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2 9of Methanol, ethanol, acetone, dimethylsulfoxide, N, N-dimethylformamide, tetrahydro-
furan, dioxane @ acetonitrile 8] 87} E&bol] 3 So]l 508 22 & EH oz og} &S 4 A
FAR Bz, 84X £AE AR wAZ o, o] & o] FA S AMI1 Hamiltonian ¥ ¥}  supermo-
lecule §oll 9J3] monomer ¥ dimer 2] optimized geometry, electron density, molecular energy =
hydrogen-bonding energy & Al 413}k, = A3 2 7+ dimer 9 hydrogen-bonding o] 7] &} 31+ stab-
ilization energy 44+ dimethylsulfoxide >ethanol >N, N-dimethyl-formamide >acetone >methanol
>tetrahydrofuran>>dioxane>acetonitrile 9} & A4gton] o] <kH A9 44 & electron density 9 ¥ 3}
92 energy partition 8] Az Awdstg o}

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-bonding 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 Ao W3te] 6-31G*= Al A3 o7,
F 2o Tanglo] otHEVERL} setgo] o
Bt STO-3G 2 473y, dA ol=d 4
2 Aol V¥ gol vlad A} AL
A 35 AL AHAZ dov, BAE
A Wy o3 HE o A nd T
7} 9der &HEs dFo] dg] ARgEz gl
t}, Morokuma®? = HCOOH o] &% CNDO/2
Hoz 4 A v E AP o cou-
lomb integralo] =LA velytz, ubbe1] ] 7}
A & Hol&F 249 G. Kolpman 3}
Hopfinger'® &= &3 olA|EdH 3z o3t
MINDO/3§ ez Agstgor), o= 3gtol
STO-3G ¢+ 9 A FE 23k K. Y.Bur-
stein & MNDO/H Y& 483t &3 NH3
2 HF o] gAlol sl 78 A} o]FES
4-31G 9 ¥ A YA AL A3 meh A3l o
Z 94X EE g3

S AR EAG 2L AW A A A
A} 4 o 2= EPEN (empirical potential energy
funtion based on the interaction energy of ele-
ctrons and nuclei)¥ o] Bo] A&z glowi?
H. A. Scheragal®%& o] fopo] g2 =F& W
E33H

2 AFE oA £F &9 A¥AA A
o] 3 o] &4 AL EA 0% Austin Model
1 (AM1)& A}$-3l¢ methanol(MeOH), ethanol
(EtOH), acetone(Acet), dimethylsulfoxide (DM-
S0), N, N-dimethylformamide(DMF), tetrah-
ydrofuran (THF), dioxane(Diox) 2 acetonitrile
(Atn)9] 8712 Ew FAo] oig MeOH-solv-
ent o] §xo] s AMI Hamiltoniana ¥ 5} sup-
ermolecle #] o] 9] 3] optimized geometry, electron
density, molecular energy 2 hydrogen-bonding
energy & Al A3tg e}, olee] RE A 4L VAX
-8700 computer & AH&3F3 o},

201 2o uict M 2= HY

871x o H=zel wigAd Fzx AAL
AM1 program ¢ 2 Al 4t5)o] wtg® =FB5E 7
22 A% Ao, AjA B o]H7 59 internal

coordinate % input data 2 3}o] EE geometry
Z- optimize 3} v}, =22 A heat of formation
o] 47 & o9 optimized geometry & A A
519 ), Geometry optimization -& DAVIDON-
FLETCHER-POWELL & optimization techni
que & AHg3H515},

o] Al A dod uvi=tAeolAe Lef §
#+2] optimized geometry & Table 1] 433}
F3, dzi MeOH 9 Acet? ¥A Fz&
Fig. 1] “Yepigls o] & &9 A9 heat of
form tion(4Hf)3} ionization potential(I.P) 2
dipole moment(D)& Table 4] 534},

olEtHel = HY

AM1 -& MNDO 7} van der Waals A8A %
gojx Q& = YR white v 2] 7} A A
A 2 dehte BAE AR F8ke] MN-
DO 49 7]&2] core repulsion function(CRF)
o] Gaussian term 2 F7}8te $A35 RAo|d},

