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ABSTRACT. The effect of pressure and temperature on the stabilities of the charge transfer comple-
xes of 1,3, 5-trinitrobenzene, tetrachloro-p-benzoquinone and tetracyancethylene with hexamethylbenzene
in carbon tetrachloride has been investigated by spectrophotometric measurements. The equilibrium
constants for the formation of the complexes were obtained at various temperature and pressure, and
thermodynamic parameters for the formation of the charge transfer complexes are calculated from these
values. The relative stabilities of charge transfer complexes with hexamethylbenzene increase in the
order; 1,3, 5-trinitrobenzene<tetrachloro-p-benzoquinone <tetracyancethylene. This may be regarded as
an order of relative acidity of these compounds in complexation with hexamethylbenzene and is explained
in terms of the negative inductive effect of the n acceptors. The red-shift at higher pressure, the blue-
shift at higher temperature and the relation between pressure and oscillator strength are discussed
on the basis of thermodynamic functions.
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ol Z-AtEe] AL XA Jldxle YHY 2E
9] dgg ol B9 ARES7 HEEn
o|g 99 4 BE/} ws FEe A
o} Aslo)F ouzlr} s wg Rez o4
o] &, 1§t ol Q77 B3] o) FH
b9 = Kwun 5'%"3} Scholtz’s o8] &£x2}
U 273 ol A Ase)F AR d} YL AT
gt HTol k4 Poh™2} Fukuzumi $¥5&
Asto]lF gl I AT E Hammett 2]37)
3o} AAFA A 3} o] 3 Hul o] AAZ
Agsigic).

Aso]| F3E P9 el np2 W= W
FA e} AAPEA Abo)g] SR EH S He)o} iz}
conjugate system®] g e F4xe
2712 el A4 o] FdAde] Aoy, £x 9]
A5 A3l AT F AYEFA HY <]
Fd4te] dolvh= flglez FEEQudon,

7 4€ n-n Aslo|FAEE dFaksley HA
FAZe HAdulAg 222 AApEs A
did s} wlmy ey}l =s| FE EIst
A 2 1,3,5-EWERMA, bEezlFEe g
il EFe 4 HEd ol odAE Yl o]
7 AstolFAE HAdol deiA bR Exe] of
F& AFskA sdd $viEe AdEgLE Al
23t k& 1, 200, 500, 1000 2 1400 bar, 28|
TE= 25,40 P 50CE ARgstgch 4 271604
velhd &4 ~HEYOZRE FPAe Ko AV,
AG, AH % ASE &3l ZAlod o3t d«aH
Aag vz zasc) w3 4 A de

g 2ded o2 BE] o7 Z7ld] W Aol F,
LEAGe G E YMolF W NFA} YEE BA
e ot 2w F¥e AEsE AT A
AFA F dapeledfl Al p-AzpRAEe] A2y
A& ko) el AxAE oj7jsted vl
sl ey E4EY AAE $¢5 Bk

o #H

Alekel HE| A BHo| MIE. A3 eki(Rea
gent grade, Merck, Germany) = ¥4 982go 2
©g5312 Todd ColumnolA 28 Z5H 3ldden,

2 w8 v)Ys FRELS 76.9C9) 14595204} 4
Abel &l A (Ultra pure grade, Tokyo Kasei, Japan)
< AAA 43 A3k 1,3,5-EvERy
A (Extra pure grade, Tokyo Kasei, Japan)3 &|
Eze g gl z2Hi=(Extra pure grade, Tokyo
Kasei, Japan)-& ojsd-22 A AR A ARS 3}
e 22y 1225C ) 2896C %) ol Bzl
ol (Extra pure grade, Tokyo Kasei, Japan)&
E22yde s AFAHAAA HAHGT S=He
199~-200Cst). AMSgF RE S99 Aol
vk A zwje} mpe} whEoiAch

