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2 29F Methanol, ethanol, acetone, dimethylsulfoxide, N, N-dimethylformamide, tetrahydro-
furan, dioxane B acetonitrile & 87} RAloll ofF Lo £} A & ZH o ot L2 kYA
FAZ 33, 87kA £AE F4A wAR 8, o5 oA E AMI1 Hamiltonian 5}  supermo-
lecule ol 2]3] monomer % dimer 9 optimized geometry, electron density, molecular energy %
hydrogen-bonding energy & A A3talel, = A5 & 2 dimer 2] hydrogen-bonding o} 7]« 3} stab-
ilization energy %4 dimethylsulfoxide >ethano!>>N, N-dimethyl-formamide >acetone>>methanol
>tetrahydrofuran>>dioxane >acetonitrile ¢ -& 29kon] of kA 2] 44§ electron density & B 5
Y energy pariition 8 Az d9gdAct

ABSTRACT. The solvent effects of MeOH-solvent dimers were studied via AM1 Hamiltonian
and supermolecule methods. Methanol, ethanol, acetone, dimethylsulfoxide, N, N-dimethylforma-
mide, tetrahydrofuran, dioxane, and acetonitrile were considered as solvent moleoules, Optimized
geometries, electron densities, molecular energies, and hydrogen-honding energies of monomers and
dimers were calculated. We found that the stabilization energies contributed to the hydrogen-
bonding were decreased in the order of dimethylsulfoxide >ethanol™> N, N-dimethylformamide>
acetone_>methanol >tatrahydrofuran”>dioxane >acetonitrile, and this order was explained by using
the change of electron density and energy partition functions.
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29| o Fao] W 6-31G*2 A4t onf?,
H2elE Tango] SPHEVEYSH st go) 1)
3o STO-3G 2 dAFsgort, A oaig ¢
2 Al Ruko] VT gol Wz g4I} AL
A #3sle HEE A2 oy, B3R
A e ole tEE o= A nF F
#glem $exst A7 ¥d A4Edz 9
), Morokuma® = HCOOH o} & CNDO/2
Hog i AY dyAFE AANR 2 cou-
lomb integrale] ZA| Uehgtz, W)z
ARG & FolEF nfct G. Kolpman 3}
Hopfinger® = &3 olAEYHI3| Eof =3}
MINDO/3g 2.2 AAsgert, olale] ol
STO-3G &} w9 F &g B} K. Y.Bur-
stein $& MNDO/H¥ €& AH83to &3 NH3
% HF o] Aol et Q74 ZA3} ojgreEL
4-31G 9 v AEA AL A 2o} AYUGe o
Z dARE ERdH,

a9 AN FAS 22 AR Ex A A
A Whg o 2 = EPEN (empirical potential energy
funtion based on the interaction energy of ele-
ctrons and nuclei)o] Bo] ALH 2 gl enjl?
H.A. Scheraga®%F 2 o] okl &2 ©LE ¢
E3}R e,

2 A7 AR ¥ 49 4¥AHA A
Fol W o] 24 nAg FA 02 Austin Model
1 (AM1 & A}£3to methanol{(MeQOH), ethanol
(EtOH), acetone(Acet), dimethylsulfoxide(DM-
S0), N, N-dimethylformamide(DMF), tetrah-
ydrofuran(THF), dioxane(Diox) R acetonitrile
(Atn)9} 87}x &ot ZAkl &g MeOH-solv-
ent o] Ao i3 AMI Hamiltoniana ¥ 5} sup-
ermolecle ¥ ol €3} optimized geometry, electron
density, molecular energy @ hydrogen-bonding
energy S A A olH9 ZE AL VAX
~8700 computer & AH235 ).

20§ 2Xte] BICh AR TE AW

87b7 4ol EA v ¥z ARe
AM] program 0.2 A Akdo] WE LI 7]
22 2% A0, %72 2 o]A7 59 internal

coordinate ¥ input data 2 3} RE geometry
2 optimize 3150}, 2=} 4 heat of formation
o] #47F 2 9 optimized geometry & A
314}, Geometry optimization & DAVIDON-
FLETCHER-POWELL 2] optimization techni
que & AH&-3FF e

o] Al Ao} uietgefol e Lo §
Z}2] optimized geometry & Table 1] +%3}
A7, A2 MeOH S Acets 23 2%
Fig. 1o Vet @z o] € & £#2 heat of
form tion(4Hf)#} ionization potential(L.P) 3
dipole moment(D)g Table 4 53} v},

o|EtMLl 7= FWH

AM1 & MNDO 7} van der Waals A=A x
oz RE =AY QA7 wbiel ] A7} A A
A 3A vdehie 23E 4437 H%d MN-
DO <49 7]&9 core repulsion function(CRF)
o} Gaussian term & A1 4% Aojr},