ol# CRF& o}&3 7}

CRF(AB)=ZA ZByAB [1+F(A)+F(B)]

o 71 A
F(A) =exp(—aA RAB) + 2 KAdexp[LAi{

(RAB—MAi)?]
F(B) =exp(—aB RAB)+ = KBjexp[LBj

(RAB—MBj)?Je] o},

AM1 9 symbolism & MNDO ¢ 7+ o CRF ¢}
F&k2] interatomic repulsion & 7+4 A 7]7] 93}
of -4 vt mE 2 o] A9 attractive Gaussian
< A7tete e repulsion & A& g &
Ag 719 repulsiono] repulsive Gaussian &
A7 . AML & 99 o2 43 org-
anic element(C, H, O, N) parameter & A}2-3}3
Rt 2 A £ o+ MINDO/3 v MNDO =2
ok o] A9 4 AF oA AT AAE

AM1 & AHE-SRGLE
2 od 3+ MeOH £ proton donor(PD)2 &}
3, 87} £+ ¥AE proton acceptor(PA) =&
o] F 8o AL linear 3HA] 4 ot
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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 1.410 01l C2 H 110.9
C2-H 1.119 105.1, 111.0
EtOH 01 —H3 0.964 H3 01 C2 106.6 H3 01 C2 C4 179.9
01 —C2 1.420 01 C2 C4 107.3 H3 O1 C2 H 59.6, 300.3
C2 —-H 1.124 o1 C2 H 109.7 01 C2 C4 H 59.8, 180.1, 300.3
C4 —H 1.116 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 —C3 1.49% C3 C2 C7 115.4 01 C2 C7 H 120.2, 239.5, 359.8
C7-H 1.117 C2 C3 H 110.2
C7 —H 1.117 C2 C7 H 110.1
DMSO 01 —S2 1.599 01 S2 C3 102.2 01 S2 C3 H 97.4, 217.4, 338.9
S2 —-C3 1.755 C3 S2 C7 9.9 01 S2 C7 H 44.8, 166.6, 286.4
C3 —H 1.074 S2 C3 H 108.9
C7 -H 1.111 S§S2 C7 H 108.9
DMF 01 —C2 1.242 01 C2 N3 1229 01 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 C2 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
cC8 —H 1.123 N3 C2 H12 114.4 C4 N3 C2 H12 180.5
THF 01 -C 1.431 01 C C 108.9 01 C C C 355.7
C —C 1.523 C2 01 C5 110.6 C2 C3 C4 C5 0.3
C —H 1.119 C C C 105.8 01 C C H 120.8, 220.1
01 C H 106.8 C 01 C H 120.6, 237.7
C € C H 118.8, 240.6
Diox 0O —C 1.423 O C € 117 01 C C 04 50.8
C —C 1.523 cC 0 C m29 cC C 0 ¢C 308.4
C —H 1.122 0 C H 109.2 C O C H 69.3, 187.0
104.2 O C€C C H 168.8, 291.1
C C H 1105
Atn N1 —C2 1.163 N1 C2 C3 180.0 N1 C2 C3 H 0.0, 120.0, 240.0
C2 —C3 1.439 C2 C3 H 110.1
C3 —-H 1120

MeOH-solvent o] 3ol 3] optimized geom-
etry & A3t ol &u EA9 upAle
Fz AAdA QoA optimized geometry & A}
43t Fig. 4914 A& A5} Ze] HLOH
C9 39#4E& PDY g¥¢eoz 3=, S, S2
9 S39 3YAE PAY YFFo2 3t

ol AY ZolE 2.000A, AFAL 180E=2
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3t RE geometry F optimize 3} v}, = A
o]zl optimized geometry & Table 2] &
sgich, ez PAS S1€ Jz #H3AY K
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o B3¢ Y5 XY Ad) ez e, 3}
3.2 MeOH-MeOH 9} MeOH-Acet o] &9 &
A Fz2§ Fig. 2% Fig. 3¢ 27 o433
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Table 2. Optimized geometries of MeOH—solvent dimers

