 191 L67 13 1.8 L6 13
KX 1073 10. 48 10.8) 3 926 9.3 1 &03 314 1 .06 719 1 619 6.22 J
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