olw CRF& ©-&3 2},

CRF(AB) =ZA ZByAB [1+F(A)+F(B)]
&7 A
F{A)=exp(—aA RAB) + T KAfexp[LAs¢

(RAB—MAZ]
F(B) =exp(-—aB RAB)+ ,jE KBjexp[LBj

(RAB—MBj)?]oi v,

AM1 8 symbolism & MNDO ¢} 7+enf CRF &}
k] interatomic repulsion & ZAA 77| 43}
of 2.4 3} mE 2 o] A9 attractive Gaussian
< Arete ke repulsion & A48 L 2
Agl 7Y repulsiono repulsive Gaussian &
A7M 3. AML 2 919 v 3§ org-
anic element(C, H, O, N) parameter & A} &3}3
dok, zAA 2 dF= MINDO/3 YW MNDO &
o o] FAf g AF Al Aol AR

AMi & AH83Fsiet,
£ 43 MeOH & proton donor(PD)=. 3}
Z, 872 $0 ¥AE proton acceptor(PA) 2
3o 5 2ol FA7) linear 3tA F4AA R
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Table 1. Optimized geometries of monomers

System | Bond Length(A) Bond Angle{deg.) Dihedral Angle(deg.)
MeOH 01 —H3 0.964 H3 01 C2 107.2 H3 01 C2 H 61.6, 180.2, 298.9
01 —C2 1410 0l C2 H 110.%
C2—-H 1119 105. 1, 111.0
EtOH 01 —HS 0.94 H3 O1 C2 106.6 H3 O1 C2 C4 179.9
0l —C2 1.420 01 C2 C4 107.3 H3 01 C2 H 59.6, 300.3
C2—-H 1124 QI C2 H 100.7 01 C2 C4 H 59.8, 180.1, 300.3
C4 —H 1116 C2 C4 H 1101
Acet 01 —C2 1.23 01 C2 C3 122.3 01 C2 C3 H 0.1, 120.4, 239.6
C2 —C8 1.4% C3 C2 C7 1154 01 C2 C7 H 120.2, 239.5, 359.8
C7—-H 1117 cC2 C3 H 102
C7 —H 1.117 C2 C7T H 110.1
DMSO 01 —82 1.599 01 82 C3 102.2 Ql 82 C3 H 97.4, 217.4, 338.9
$2 —-C3 175 C3 82 C7 9.9 01 S2 C7 H 44.8, 166.6, 286.4
C3 —H 1074 S2 C3 H 1089
C7—-H L1111 S2 C7 H 1089
DMF 01 —C2 1242 01 C2 N3 122.9 O1 C2 N3 C4 0.8
C2 —N3 1.380 C2 N3 C4 121.5 01 C2 N3 C8 179.6
N3 —C4 1.434 N3 C4 H 110.0 Cz N3 C4 H 116.9, 236.6, 356.7
C4—-H 1.123 N3 C8 H 110.4 C2 N3 C8 H 1.0, 121.3, 240.6
C8 —H 1.123 N3 C2 Hi2 114.4 C4 N3 C2 HI1Z 180.5
THF 01 —C 1.421 01 C C 1089 01 C C ¢C 355.7
C -C 1523 C2 01 C5 110.6 C2 C3 ¢4 C5 0.3
C —H 1119 C € C 1058 01 ¢ C H 120.8, 220.1
0Ol C H 106.8 C OI € H 120.6, 237.7
C C C H 118.8, 240.6
Diox 0O —-C 1.423 ¢ ¢ C 1.7 01 C C 04 50.8
C —-C 1.523 C O C 1129 ¢ ¢ 0 ¢C 308. 4
C —H 1122 O C H 1092 cC O C H 69.3, 187.0
104. 2 Q ¢ C H 168.8, 291.1
C C H 105
An N1 —C2 1.163 N1 C2 C3 180.¢0 N1l C2 C3 H 0.0. 120.0, 240.¢
C2 —C3 1.439 C2 C3 H 1101
C3 —H 1120

MeOH-solvent o] o] A8 optimized geom-
etry & AP, ol Sl R wide
FZ AR A oA optimized geometry & A}
23k Fig. 4014 ¢l A% A} o] HLO R
Ce 397% PDY ¢F gz sz, S, 82
9 539 39AE PAY 9¥E22 3N

ofwj A Ao]% 2.0004, AYAE 180ER
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Table 2. Optimized geometries' of MeOH-solvent dimers

System Bond Length(A)  Bond Angle(deg.) Dihedral Angle(deg. )