System Bond Length(A) Bond Angle(deg.) Dihedral Angle(deg.)
O1 —H3 095 H3 01 C2 1079 H3 Ol C2 H 61.6, 180.7, 299.2
Ol —C2 1414 01 C2 H 111.6 . H7 Ol C2 H5 285.3
C2 —-H 1119 105.2, 110.6 08 H7 O1 C2 270.5
MeOH-MeOH | O1 —H7 2130 H7 01 C2 91.6 C9 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
01 —H3 0964 H3 01 C2 107.3 H3 01 C2 C4 299.5
Ol —C2 1.418 O C2 C4 1122 H3 01 C2 H 62.5, 179.0
C2 —C4 1511 Ol C2 H 109.8 Ol C2 C4 H 59.8, 179.9, 300.3
C2 —H 1.124 1042 HI0O C2 C4 171.3
MeOH-EtOH..| .C4 —H 1.116 C2 C4 H 110.2 CI1 H10 O1 C2 952
Ol —H102.124 'HI0 01 C2 980 Ci12 011 HI0 O1 107.2
H10 —011 0.967 O11 H10 Ol 167.3 H10 Oll C12 H 59.4, 178.5, 297.5
011 —C121.409 O11 CI2ZH 111.0
Cl12 —H 1.119 105.4,  110.9
01 —C2 1.239 O1 C2 C3 12.9 Ol C2 C3 H 80.3, 200.7, 322.4
C2 —C3 1.494 C3 C2 C7 1162 . Ol C2 C7 H 1.0, 121.5 240.8
: C3 —H 1118 C2 C3 H 110.7 HII Ol C2 C3 168
MeOH-Acet C7 —-H L1118 €2 C7 H 1107 OIZ HI1 01 C2 356
" 01 —HI112169 HI1l Ol C2 1123 Hil 012 CI13 H 60.8, 179.8, 298.9
Hil —0120.967 012 H1l O 149.1
012 —C131.409 HI1 012 C13 107.2
C13—~H 1119 012 Ci13H 111.0
105.4,  110.8
01 —S2 1.605 ©O1 S2 C3 1022 ©O1 S2 C3 H 96.4, 216.3 337.9
$2 —C 1753 C3 S2 C7 1003 O1 S2 C7 H 54.3, 174.1, 292.3
C3 —H 1111 S2 C3 H 1089 HIl Ol S2 C3 8.7
MeOH-DMSO | €7 —H 1112 S2 C7 H 109.0 012 HIl O1 S2 3286
01 —HI112.067 HIl O1 S2 1189 C13 012 HI1 O1 229.3
H11 —0120.971 012 H1l O1 147.4 HIl 012 C13 H 63.6, 182.5, 3017
012 —C13 1.408 ~ HIl 012 C13 107.3
C13—-H 1119 012 C13H 110.9
105.6,  111.1
01 —C2 1.245 O1 C2 N3 1232 O1 C2 N3 C4 359.8
C2 —N3 1.376  C2 N3 C4 122.1 Ol 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 1124 N3 C8 H 1103 C2 N3 C8 H 117.6, 236.9, 357.2
worowr | 65l MR NS HPIS 6L 6 0 R
01 —H132.169 014 H13 O1 130.0 014 HI3 01 C2 280.2
H13 —014 0.967 HI3 014 C15106.9 C15 O14 HI3 O1 305.2
014 ~C151.410 014 C15 H 110.5 HI3 Ol4 C15 H 60.1, 179.3, 298.5
C15 —H  1.119 105.4,  110.9
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01 —C 1.432 o1 C ¢C
C —-C 152 C2 01 C5
C —H 1119 c Cc ¢C
MeOH-THF 01 —H14 2.147 C C H
H14 — 015 0.967 01 C H
015 —C16 1.409 H14 O1 C2
C16 —H 1.119 H14 O1 C5