s HY. 2} 2x2l gkl A4
F-#7|(Varian Techtron, Co., Superscan 3) £ %
¥ ~2HEYE A7) $3o 2} B4 AE A
aate] A6 Apgsirtn g o] H4}
H LW M(HMB)# Ez]JE=RW(TNB), =E=}
E2z H2p2HA=(TCB) R HEZA bk oY
A(TCNE) ] FZ=+ blankZ4] Lolal Abedzjet
2F A8t 250~720nme) AP e HA A
243k}, HMB 4«3} TNB $9& #& %o
Mg ERY F FI=T SA4SAR of B
blankZ+ TNB £-43} E3319& o9} 2 5
%41 HMB 4-94-& AH4-3lsich. HMB-TNB A+l 49
HMB9 &2+ 58 70, 82 ¥ 94X107%mol-
"L, TNB #X+ 652, 7.82 ¥ 912X10"* mol-!
o131, HMB-TCB A|<J*{¢] HMB9) FE+¥ 5.1, 63,
7.5 % 8.7X10"%mol-{"Y, TCBY] T+ 4.82 6.02
gl 7.23X107* mol+¢ 7], HMB-TCNE Ajoj| ]
HMBY FE+& 4.2,55,68 R 81X10 2 mol-i'¢]
2 TCNE® %+ 087, 1.31 % 1.75X107 ! mol+!~!
o] FE % 3 A glolAd 449 FEE FAH
2R3l AYexyE 25 40 R 50CE &z 7
L%l w3l 1, 200, 500, 1000 X 1400 hard) ¢

THol A Agstdct AP ZE Al 2l g9

FHEe HA2 390~530 nm 2] HAA F
+ HdE Bk

E- R k-

TS| E WY e @YY, S5 ¥
TSt Aisi’ks 32 HMB-TNB, HMB-TCB,
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Fig. 1, Pressure dependence of log K. for charge tra-
nsfer complexes between HMB and n-acceptors at
25¢. 1: TNB, 2: TCB, 3: TCNE

Table 1. Wavelengths of maximum absorption, molar extinction coefficients and equilibriom constants for the
formation of charge transfer complexes between hexamethylbenzene and some acceptors in carbon tetrachloride

at various pressures and temperatures

TNB TCB TCNE

Temp{C) Presstbar) j  (m) ¢ K houlam) e K. Joulom) e K.
25 1 3906 2289 585 516.0 2380 9.01 536.0 5278 123
200 3917 2309 6.29 517.5 2472 9.63 536.5 5392 138

500 3934 2381 6.63 519.1 2582 107 5373 5511 156

1000 395.3 2481 7.30 5223 2793 124 5385 5735 196

1400 396.5 2579 801 523.9 2085 137 539.0 6007 222
40 1 389.1 2339 5.20 5149 2392 6.97 534.6 5290 90.2
200 390.0 2380 541 516.0 2487 7.24 534.7 5361 98.3

500 3913 2411 5.85 5174 2597 7.34 535.7 5450 111

1000 3928 2500 6.25 520.3 2825 8.29 536.6 5602 139

1400 393.7 2604 6.70 5216 2067 963 536.9 5934 150
50 1 3882 2350 483 514.1 2404 6.07 5336 5304 72.6
200 388.9 2396 498 515.1 2493 6.30 5339 5420 785
500 3900 2429 5.26 516.2 2604 6.80 534.5 5540 88.1

1000 391.2 2528 5.60 518.7 2857 761 535.2 5763 104

1400 3918 2630 5.84 520.0 2985 8.10 5356 6044 113
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Table 2. Fraction of dative structure and electron af-
finities of n-acceptors

Fraction of dative Electron affinity

CT complexes structure (%)  of acceptor (V)

HMB-TNB 38 173
HMB-TCB 48 248
HMB-TCNE 6.7 277

vebyok AAFAel AApEA Aeldl HAlse
£23hgg vlet4beloll A nonbonded 722} dative
T2 Ate]e] FHol 93le] <43 HrPs uwpejs)
HMBS®} n-d#putAlE Alolol) PAS= 239 4
Y A== dative F27) 7]l Ay =
7}ol] ©3 3k wter} Poh S92 Hammett p value S
Abg-slo] Balabgol glejA Q) dative 27 7)o
= 282 Aasleded ogn e aAAle
Al-g-3hedc),

F=pci/pre (D

o] 21225 9] dative 2ol g 7)1 =8 Table
2¢] ALk A7IM pore BAREe] Wy abre)
FAlele Hammett pZhely, pei A3 Ze
AzpEAl o§t Hammett pgloict.