Ol —H3 0.95 H3 01 C2 1079 H3 O1 C2 H 61.6, 180.7, 299.2
Ol —C2 1.414 O1 C2 H 111.6 . H? O1 C2 H5 285.3
C2 -H 1119 105.2, 1106 08 H7 01 C2 270.5
MeOH-MeOH | O@1 —H7 2.130 H7 01 C2 91.6 €9 08 H7 Ol 230.7
08 —H7 0,967 08 H7 Ol 140.0 H7 08 C9 H 59.0, 178.1, 296.9
08 —C9 1.409 C9 08 H7 107.2
C9 —H 1119 08 C9 H 110.9

105.3, 110.9

Ol —H3 0.964 H3 01 C2 107.3 H3 01 C2 C4 299.5
01 —-C2 1.418 01 C2 C4 112.2 H3 01 C2 H 62.5, 179.0
C2 —~C4 L51 Ol C2 H 1028 Ol C2 C4 H 59.8, 179.9, 300.3
C2 —H 1.124 104.2 HI0 0O C2 ¢4 171.3
MeOH-EtOH .- .C4 ~H 1.116 C2 C4 H 102 Cll1 H10 01 C2 952
01 —HI10 2.124 H10 01 C2 980 C12 Ol H10 01 107.2
H1¢ —O11 0. 967 Ol HI¢ O1 167.3 H10 O11 C12 H §9.4, 178.5, 297.5
011 —C12 1. 409 01 Ci12 H 111.0
Clz -H 1119 105. 4, 110. 9

01 -C2 1.239 01 C2 €3 121.9 ©O1 C2 C3 H  80.3, 200.7, 322.4
C2z —C3 1.4%4 C3 C2 C7 1162 - Ol C2 C7 H 1.0, I21.5, 240.8
- |-c3 -H 1118 €2 C3 H 107 HIIO1I C2 C3 168
MeOH-Acet C7 -H L18 €2 €7 H 1107 OI2ZHN Ol C2 3.6
o Ol —HI112169 HIl O1 C2 1123 HII 012 C13H  60.8 179.8 298.9
H1l —012 0.967 OQI12 Hi1l O 149.1
012 —C131.408  HI1l 012 C13 107.2
C13—~H 1119 012 CI3H 110

105.4,  110.8

01 —82 1.605 01 S2 C3 1022 01 82 C3 H 96.4, 216.3 337.9
§2 -C 1.753 C3 82 C7 100.3 01 82 C7 H 54.3, 174.1, 292.3
€3 —H 1111 S2 C3 H 1089 HI11 O@I L S2 C3 8.7
MeOH-DMSO €7 —H 1112 §2 C7 H 109.0 012 HI1 O1 S2 3286
01 ~—HI1 2.067 H1l 01 S2 1i8.% C13 012 H11 01 229.3
H11 —012 0.971 012 H11 01 147.4 H11 012 C13 H 63.6, 182.5, 301.7
012 —~C13 1.408 H11 012 C13 107.3
C13 —H 1119 012 CI3 H 110.9

105. 6, 111.1

01 —C2 1.245 01 C2 N3 123.2 01 C2 N3 C4 359.8
C2 —~N3 1.376 . C2 N3 C4 122.1 01 C2 N3 C8 181.0

N3 —C4 1.435 N3 C4 H 1100 C2 N3 C4 H 0.8, 121.1, 240.7
C4 —H 114 N3 C8 H 110.3 C2 N3 C8 H 117.6, 236.9, 357.2

- C8 —H 1.123 N3 C2 HI2114.6 C4 N3 C2 HIZ 180.1
MeOH-DMF | 5 _Hi2 1116 HI3 O1 C2 137.8 HI3 Ol €5 N3 989

Ol —H13 2.169 O14 H13 01 130.0 014 HI13 01 C2 280.2
H13 — 014 0.967 HI13 014 C15 106.9 C15 014 HI3 01 305.2

Ol4 —C15 1.410 014 C15 H 110.5 H13 014 C15 H 60.1, 179.3, 298.5
Cl5 —H 1.119 105. 4, 110.9
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01 -C 1432 O1 C C
C -C 155 €2 01 C5
C -H L1189 C C C
MeOH-THF | 01 -H142147 C C H
H14 —0150.9%7 ©O1 C H
015 —C16 1.409 H14 O1 C2
C16 —H 1.119 HI4 Ol C5

1.9 01 ¢ € C 0.5
1.6 €2 C3 C4 C5 0.1
5.8 01 C C H 1202 2395
11008 € 01 C H 121.5 2387
106.7 H14 01 C5 C4 17.1
111.2 015 H14 O1 C§5 354.5
97.6  C16.015 H14 O1 136.1