1089 01 C C C 0.5
11006 C2 C3 C4.C5 0.1
108 ©O1 C C H 120.2, 2395
1109 C O1 C H 121.5 2387
106.7 H14 01 C5 C4 117.1
111.2° 015 H14 O1 C5 354.5
97.6  C16.015 H14 O1 136.1

015 H14 O1 168.9 H14 015 C16 H 59.9, 178.9, 297.9
015 Cl16 H 111.2
105.3, 110.9 -
0O —C 1.423 O C € 119 01 C C 04 52.9
cC —-C 1522 cC O C 1129 c C O ¢ 308.0
C —H 1122 O C H 1091 cC O C H 69.3, 186.9
MeOH-Diox 01 —HI15 2.226 104.2 O C C H 168.8, 291.1
H15 — 016 0.967 cC C H 1107 H15 01 C2 C3 110.1
016 —C17 1.410 H15 01 C2 96.1 016 H15 01 C2 13.6

C17 —H 1.119 016 H15 O1
H15 016 C17

016 C17 H

105. 3,

141.6 H15 016 C17 H 61.0, 180.0, 299.0
107.3
110. 3
111,0

N1 —C2 1.163 N1 C2 C3
C2 —C3 1.439 C2 C3 H
C3 —H 1.120 H7 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
C9 —H 1119 105. 2,

179.9 N1 C2 C3 H 481, 168.1, 288.1
110.1 H7 N1 C2 C3 3545

164.8 08 H7 N1 C2 180.1

1644 C9 O8 H7 NI 357.3

107.1 H7 08 C9 H'  59.0, 178.1, 297.0
111.0

110.9

(a) (b)

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

o},

w3 £ A FH4 AAq3E 54 LAY
vl 3] & Fig. 40 A3 h Fig. 404 Si
I H7ke A AolE 4, 2%~ S281H £ 4,
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Fig. 2. Scheme of geometry in methanol-methanol
dimer. .

SIHO & 6, = 3}x, o]m7 S352S1H & ¢, S2
S1HO & ¢, 28l SIHOC & ¢; 2 4 A3td
optimize ©|E 67] W49 PDO OdA%}
PA 9] S1 9A7k8] A Ao (0---S1) & Table
3o, 22l3 o]% o9 4Hf, LP ¥ D&
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Fig. 3. Scheme of geometry in methanol-acetone
dimer.

Table 40 2314},

ol x| 28

vl Ao A9 fn] Exke} MeOH-solvent
olgA HF¢ ox AMI1 program ¥
‘ENPART’ subroutine program - A}-8-3}o]
B3t

Energy 9]+ eV 0|5, total energy (Etot) &
one-centric contribution 3} two-centric contrib-
ution 2 2 ¥t} one-centric contribution -&
thA] core-electron attraction energy(Ec—e) S}
electron-electron repulsion energy (Ee-e) 2 £3F
5] 52, two-centric contribution 9 A] core-elect-
ron attraction energy(Ee-c{a)), core-electron
resonance energy(Ec-e(r}), electron-electron
repulsion energy (Ee-e)9} core-core repulsion
energy(Ec-c) 2 3=}

vkt A 2] 237 MeOH-solvent o] §3) &
T4 A%E A A4 energy w3kt total
energy W3 FE keal/mol ez  HAso
Table 7 53t

Hut 8 nE

vtk gl A 8ohx gul A dg
optimized geometry & Table 10} 42315}
Table 1] 3kl MeOHe|A O-H 7o)~}
0.9644, O-C Zo|7} 1.410A 0]z, ,HOC=
107.2 20]t}, 28z HOCH = A7 OCH =
o] o] F= o]w 7o) 77} 61.6, 180.0, 298.9
£ staggered Fe} & o] £r}. EtOHA A 4
o]t 2 #72 MeOH ¢} FAksts, OCC s} A