Mulliken®ell 2Jsbd Asto] 5EAESo] k= A
3lo)F o= AAFAY o] 23} olhz|e} WA
WAEY HARRT A AFe) g
4AEE 7HL o|AE =¥ 5 Utk uekd
HMBe}2] 28 Aol glojA EXAEE] A
Yo HAPAESY A2} s ae) iR
e ez W7zEic). Chen?t Wentworth®o 2
slo] Al4tx! Hepo]ERES Wy AN g}
& Table 2¢] 7 4 FZsiqdch £ A744
HMB-TCNE A)9| Ex}259) 73 $-ol K, gto] o} &
¥AAERc AR ZA Jepged ole TCNE
Ao A% AANHE7) 71 22 dative T-ZReol}
3t 7)o 7} A7) o] = TNB % TCB £
dzAIEe n A2 Wdlnele] FF 3t
A 3lsl ubd TCNES] ndghe o)d a7t ¢l
7] gD Hez H2Lch

HMB<} TNB, TCB 22]x TCNE Alele] 3}
o)F2t-Zo] A ue] F ¥apdz AV g3}

Table 3. Comparison of volume change (— AV, cm?-
mole™') on the formation of charge transfer comple-
xes between hexamethylbenzene and acceptors in
carbon tetrachloride at several temperatures

Temp. (C) TNB TCB TCNE
25 647 8.52 139
40 5.69 6.26 120
50 444 5.33 10.9

ol By dHezo e A

é
(dnke, AV -

% 7 RT

= log Kok P Alele] RAE Fig 1o Jelgla,
Lbarol| 4] ZHAle} B Fa@ s} AV 3 Table 39
v ik AFA s} AAPRAI SR EE Aol E
ZHgo] B¥AE we) X AVeE AV=V.-
(Vo+ VR Ao o724 V, V,, Ve 77
24E, "AFA sl "AzpiAle] B L35 el
Wl & d7Ades BE A AV<0Q Aoz
Jeldonz V<(Vp+ V) dE & 5 2oy Table
34 He ulg} o) {AV] Zke] TCNE>TCB>
TNB #2& a3tz gled 17 TCNEY 73
$7t & AAEDEE B o gl g o] R n
WE-& Hoighet. 017 #ArL Ab7)9] A3tE(dative
Tz 7NHE, AzAE 3 HPYAegH A dH
ahat gl 3 2E7) A5 el e AV 2]
2E B diste 7rastm gl o|AL HA)
FALHZPRA Apo]o} FAHAF Y AT} TEI)
5ol wfel of3gE Eddc) 259} gt nje)
REAe AVl Wighels AME A Aoy
Wallwork'®el] @3] X-4 3l 2ls)d A5 gx,
Ag2 F AE Alele] 3 F van der Waal's9]
ubx] &2} Wallworke] #a]& 143l m8g u}
sich

AEMol HAE B Usto)TAE YA
o2 Aoz HE AG, AL 3 AH ¢
Aezs Wi ASE FYAFERH Adsto Ta-
ble 4] Z3stdrk. AG, AH % AS7) giede] &
7kl wel 2 Aelg| =27} HPE 4 F Aok
ol 9ol Zrlstd RES) AYRES} F7l3lo
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TCNE$) 247} 743 wetdh Age olge & &
ek o) HeHE R Naked 7} gapagol
W3 AHSh ASshel BAE Fig 20 viehBgick