015 H14 O1 168.9 HI4 O15 C16 H 59.9, 178.9, 297.9
015 C16 H 1112
105.3,  110.9
O —-C 143 O C ¢ 1mMm9 01 C € 04 529
C -C .52 € O C 129 € C O C 3080
C -H 1122 O C H 1091 C€ O € H  69.3 18.9
MeOQH-Diox 01 —HI5 2.226 042 O C C H 1688 291.1
H15 ~0160.967 C € H 1107 HI501 C2 C3 11

016 - C17 1.410 H15 01 €2
C17 —H 1.119 016 H15 O1

016 C17 H
105. 3,

9.1 016 HIS 01 C2 13.6
141.6 HI5 016 C17 H 61.0, 180.0, 299.0

H15 016 C17 107.3

110.3
111.0

N1 —-C2 1.163 N1 C2 C3
C2 —C3 1.439 €2 C3 H
C3 —H 1.120 H?7 N1 C2
MeOH-Atn N1 —H7 2.742 08 H7 N1
H7 —08 0.965 H7 08 C9
08 —-C9 1.409 08 C9 H
€9 -H L1119 105. 2,

179.9 N1 C2 C3 H  .48.1, 168.1, 288.1
110.1 H7 N1 €2 C3 354.5

1648 O08 H7 N1 C2 180.1

164.4 C9 O8 H7 N1 '357.3

107.1 H7 08 C9 H-° 59.0, 178.1, 297.0
111.0

110.9

@®

Oz

() (b)

Fig. 1. Scheme of geometries in MeOH({a) 3nd Acet
(3).

o

=g 4 At 44 Rl 54 2AY
WA & Fig. 4o) A% Fig. 44 S1
s 29 A Aol 4, A9 S2SIHE 6,
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Fig. 2. Scheme of geometry in methanol-methanol
dimer. :

SIHO ¥ 6, 2 3=, o7} S352S1H & ¢, S2
SIHO & ¢, 28]z SIHOC S ¢ 2 A A3}
optimize } o[ % 671 W9 FD9 042}
PA 2] 81 94Az18] A Aol (0-S1) & Table
3o, z8lx ol & o| gAY 4Hf, L.P R D&



254 - R R

Fig. 8. Scheme of geometry in methanol-acetone
dimer.

Table 4o F53Rr).
x| Sgt

utgk e o) A & 29} MeOH-solvent
o] gHe] w§ ojrixyE AMI1 program <
‘ENPART’ subroutine program & A}42%}o 2
g3k,

Energy 91 eV 0|0, total energy (Etot) &=
one-centric contribution 3} two-centric contrib-
ution 2 2 8} one-centric contribution &
t}A] core-electron attraction energy(Ec—e)$}
electron-electron repulsion energy(Ee-e) 2 33
%32, two-centric contribution A} core-elect-
ron attraction energy(Ee-c{a)), core-electron
resonance energy{Ec-e(r)), -electron-electron
repulsion energy (Ee-e) 8} core-core repulsion
energy (Ec-c) 2 ¥},

wrae o $-27} MeOH-solvent o] 3] 2
T4 A3¥ W FAAe] energy A3k total
energy W& keal/mol w2  Hishd
Table 7} 45319+

E= R nit-y

vtt Aelo A9 87} &9 B 9k
optimized geometry & Table 19 &35} v}
Table 191 983 MeOHlA O-H Zeo)7
0.964A, O-C Zo)5} 1.410A0]2, ~HOC=
107.2®)ek, 22z HOCH 7 Al7|e OCH =
o] o] F= old 7o) 77t 61.6, 180.0, 298.9 &
E staggered e & o] ¢}, EtOH AN AY 2
o] ¢} 2§22 MeOH 9} A8z, OCC =l s} Af

48] CCH 8} o] 7ol 24 59.8, 180. 1, 300. 3
22 staggered e F ol £}, Acet = O-C A
o17} 1.2354, C-C A7} 1.496A £CCC = 11
5.4%0]3, OCCH3} A7) HCC= e o|wzt
o] Ztzt 0.1, 120.4, 239.6 =¥ 120.2, 239.5,
359.8 £ % eclipsed Fe)F o] §1}, DMSO &
0-S Zol7} 1.5994, S-C )7 1.7554, £C
SCrl 99.950]x, OSCedx} AlNe SCH=HS
oleizto] A7 97.4, 217.4, 338.9EE syn-
periplaner 8| EE 4.8, 166.6, 286.4 52
staggered Fe| & o)}, DMF+ O-C Zo}7}
1.242A, C-N Zo]7 1.380A, «CNC¥E 121.5
Eolz, OCNg# CNC= 9 o]z zo] 747} 0.8
EE 179.6 £0] 3, CNC=3} NCHiz= 2] o]
Ztel 180.5 =2 heavy QA7) T4 W Ao 9
32, CNC=is} MAe) NCHw= 2 ojcizto] 747}
116.9, 236.6, 356.7 £ 1.0, 121.3, 240.6 &
2 eclipsed ¥} § o] £r}, THF = O-C )7}
1.431A £COC 7} 110.6 £o] 2, OCC=# CCC
He e|mzto] 355. 78 OHUAY 4749 C
VA7 ol T FeldlA o ojg3lE Yo,
COCH % F749) OCH®Y o zto] 242} 120,
6, 237.7 52 staggered Fe & o] Ftl Diox
£ 0-C Zo|7} 1.423A, £COCE 112.9 9]
=, 0CCws CCO=9 o|=mzte] 50.8%2
chair §ei¢ o] ¥z glen, COC} F79)
OCH R 9] o]mizte] 27 69.3, 187.0 =2 stag
gered B & o[£} 282 A& N-C Zo
7} 1.1634, ZNCC 7} 180.0 0|5, NCC =3
AAE CCHRel o)Hze] 27 0.0, 120.0, 2
40.0=& o] &}, ol F &0 A9 AY Ao,
A% Y ojdAe ojn}] mag AYH} F Q
A jet,