7§2] CCH = 9] o] Zto] 27} 59. 8, 180. 1, 300. 3
X 2 staggered FH| & o] Fxr} Acet= O-C 2
o]7} 1.235A, C-C Zo]7} 1.496A £CCCE 11
5.4 £0]3:, OCCHz} A9 HCCHY o=z
o] Zzt 0.1, 120.4, 239.6 =+ 120.2, 239.5,
359.8 = & eclipsed )& o] Fr}, DMSO =
0-S Ao|7} 1.599A, S-C Aol7} 1.7554, ~C
SC7} 99.9x0] 3, OSC= 3} 4742 SCH =g
ojw o] z7t 97.4, 217.4, 338.9EE syn-
periplaner el =& 44.8, 166.6, 286.4 =&
staggered el & o] Ect}, DMF & O-C Ao}
1.242A, C-N 707} 1.380A, ZCNC: 121.5
Eolx, OCNuis+ CNC=H 9 o|wzte] 27t 0.8
T 179.6 £0] 3, CNC= 3} NCHi29 9 o)
Z}to] 180.5 & heavy 4A7F 4 FHd Ao
32, CNCHs} Aj7le] NCH= 9] ojsdzo] 2zt
116.9, 236.6, 356.7 &£+ 1.0, 121.3, 240.6 %
2 eclipsed J¥) & o] £ THF = 0-C Zo]s}
1.431A £COC 7} 110.6 £o] =, OCC= 5 CCC
He o]zl 355.7 22 OUAS 4748 C
DAZL ol F& FuloA tha o) &l glow,
COCxl} 7719 OCH= ) o]wzto] zhz} 120.
6, 237.7 =2 staggered & & o] &} Diox
£ 0-C Zo]7} 1.4238A, ,COC+E 112.9 =9
3, OCCH=3 CCO=Y ojmzto] 50.8 =2
chair Fe] & o] F 3 glon], COCH3} F749
OCHH 9] o]mizto] 717} 69.3, 187.0 .2 stag
gered Fel & o] Fot, 283 Atn-& N-C 7]
7} 1.163A, ZNCC 7} 180.0 Eo]3, NCCHs=
AAe CCH® 9 o]mzte] 27t 0.0, 120.0, 2
40.05 5 oj &t o& & EAY AY Aol
A g ojdze oju] Byg AFpst 2
A ghet,

Table 2l MeOH-solvent o] 342} optim-
ized geometry & FE-3}3th, Table 2] |3
1 MeOH-MeOH o] &#ol 4 PA 9 O1-H3 2
°]7} 0.965A, O1-C2 Zo]7} 1.4144, ~H301-
C2+ 107.9x90]3, PD 2 08-H7 Zo]7} 0.967
A, 08-C9 7o)7} 1.409A, ~C908HT & 107.2
Eolch, 22|z HOCH 3} 4719 OCHw=o] o
F& o|"d42 PA St PD 2% staggered 3 ) &
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o] 2t} MeOH-EtOH o] & o] 4 PA <l EtOH
< COH= = A7§9] HOCH ¢ oldze #A%
staggered e & o] Zr}, MeOH-Acet o] 54 o]
A PAql Acet®] O1-C2 Zol7F 1.2394, ~C3
C2C7 & 116.2 503, 01C2C A7 AA9 C2-
CH=9 ojm o] zt7t 1.0, 121.5, 240.8 52
eclipsed 3 €] =+ 80.3, 200.7, 322.4 £ & mon-
omer 49 eclipsed Fejo]A tha W3}
syn-clinal 8] & o] &}, MeOH-DMSO ¢| &
#o] A PA<l DMSO ¢ 01-S2 Ze]7} 1.6054,
£C352C7 & 100.3 o]z, 01S2C= =} A7 <]
SoCH =1 9] o] =z}& 27} syn-periplanar =&
staggered 3 8] & o] £t}, MeOH-DMF o] &
o] 4 PA<ql DMF ¢ C2-N3 Aeol7} 1.3764, «
C2N3C4 -2 122.1 0}z, OIC2N3== F/19
C2N3C=e] ojm7o] 7 359.8, 181.0%0]
3, C4N3C2 ==} N3C2H12 5 9] o]=i7to] 180.1
%2 monomer 9| A&} 7o} heavy A7t FTL
B go] gz, CoN3CHzt AN NCH=
ojeiz+-& 77} eclipsed el & o] &+, MeOH-
THF o] @A)el4 PA¢l THF 9 01-C Zo)7}t
1.432A, £C201C5¢ 110.6 £0]=, 01CCH
# CCCH Y olhAzte] 0.552 OH9AI 474
9 CYAT o] FE HHoA tha o] =d L
o9, COCH7 F749 OCH=HS ojxzo] %
7} staggered e & o] &t} MeOH-Diox o] g
FolA PA<l DMSOS O-C Zo)7} 1.423A,
2COCE 112.9 0]z, O1CCA CCO4 A9
oleizto] 52.9 %2 chair JH & o] F= o
w, COC=3 5719 OCH= S ojm o] 77

