o542 % 55 2 ot w5 gk 4 % Vol. 42 No. 2
20204F 4 A Journal of Nuclear and Radiochemistry Apr. 2020

& [\ J97E 5 PLS-Bootstrap iEEMITEWN S
Pu(NV )R EEEHXRFPHINA

RGNS B AL BUFE BLAR
T RER AT ST A2 P T BT L AL 102413

TEE R — P EE A% AR TE VB A A B 19 I R e B i DR S PuCIV) 9 2% SR G 5 1Y) 56
M PR R 2 — iR SR S8R L TP AR R A R0 . A TS BRAF R PuCIV) 5 R A= 9 SO 9 5 R8OG3 5 4R
BN IR AE S B O 5 2 AR 4R ST 4% L R Al PLS-Bootstrap ¥4 5 3% 25 [ 19 7k 43 51 X 3% %N #5474 1 44
RO F WY A 28 UK 30 RSP ARG 30 e W A R HEAT B0 UE . 7E 8 K M 2 HOPE S 3% S O R AE S 800 Sk b 1
R3] T By YR B RE R 1% SR B X — AR S RO 45 R LB KM S 8 B o5 T 0 AR MR L %
N AT AT R0

SRR < WA B s R BN R T B

hESES TL241. 1 AR E RS A X EHE:0253-9950(2020)02-0102-09

doi:10. 7538/hhx. 2020. 42. 02. 0102

Application of Stepwise Regression Method and PLS-Bootstrap Method
in Quantitative Structure-Activity Relationship
of Hydrazine Derivatives and Pu(]V ) Reaction

ZHU Xiao-le, XIAO Song-tao, OUYANG Ying-gen”
China Institute of Atomic Energy, P. O. Box 275(26), Beijing 102413, China

Abstract: Plutonium is an important nuclear material. The chemical reaction of reducing
reagents with Pu(]V) is one of the key influencing factors in the development of reducing
reagents in technetium scrubbing stage. It is usually required to react little with hydrazine.
In order to establish a good quantitative structure-activity relationship between the reaction
of Pu(lV) and hydrazine derivatives, the characteristic parameters of the reaction were found
to provide support for the subsequent work. In this paper, the PLS-Bootstrap method and
the stepwise regression method were used to study the quantitative structure-activity rela-
tionship of the reaction, and the cross-test and external test were used to verify the model.
Based on the hydrophobic parameter as the characteristic parameter of the reaction, it is

obtained that the highest occupied orbital energy is another characteristic parameter of the
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reaction, and the larger the value of the hydrophobic parameter and the highest occupied

orbital energy are, the slower the reaction proceeds.

Key words: quantitative structure-activity relationship; hydrazine; partial least square;

plutonium
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Table 1 Half-reaction time
of hydrazine derivatives with Pu([y )

i 55 tiz2/s In[¢1/2/5]
Wt 328 000 12.7
AR i 29 000 10. 28
i — F 5L JF 520 000 13.16
X B 499 000 13.12
23k 2 550 000 14. 75
B 3780 000 15. 14
B 2110 7.65
e 1270 7.15
M 9 600 9.17
T T R Uk 3 560 7.85

N SOV EIESE g S QiR P N
AL S B A AR DG PE L SR g . Pearson i %, 31
T3 3. W T Pearson i [ 2 XF FR A (4, H 3 Xt
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Table 2 Quantitative parameters of hydrazine derivatives™