Table 2ol MeOH-solvent o] 42} optim-
ized geometry & 8381915}k, Table 2] 93}
" MeOH-MeOH o] &394 PA & O1-H3 2
°]7t 0.965A, O1-C2 Z°|7} 1.414A, £H301-
C2 & 107.920l3, PD9 O8-H7? Aol7} 0.9%67
A, 08-C9 0]} 1.4004, £CoO8HT & 107.2
xo|e}, zelx HOCH= 3 A)7o] OCH=mio] o]
& old4 PA S PD 2.5 staggered el &
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o] v}, MeOH-EtOH ¢ ¥4 <4 PA ¢l EtOH
< COHw AAY HOCRY ojddze 2zt
staggered ¥ 8] 8 ol Fr} MeOH-Acet o) EAll o
A PA<Ql Acet®] 01-C2 7|7 1.2398, ~C3
C2C7 & 116.2 50l =, O1C2C s AAY C2-
CH®9 ojdze] Zt7h 1.0, 121.5 240.85%
eclipsed &) =& 80.3, 200.7, 322.4 == mon-
omer Ae] 9] eclipsed Halo]M vk W3}y
syn-clinal 88| & o] &v} MeOH-DMSO o| &
Aol A PA<l DMSO ¢ 01-S2 |7 1.6054,
£C3852C7 & 100.83 2ol 3, O152C 7 AA 9
SeCH = 9] o] 722 Z7} syn-periplanar E
staggered ¥ 8| & o] §vF, MeOH-DMF o] ]
o)A PA <l DMF 2| C2-N3 Zo|7} 1.3764, £
C2N3C4 & 122.1 0] 5, O1C2N3zi=} S/ 9]
C2N3C e ojgzte) #7 359.8, 181.0%°]
531, C4N3C2 =} N3C2H12 9 9] o]z 7}o] 180.1
T2 monomerd A&t o] heavy 4A7F L
g3 ol gz, CoN3Ca A NCH=9
ojdzt 742 eclipsed e & o . MeOH-
THF o) §#)o] 4 PAQl THF ¢ 01-C Ze|7}
1.4324, £C201C5¢ 110.6 o=, OICCH
3} CCCRY ojhzto] 0.552 OUAT 474
9 CYA7 o] F& HAdA vha o] gFH
om, COCH5 S48 OCH=S o=zl 2
7+ staggered e & o] &vf, MeOH-Diox | %
solA PAQ DMSO$ O-C Zojst 1.423A,
ZCOCE 112.9%0] 3, O1CCH 7 CCO44Y
ojm7te] 52.9% 2 chair & o]Fz Qo
w, COCH3} 5719 OCHe2 o|zize] z7

2%
Orar e’
Y uhk %30 % ©

©—® S

Fig. 4. Definition of external variables reguires to
generate geometry of MeOH-solvent, where S1, S2
and S3 are three atoms of the solvents.

staggered 3§ & & oj#c}, =2z MeOH-Atn 9]
4ol 4] PAQl Atn9 N1-C2 2o|7} 1.1634,
ZNI1C2C3 & 179.9 £0] 3, N1C2C3ddd AA
9] C2C3Hw o] o] & o) 7o] 774 48.1, 16
8.1, 288.1 =2 staggered Fe|E o]EH, =
A7 747+e] monomer b F4 ZATY = mon-
omer 2] geometry 7} A ] #H3A| YT & ¢ T
A4zt