2
& @
2 & & 2 ©

&—@ ©

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 e & o] &}, =83 MeOH-Atn o]
A o)A PA<el Ame] N1-C2 o]7t 1.1634,
/NI1C2C3 &= 179.9 0] =, N1C2C3= s+ A7
9] C2CsH o] o] £ oW zte] 72 48.1, 16
8.1, 288.1 =& staggered FE} & o|FET =2
A} 27+ monomer 7} 4 ZAFY = mon-
omer 9] geometry 7} A2 WA F}es ¢
A=

Fig. 4 & 2% A3 AA43= 64 €
A& vehle, 2544 HO0 2 C4A4x= PD
9] 399Ae}s, S1,S52 € S3+& PA Y 3R]
t}, MeOH-solvent ©] 34 9] linear 3k F=of A
o] & 671 YAl & optimized bond parameter
d, 61, 03, 61, P2, B3, O---S1)9] k& Table 39
&3t Table 3014 g4 AF ZAol(d)E
A uw MeOH-MeOH o} 3 &= 2.13004, Me-
OH-Acet ©] &4% 2.1693A, MeOH-DMF o] &
A= 2.1685A 0] = MeOH-Atn o] @3] &= 2.7423
Aoz g4 AA degch o $4 2% 4
o] MeOH-DMSO 7} 2.0672A 2.2 7% F=
DMSO< EtOH< MeOH< THF < Acet< DMF<(
Diox 2.2 %7} &ch. AFA )& Ay

Table 3. Optimized bond parameters of MeOH-solvent dimers

System ‘ Gy o dy & & W
MeOH-MeOH 2.1300 91.6 140.0 —74.7 —89.5 —129.3 2.9369
MeOH-EtOH 2.1243 98.0 167.3 171.3 95.1 107.2 3.0749
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 111.1 168.9 -108.0 110.0 136.1 3.1000
MeOH-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 dimer o] wa] A A3k
A7} linear e wrk cyclic 37} kg stz
BIF EFM A9 o] MeOH-MeOH o) 34
£ 140.0 %, MeOH-Acet o] @& 149.1 5.0]
3, MeOH-DMSO o] @4= 147.552 180 %
9 A7) 140xe)A 160 % W 2 optimize
Hyoh 081 4% Zo]& Arslum MeOH-
MeOH o|§49] 0.0 719 AF 2ol o3t
ab-initio(6-31G*) B E%l:= 2,958 0]z K o
TFolME 2.9369A o2 A AN 8w
MeOH-Acte -& 3.0401A, MeOH-DMSO = 2.9
324A o) o},

Table 40z 87}x &v] B9} MeQOH-solv
ent o|§H 9 4Hf, L.P % D& 334}
Table 4|4 monomer o] B3 A4# Bm MeOH,
EtOH, Acet, DMF @ Atn9] ‘*’ %A zte
olm] R3¥ =F19] AMI program o2 A 4k
= Adet F AdXFH, 2 A7 A3 EOH 9
P& 10.8758, DMF & 1.P-& 9.66770]x,
DMSO & 4Hf 7} 5.1688, L.P 7} 9.9285 8] =
DE 4.94330]%}, =3 THF & zt2+ —58.399
6, 10.1806, 1.9186 #= %32, Diox & #t7 —
94.8784, 10.2058; 0.0482 z+% zt=th MeOH
-solvent o] FAo] dia} ol & ZEL AlFnyg
MeOH-MeOH = AHf 7} —116.9434 L P -2 1.
9024, D+ 0.60820]32, MeOH-Acet & z+zt
—109.4012, 10.7768, 2.9020, MeOH-DMSO *
74z} —57.5022, 10.0591, 3.94378 3L 2t