2%7 dFq Ao 4R, w2 HMB-
-6F © 1 bar 1/
a 200 ©
® 500 ' A/
., X | o 1000 [
Table 4. Thermodynamic functions of charge transfer A 1400 ,0/
complexes between hexamethylbenzene and accep- W4
tors in carbon tetrachloride at various pressures and 1or Va
25¢C 2
L 1/0
Parameter Pressibar) TNB TCB TCNE o , /A
—AH 1 66 117 181 3 My 28
(kJ-mole™") 200 738 12.6 184 = /
500 7.59 14.0 18.7 = A
1000 8.56 154 198 8l s
1400 9.76 16.3 215
—AG 1 443 5.56 12.0 ,
(kJ-mole™") 200 457 571 122 i °
500 4,73 591 12,5 20l 3‘/
1000 495 627 131 /
1400 518 650 134 -315 —:;o 25 -1.5 -1.0 -;
—AS 1 761 206 20.7
(J-mole ™'+ deg) 200 942 234 208 45, 1-sole-t-deg!
13% 51;26? gg: 2;2 Fig, 2. The isokinetic relationship for charge transfer
1400 154 331 270 complexes between HMB and r-acceptors. 1: TNB,

2: TCB, 3: TCNE

Table 5. Thermodynamic properties of charge transfer complexes between hexamethylbenzene and acceptors
in carbon tetrachloride at 25C and various pressures

Acceptors Trinitrobenzene Tetrachloro-p-benzoguinone Tetracyanoethylen

LP 1 200 500 1000 1400 1 200 500 1000 1400 i 200 500 1000 1400
2. AV —647 —605 -542 —437 -353 —852 —820 ~7.73 —694 —631 —136 —129 ~11.3 —876 —6.70
3. (JAVAT) 1P 789 709 585 381 216 129 120 108 880 691 121 108 813 452 148
4. AH —669 —738 —759 —856 —976 —117 ~-126 —140 —154 —163 ~181 —184 —187 -198 —215
5. 3AH/P =304 =275 -232 —-159 —101 —4.76 —445 —404 —330 —272 —506 -457 —360 —225 — 113
6. (AV-ToAVAT) —300 —272 —229 —157 —100 —470 —440 —399 —326 —269 —500 —450 —-355 -222 —1.11

-10-]
7. AU=AH—PAV —669 —726 —-7.32 —812 —926 -117 —124 —136 ~147 —154 —180 —181 —182 -189 —194
8. dALOP -238 -214 ~177 —115 —065 —390 -362 —326 —260 —208 —371 -326 —246 —136 —045
9. - ToAVHT —235 —-212 —174 —114 —640 -385 -358 —322 —257 —206 —360 —32.2 —243 —134 —440

- P3AV/P
10. AG —443 —457 473 —-495 -518 -556 —571 —591 —627 ~650 —120 —122 —125 -13.1 —134
11. AS —764 —941 —962 —121 —154 -205 —-234 ~27.1 —307 —330 —-207 —208 —210 —237 —-270
12. —9AGAT —758 —D543 -960 —121 —154 -206 —231 —271 —306 —329 —204 —208 —208 —225 —235
13. (0AS/0P) « 107 —-800 —-737 -5% —385 -219 -131 —121 -109 —871 -698 ~123 —11.0 —824 —459 —151
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o) 5 7} Ay Aol WY AHSE AS Aolee BF
S5AAE BT e, o] W 7 FHREE
TNB ; Tie=3%°K, TCB; T,,2=375°K @ TCNE
P To=510°Ke]t}. £ AFolde 4257 4
gLeerrt 2 vepdn gled ol AL
s =wukg-e] EAYE ¢ § U FoiA
exolA) HFEHAY K & o) vepd &
At} InK.=a+bP+cP2. weld AG, AH ¥ ASE
P & 22} 2 PSS Table 4RFE
=9 oo e ko) Table 5ol Fy=ch
AVe (2)4228E Pl gl K9] o)EATel
RTS 33k 7t 4PellA9) ghot Lz, 4 &
A8 AVERE VAT & 2cl AH¢
AU Pel W3t FAIZRE JAHWEP 9 AU
0APS) 31& Agl&d) Table S04 Bz wis} ol
7t aEe] izt QAH/WOPSt AV-T-0AVAT,
SAU/OPS — T (dAV/AT) —P(OAV/EP) B AS%}
—(8AGAT) Alololle A= H|5:¥} & ez
gieh oz Az ¢+ Frlel o AE <
Qe Z71gE 4 4 ek