Fig. 4¢ 42 Ao A4 Fsts 64 9
25 viellnl, 23 M HO R CHAx PD
9 sdAtols, S1,S2 € S3+v PA 9 31Alo}
t}, MeOH-solvent ©] 84 2] linear 3 F=olA
o] 67 WA o] §F optimized bond parameter
(d, 8, Oz, 61, 2,63, 0SS k& Table 39
G239k, Table 34 $4+£ AF AdDE
A¥ s MeOH-MeOH o) §4l & 2.1300A, Me-
OH-Acet ol A& 2.1693A, MeOH-DMF ©] %
A 2.1685A o) = MeOH-Atn o] §al &= 2.7423
Aoz oz A e olF ¢4 A¥ A
o) MeOH-DMSO 7} 2.0672A 2.2 77 #=
DMSO< EtOH< MeOH< THF < Acet< DMF<
Diox £o.2 7} &k, ZA¥A(0) & 43

Table 3. Optimized bond parameters of MeOH-solvent dimers

System 4 @y ek dhy o & E
MeOH-MeCH 2.1300 91.6 140.0 —74.7 —89.5 —120.3 2. 9369
MeOQOH-EtOH 2.1243 98.0 167.3 171.38 95.1 107.2 3. 0748
MeOH-Acet 2.1693 112.3 149.1 16.8 35.5 78.7 3. 0401
MeOH-DMSO 2.0672 118.9 147.5 88.7 -31.4 —130.7 2.9324
MeOH-DMF 2. 1685 137.8 130.0 28.9 —-79.8 —-54.8 2. 8870
MeOH-THF 2.1472 111.1 168.¢ ~108.0 110.0 136.1 3. 1000
MeQOH-Diox 2. 2261 96-1 141.6 110.1 13.6 135.1 3.0437
MeOH-Atn 2.7423 164.5 164.4 —5.4 -179.9 —2.7 3.6811
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AM1 program & 2 water dimerel] 3] |43k
A linear Fel Bt} cyclic 7} kA dictn
RIF wFMg A9 o] MeOH-MeOH o] 33
T 140.0%, MeOH-Acet o] §4 & 149.1 50)
3, MeOH-DMSO o]l & 147.552 180 %
o] A7) 140 oA 160 & M) 2 optimize
Ak, 081 Y Fol & 4dnn] MeOH-
MeOH o] %49 0..07k8) A Ro)o) Wit
ab-initio(6-31G*) BB 2.95A0]7 2 g
FoNE 2.9369A 02 & WYY =28
MeOH-Acte & 3.0401A, MeOH-DMSO & 2.9
324A o)},

Table 49 87} & Bx+9} MeQH-solv
ent °|3A ] 4Hf, L.P 2 D& $53d}
Table 404 monomer o) 13| 4% B MeOH,
EtOH, Acet, DMF 2 Atn® ‘*° 34 e
ojml nog =Fe] AMI program o2 A A4
| Asst 2 LASe, 2 47 23 EOH Y
LP & 10.8758, DMF9 LP& 9.6677°] =,
DMSO & 4Hf 7} 5.1688, 1.P 7} 9.9285 2] =
D& 4.94330|c}, =3 THF & 77} —58.399
6, 10.1806, 1.9186 3+< 7tx, Diox & z+7h —
94. 8784, 10.2058, 0.0482 2+2 ztth, MeOH
~solvent o] &Ao] &) o} HEL Ay
MeOH-MeOH & JHi 7} —116.9434 L.P & 10.
N24, D+ 0.60820]32, MeOH-Acet & 7}z
—109.4012, 10.7768, 2.9020, MeOH-DMSO =
77z —57.5022, 10. 0591, 3.94378 3¢ zt=v)

vieh e o] o] A2} MeOH-solvent o] %

Table 4. AHf(keal/mol), I, P(eV), and D(debye) of
monomers and MeOH-solvent dimers

System 4Hf LP D
MeOH — 57.0278* 11.1340* 1.6263*
EtOH — 62.6631* 10.8758  1.5508*
Acet ~ 49.1910* 10.6672* 2.9197*
DMSO 5.1688  9.9285  4.9433
DMF — 36.8848* 9.6677  3.5476*
THF — 58.3996 10.1806 1.9186
Diox — 94.8784 10.2058  0.0482
Atn . 19.2780% 12.4644*% 2.8041*
MeOH-MeOH | —~116.943¢ 10.9024 0. 6082
MeOH-EtOH | —123.9606 10.7609  1.9786
MeOH-Acet —109.4012 10.7768 2.9020
MeOH-DMSO | — 57.5022  10. 0591 3.9378
MeOH-DMF — 97.9812 9. 7794 3.9984
MeOH-THF ~118.2955 10.3700 1.7521
MeOH-Diox —154.7063  10.2402 1.5198
MeOH-Atn — 38.9631 10.7136  4.2283