vheb e o] gel) $-x9} MeOH-solvent o] §

Table 4. AHf(kcal/mol), I.P(eV), and D(debye) of

monomers and MeOH-solvent dimers

System AHf 1P 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* 2.8941*
MeOH-MeOH | —116.9434  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

Aell A& PDE H,O0Z CYA2 PA S S13%
S2 AAtel e 2 AF A7 F DAY elec-
tron density W &}gk3} PD 9] O-H & PA ) S1-
Sz9f ZAF Ae) wislxks D2 Table 59
Table 6 F33t9 )

Table 50| A electron density ™ 38}ekS Aty
2= MeOH-MeOH o] 4 PD 9 HY A7} 0.8045
oA 0.7867 2 0.0178 7+, OQA-E 6.3260
ol A 6.3457 2 0.0197 F7}8lz, CYAE 4.0
73314 4.0674 2 0.0059 7t4stdch zazm
PA 29 S1el O A= 6.326004 6.3405 &

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

| PD PA
System
H O C S1 S2
MeOH-MeOH —0.0178 0. 0197 —0. 0059 0.0145 ~0. 0060
MeOH-EtOH —0.0195 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 —0.0133 0. 0183 0. 0056
MeOH-DMF —0. 0239 0. 0224 —{0.0104 0.0163 —0. 0078
MeOH-THF —0. 0199 0.0185 —0. 0070 0.0163 0. 0005
MeOH-Diox —0. 0189 0. 0168 —0. 0049 0.0184 0. 0060
MeOH-Atn —0.0138 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---S2 Length
System
Monomer Dimer AL Monomer Dimer 4L
MeOH-MeOH 0. 9641 0. 9670 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 AEtot
JEc-e AdEe-e AdEc-e{a)  AdEc-e{r) JdEe-e AdEc-c

MeOH-MeOH —51.7523 53. 4221 —34597. 8 0.0437 17290. 77 17302. 41 —2. 879
MeOH-EtOH —71.1160 74. 3452 —42976.3 —2.9486 21451. 59 21520. 18 —4. 2573
MeOH-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 29056. 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 F7k3ksx, S291 C €A+ 4.0733°04
4.0793 2.2 0.0060 57}3}9t}. o] = hydrogen
-bonded system o] 4] electron density ¥ 3} 7 3k
4ol da olel wzs =S} F ANG.

2 Al A3 A5 xd AA, hydrogen-bo-
nded proton 9 electron density = ZF43dl3, &
], PD 9= PA 9=}9 electron density =
F7ehx, PD 947 PA QA woh Bo] 37}
B, AA, X-H-Y X9 Yol A A=
CH S2 9719 electron density &= 72 oF ¥
sete AP L Zeth ol UrlA o FAlol
ﬁﬂfﬂ- electron density W3lgFx 99 7 g4
A9 dAgct PD9 H YA eectron density
74222 MeOH-DMSO 7} 0.04113 2.2 7}4 =
3. DMSO>DMF >Acet >THF >EtOH >Diox >
MeOH o2 Zrageh, =3t Table 64 PD
2] H-O A% Ao] 3 4% MeOH-Me-
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OH o] &4+ 0.9641A o] 4 0.96704 22 0.00
29A Z7}, MeOH-Acet o] &= 0.0033A Z7}
3t3, MeOH-DMF o] @il& 0.00324 371 %
25 Z789ed, 2 F7t3-2 MeOH-DMSO
7} 0.0056A .2 7} =3 DMSO>Acet>DMF
STHF>EtOH=MeOH>Diox 408 743t
t}, PA 9] S1-S2 AF Aol9 wW3g Amnd
MeOH-MeOH o] g & 1.41028 o] 4 1.4142A4
o2 0.0040A %7}, MeOH-Acet o] &A1& 0.
00354 Z~}stz, MeOH-DMF o] 3+ 0.0029
A 250 a2 AFFL T 53U o] AF
710] A MeOH-Acet 8 MeOH-Atn & A &3}
o 2% FUHslh e