¢ - 2 O|sT FTSX Z2=. HMBS} TNB,
TCB = TCNE *jo]8] Asje)54EE2) ¥ &

Table 6. Comparison of the pressure shift of absorp-
tion maxima, (v\~V)ux im cm™! of charge transfer
complexes between hexamethylbenzene and some
acceptors in carbon tetrachloride at several tempera-
tures

el g F4 Al Ao S} LEASo] B
HAo)F oko| Table 63} 7] 712} vieht glch. To-
dle 6o A FY o|F-& E9) A4z} Tl sy
AxpiAe Ao} Fokg) o FAage
el sled, ¢]Ae AEIHL E23si=v)
P o 4HY ATNE Vehie s e A
9=tk & 227 A5 7 AR Alole] uito)
F7Hse] AEAAAS ke 2FE slAey =
g n-PApAlS] AAAME 7} 27}l gl o)F
9] ofo) Zhaszted] ¢l 1bardlA wers] Ae
Al GHFvkl] B g x| ¢Rnt o
<A™ Ao o] FA AFL st Frlel ua}
o] E2} 332 el Wx gcin A9 € 4 il
HMBs} oj2) n-AzpALE Alel9] A3}o]§2HE
st 3152} A= f7h AAbE] ot Table 80 viel}
ek A¥E ZE g FolR xo MY ke
gPo| Fridte) ue} Frlshes FEYE Mol 9l
d o)A tHH P BE Fkske A
AX|F 1 Qi) RE 7-$oll 40P & wled =}
Fig 30 e} 2l 25 40 % 50Tl A &) TNB2)
2%~ 3/OPFE 535, 694 R 7.77X 1075 bar~to| I,
TCB®) #$elle 7.37, 919 2 968X 10 % bar~'o| 2

Table 7. Comparison of the temperature shift of ab-
sorption maxima, (v — Vas)m in cm™} of charge trans-
fer complexes between hexamethylbenzene and some
acceptors in carbon tetrachloride at various pressu-
res

Temp.(C) Press(bar) TNB TCB TCNE Press(bar) Temp.(C) TNB TCB TCNE

25 1 0 0 0 1 25 0 0 0

200 719 56.1 17.4 40 98.7 414 56.3

500 182 115 452 50 158 717 83.9
1000 304 235 86.6 200 25 0 0 0

1400 381 292 107 40 111 56.1 60.3

40 1 0 0 0 50 184 89.0 943
200 59.3 415 134 500 25 0 0 0

500 145 92.1 384 40 136 65.0 65.1

1000 242 201 69.7 50 222 108 995
1400 300 249 846 1000 25 0 0 0

50 1 0 ¢ 0 40 161 764 722
200 46.3 378 105 50 265 132 115
500 119 79.2 316 1400 25 0 0 0

1000 198 175 55.5 40 179 85.0 77.0
1400 247 219 70.1 50 293 145 121
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Table 8. Oscillator strength of charge transfer bands,
fx1¢% for complexes between hexamethylbenzene
and some acceptors

Temp. (C) Press{bar) TNB TCB TCNE
25 1 6.62 4.90 13.0
200 6.73 5.10 132
500 6.93 529 134

1000 717 5.58 139
1400 7.37 5.99 14.3

40 1 6.80 4.96 13.1
200 6.88 513 133

500 714 540 13.6

1000 743 5.87 13.8

1400 7.77 6.24 14.6

50 1 6.96 5.05 13.3
200 7.04 5.24 135

500 7.32 5.52 13.8

1000 7.70 6.02 14.4

1400 8.02 6.40 15.0

18T
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£ x 102

a—1(5.38x10°0)
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a— 21137 310°8)
/

2 [3 10 14 18
P x 1072

Fig. 3. Pressure dependence of oscilator strength for
charge transfer complexes between HMB and n-acce-
ptors at 25¢. 1: TNB, 2: TCB, 3: TCNE,

TCNE+ 9.22, 973 % 11.1X10 % bar™'e)gic}. Fig
4% HMB=} TNB, TCB 3! TCNE A<l ei3td 314
Z7hel % RS HTYYe) AfoliA7t
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Fig. 4. Correlation between the difference of electron
transfer energies, #vm.x and the difference of free
energy, AG of complex formation for pressure varia-
tion in the HMB-several n-acceptors systems.
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