Aol o) PDS H,0% CYxst PAS S13
52 A R e WY A 2 LAY elec-
tron density w2}aks PD ¢ O-H <} PA 9 S1-
S29 ZA{ ZAe] wizlakes 22 Table 59
Table 6] 48351},

Table 5 A electron density ¥ 3}ekg s
X MeOH-MeOH ¢} 4 PD 9 H A7} 0.8045
o4 0.7867 2 0.0178 74, OQAE 6.3260
ol A 6.3457 2 0.0197 F7}3lz, CRAE 4.0
73394 4.0674 2 0.0059 743kl 2z
PA S S14l O 9AE 6.3260904 6.3405 2

Table 5. Electron density variation in MeOH-solvent dimer relative to monomer densities (unit: electron charge)

| PD PA
System
H O C S1 82
MeOH-MeOH —0.0178 0.0197 —0. 0059 0. 0145 —0. 0060
MeOH-E«OH —10.0195 0.0177 —0. 0080 0.0124 0. 0087
MeOH-Acet —0.0235 0.0217 —0. 0078 0.0274 —0.0112
MeOH-DMSO —0.0413 0. 0409 -0. 133 0.0183 0. 0056
MeOH-DMF —0.0239 0. 0224 —0.0104 0.0163 —0. 0078
MeOH-THF —0.06199 0. 0185 —0. 0070 0.0163 0. 0005
MeOH-Diox —0. 0189 0.0168 —0.0049 0. 0184 . 0.0060
MeOH-Aitn —~{. 0138 0. 0087 —0. 0062 0.0187 —0. 0148
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Table 6. Bond length variation (4L) MeOH-solvent dimer relative to Monomer lengths (unit: A)
H--O Length S1---82 Length
System
Monomer Dimer 4L Monomer Dimer 4L
MeOH-MeQOH 0. 9641 0.967¢ 0. 0029 1.4102 1.4142 0. 0040
MeOH-EtOH 0. 9641 0. 9670 0. 0029 1.4197 1.4183 —0. 0024
MeOH-Acet 0. 9641 0.9674 0. 0033 1. 2351 1. 2386 0. 0035
MeOH-DMSO 0. 9641 0. 9766 0. 0065 1. 5989 1. 6045 0. 0056
MeOH-DMF 0. 9641 0. 9673 0. 0032 1.2422 1.2451 0. 0029
MeOH-THF 0. 9641 0. 9671 0. 0030 1.4308 1.4313 0. 0005
MeOH-Diox 0. 9641 0. 9668 0. 0027 1. 4237 1.4257 0. 0020
MeOH-Atn 0. 9641 0. 0651 0. 0010 1.1634 1. 1632 —0. 0002
Table 7. Energy variation in MeOH-solvent dimer relative to monomer energies (unit:keal/mol)
one—centric two-centric
contribution contribution
System 4JEtot
AEc-e JEe—e dEc-ea)  dEc-e{r) AEe-e dEc-c

MeOH-MeOH —51.7523 53. 4221 —34597.8 0. 0437 17290. 77 17302. 41 —2.87%
MeOH-EtOH —T71. 1160 74.3452 —42976.3 —2.9486 21451.59 21520.18 —4. 2573
MeQOH-Acet —69. 6693 71. 0930 —54079.4 1. 2673 27030. 26 27043.31 —3.1740
MeOH-DMSO ~84.6009 88.9272 —58201. 4 —1. 0649 29136. 11 29066, 39 —5.6281
MeOH-DMF —67.5188 69. 3312 —67147.6 —0. 4025 33600. 21 33541. 91 —4. 0595
MeOH-THF —50. 8898 51. 4717 —62797. 2 —0. 3381 31387.13 31406. 77 —2.8589
MeOH-Diox —53. 7740 54. 2869 —71258.1 1.4145 35626. 74 35626. 60 —2.7922
MeOH-Atn —19.5776 20. 4263 —28792.7 —1.5088 14420. 59 14371. 56 —1.2098

0.0145 3713z, S291 C AL 4.0733404
4.0793 2.2 0.0060 Z7}+315 e},  ©]+= hydrogen
-bonded system ¢j] 4 electron density ¥3} 7 3
Aol A3 ojof nmE =F%H F AXgoh
2 A8 A A 2 A5, hydrogen-bo-
nded proton 9] electron density = Z+a3lz, E
A, PD 9A3 PA 949 electron density =
Z715tx, PD A7 PAQIA vt @ol $7}
sk, A, X-H-Y9 X Yo A3 A
C7 S2 9219 electron density & Z& ¢ H
#3te 7 FA ¢ ek, ol F e A o gl
& electron density W3t 3s 59 A ¢4
Ag 43 PDS H A9 eectron density
72k MeOH-DMSO 7} 0.04113 02 713 =2
2 DMSO>DMF >Acet >THF >EtOH >Diox >
MeOH o 2 7h43tt), =% Table 644 PD
S H-03¢ 7o) ¥3g 4983 MeOH-Me-
Vol. 32, No. 3, 1988