MeOH-solvent o] @& +4 AF A5} F
x| MHet A% A M8 FE Table
7] 42ttt Table 7ol 95hd +4 AF
A 5} Ec-e ¥ 3}8} (4Ec-e¢), Ee-e ¥3}8(4Ee-e),
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Ec-e{a) wW3}&F (4Ec-ea)), Ec-e(r) ¥l3}ef
(JEc-e{1r)), Ee-e ¥lEl& (4Ee-e), Ec-c W3}
#F (4Ec-c)& A B2l MeOH-MeOH ] 34 &=
77 —51.7523, 53.4221, —34597.8, 0.0437,
17290.77, 17302.41 #< #Ech =2l Etot
W 3bek (4Etot) 2 —2.8796 .2 AEtot©] heat
of formation 9 W3t YA e 2 A5 7
o] 4 9] hydrogen-bonding o] 7] ¢l &} stabili-
zation energy -4l = DMSO 7} —5.6281kcalf
mol 2 7}4 zsz DMSO>EtOH>DMF>>Acet
>MeOH>THE>Diox>Atn =202 7+4%t),
ol 2 744 EPENY o2 78 =gl
A 519 MeOH-EtOH &4 9)3lx & A8z gl
o 2P v 2 At Jebd 4 A
Flol o8] one-centric contribution £] oj1]x] ¥
3= A 245 el dbde]  two-centric
contribution &] ¥ 3}8-& one-centric contribut-
ion9] A # o)A Jld FHE VeI &
¢ ARen Fa AR A g o
X+ MeOH-DMSO 7} —9.9544kcalfmol 2 -}
A axm 2 £AE: stabilization energy 4=4] 9}
dA g}, =3 o)A lA PDS HYAS PA
9] S1 YA719 twocentric contribution energy
o] F4 AF v HE AdEE Avug
MeOH-DMSO 7+ —30.544 kcal/mol 2 7}3 =
3 2 4% EtOHE A3tz  stabilization
energy A1 X ghet,

E dF A3 MeOH-MeOH o] o u]3
MeOH-DMSO 7} 78 44 FE 3t ol
£ d7AdA Agd MeOH-DMSO &3+-&+)
%o A 1-Adamanthyl §=49 s}u|et L2}
Sl gk Ay At F dXF=n Uk o]
A@o] A= MeOH &vlj defo] wBE o,8 % o*
79l #3lZ UV spectrometer 2 A& EZ&F
DMSO &&Fo] F7} ol whe} vbg Sx7h 7ha
e vet 2 ot 2 o] FA Y Al A
FHutog Lo 5345 AHH oz HAYIlde
o F-53o] 3lo] £ dFAelA trimer, tetr-
amer 59| polymere] = A& FAstaz:

gt

2 E

(1) MOH-solvent ©] §#9] hydrogen-bond-
ing o] 7]od 3} stabilization energy = DMSO>
EtOH>DMF > Acet >MeOH>THF >Diox>Atn
To2 Zhaget

(2) MeOH-solvent o] g9 hydrogen-bond-
ing A5} linear 3] B} cyclic &7} <-4 3}
o 180 =9 HA@7o] 140E0A 160% W=
optimize =] ¢l o},

(3) MeOH-solvent o] g4 9] o]z 2
o] 4 two-centric contribution energy  3}2k9)
T& AT oA A& Jld s A9 stabil-
ization energy A7} o X ghc},

(4) MeOH-solvent o] g9 4 AF oy
2 AL At @, S} 2* g WStk
A A% LA,

2 dF =EL 86dx Tat e dul
A 42 59 Horn B ATFE ALY F
A FaH G5 zhAl =)

)
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