OH o) &= 0.96414A o] A 0.9670A 2.2 0.00
29A Z7}, MeOH-Acet ©) 44| & 0.0033A &7}
83, MeOH-DMF o| @3l 0.0032A &7t &
25 FUlEg es, 2 $71%& MeOH-DMSO
7} 0.0056A 2.2 714 =3 DMSO>>Acet>DMF
STHF>EtOH=MeOH>Diox 402 7ti3t
o}, PA 9] S1-52 B oo WE g
MeOH-MeOH o) 3|+ 1.4102A o] A4 1.41424
o2 0.0040A Z7}, MeOH-Acet o] 8A & 0.
0035A #1532, MeOH-DMF o] 34+ 0.0029
A Zo19o| 4x AYEL < F 9 o AY
Ze] 94 MeOH-Acet 8 MeOH-Atn & A 93}
3 2% FUEd

MeOH-solvent o) k8] 4 Z2Y AR F
A= Bstsh Azt o)vix o] Watake Table
7o) S8t Table 7o) G5 $4 A
27 Ec-e Wl 3} ¥ (JEc-¢), Ee-e ¥l3}3(JEe-¢),
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Ece{a) W3l% (4Ec-e{a)), Ec-e(r) #is}e
(4Ec-e<r)), Ee-e ¥3lg} (4Ee-e), Ec-c W3}
% (JEc-¢)-& A8 nal MeOH-MeOH ¢) g3 &=
Zy7} —51.7523, 53.4221, —34597.8, 0.0437,
17290.77. 17302.41 ¢S et =28l Etot
W3 e (JEot) S —2.8796 22 JEtoto] heat
of formation & W& etz XY} 2 A 2
°] %39 hydrogen-bonding o] 7] ¢l 8}l stabili-
zation energy <oA= DMSO 7} —5.6281kcal/f
mol 2 7}3 a3z DMSO>EtOH>DMF>Acet
>MeOH>THE>Diox>Atn 2.8 748},

ol £ QFAdA EPENW o2 o 7§ =807
7 79} MeOH-EtOH &9tz 2 4A %= g
o, 223 oA B AFe] ot i A
gloll 8] one-centric contribution &} o)A ¥
3= 9A ZASE vl dbeel  two-centric
contribution 8] ¥ 3}8k2 one-centric contribut-

iond oA &3 o] 49 sld HAE VP
¢ T Aen Fa A duixd iE 7o
E ¥ MeOH-DMSO 7} —9.9544keal/mol 2. 7}
A 2x 2 ¢AE stabilization energy 44}
LA el w3 ol gl A PDY HYAs} PA
2] 81 A7) twocentric contribution energy
o g4 A ] AY S ¥Ry
MeOH-DMSO 7+ —30.544 keal/mol 2 713 =
2 2 £A¢ EOHE A9tz  stabilization
energy A<k YA 8},

2 dF 23 MeOH-MeOH o] @A} w3
MeOH-DMSO 7t % 424 3E st o
£ A7494 483 MeOH-DMSO &3+
o4 1-Adamanthyl %29 7}ul) el &F-3] vk
Sl A AY Aok F A3z ik, o
Aol e MeOH 8ol Sefe)] a2 a, 8 U z*
729 ¥EE UV spectrometer 2 &3 BF
DMSO @ao| 7} #ol wel wh-g Sx7F 4
& vtz et 23y o] FH Y A4 A2
Hrtez Lo g3 gAH oz HPsjd e
i 5530l 3lo] £ dFAlA trimer, tetr
amer 52| polymere] #F dFE Atz
ghet,

A &

(1) MOH-solvent ©] %2 hydrogen-bond-
ing off 7]d 8l stabilization energy & DMSO>
EtOH>DMF > Acet >MeOH>THF >Diox>Atn
ToB Zragct

(2) MeOH-solvent ©] @32} hydrogen-bond-
ing A3} linear §&] B} cyclic Fe)7} A8}
o 180 29 AYAol MOEA 160% W92
optimize 5] §)c}.

(3) MeOH-solvent o] &x]9] o= £ &
o) A two-centric contribution energy ® 3}izke)
T& A oA ff Jldx A9 stabil-
ization energy <47} < & §}re},

(4) MeOH-solvent o] @42 44 A oy
A A A2} a, 9 2 3o} 3tk BB
AR A7} QA {ed

2 dF =T 86dE T2 4 gy v
A Az £9 sgey 2 AFE AR F
A FTxF el A 24,
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