i JEF Enomo/a. u. Erumo/a. u. AE/a. u. E/a. u. n/D lg P R
T —0.218 0.011 0.229 —111. 912 0 —0.68 10. 57
P —0.243 —0.002 0.241 —151. 237 1. 74 —0. 46 14. 28
iy — L I —0. 203 —0.003 0.201 —190. 554 0. 564 —0.55 19.18
X F 3 —0.228 —0.005 0.223 —190. 555 1.736 —0.25 17.99
73 —0.242 —0. 001 0. 241 —190. 566 1. 797 —0.12 19. 03
I35 9 Ik —0.213 —0.011 0. 202 —228. 648 0. 359 0.28 23. 44
¥ 2K —0.247 —0.005 0.241 —265. 806 1.183 —0.91 20. 57
AT —0.277 —0.018 0. 260 —243. 210 3.255 —0.34 19. 49
N —0.233 —0.011 0.222 —260. 793 3. 299 —0. 64 19. 81
2, H: N8 s R Ik —0.249 —0.012 0.238 —418.518 3.732 —0.55 29. 88
i SR \% A G M, P En/(kcal » mol 1)
Ji 183. 87 135. 89 158. 850 32. 050 3. 480 —21. 860
P 5 i 239. 45 143. 59 190. 220 46. 070 5.310 —13.590
i — P 5 291. 36 134. 66 217. 930 60. 100 7.150 —0. 640
X H 3 JE 300. 95 149. 83 225.610 60. 100 7.150 —7.400
2K i 295. 76 143. 61 223. 980 60. 100 7.150 —10. 780
575 T ik 333.73 258. 62 247. 910 72.110 8. 790 —12. 800
¥ 2B 319. 84 246. 11 239. 980 76. 100 7.780 —17.450
B 298. 39 239.98 227.090 71.080 7.160 —15. 210
AN 294. 44 221. 08 223.120 74. 090 7. 600 —25. 320
o H NG T R Jt 437.67 269. 48 308. 280 118. 140 11. 540 47.610
| H
TR _NH N A
H,N H,N H
(a) (b) (c) (d)
H E H
\/N\NHZ N T ol >
(e) (f) (g)
N NH, o
N t
HN HN NH HN" o N
N
(h) Ho ) M
H
N\NHZ
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(a) BE s (b)— 3R, (o P = R HE (D ——%F B LBk, (o) M (D — .
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Fig. 1 Hydrazine derivatives structure
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Table 4 Stepwise regression results

UIES e

5pix

s - 2 RE paw i 1 b S5 57 F&IHE  pum - B
Enomo 54. 939 16. 324 In 0.015 6 82.993 4,179 37.719 0. 000 0. 835 27.718

Erumo 176. 841 44. 650 In 0.007
AE —39. 146 521.525 Out 0. 943
E 0.002 0. 006 Out 0. 800
i 0. 142 0.419 Out 0. 750
lg P 6. 363 0.923 In 0. 000
R 0.003 0. 089 Out 0.977
\%4 0. 001 0.007 Out 0.910
A —0.009 0.007 Out 0. 255
G 0. 001 0.011 Out 0. 951
M, —0.003 0.020 Out 0. 908
P 0.028 0.218 Out 0. 904

En —0.006 0.015 Out 0.732

T In” A8 R A T7 R rf L, “ Out” A8 A J7 B b R H B

AT 0932 S B R U B AE 20 HUE AT TR (E O . oF
S50 B 8] A 12 B 0 AT A5 A
2.2 PLS-Bootstrap i% Xt 28 191 it R AR A 22 57
FEAE I PLS #EAT [815 73 M7 5 5 225 5E $2 X
R R — B BT o 2 B 3ok BRORR 0 5 1 45
SR F] 8520w A N5 B C &g 4. |
BB X fE RS Y 5 B Ak B 8500 i i iy
N BV Dy PLS [l U 73 B isf 48 R 73 %50 X
AREAEATAE B B R INAFR 5.

# 5 PLS A H 8 S5 B R R
Table 5 Relationship between number of components and

amount of information in PLS regression analysis

S — U Iml A 8 E A
L3 B
=N Y {5 B it XfEEE  Y{FERR

1 0. 555 0.574 0.515 0. 786
2 0. 801 0.872 0.813 0. 889
3 0.877 0. 946 0. 999 0. 890
4 0. 945 0.963 1. 000 0. 897
5 0.962 0. 989 -

6 0. 990 0. 990 -

7 0.998 0.992 - -

8 1. 000 0. 994 - -

9 1. 000 1. 000 - -

TE D) 7 LR 58 I A 2R B0k 4 i X R RSk
F 1L ARSI Ao Bt AN 2 BT R BOIE T X 2 o
B B AT 35T

FEAR — W e rh o B 2 mh A X
HEECH 0.801, 1M Y fF A EEF T 0.872;
MR 3 R A X fE B ol 0.877,
Y 588K 0.946, B IL . 1% PLS $#2 B A 4
0l 3, #E4T Bootstrap K 0, 25 A A% 6, 1E
285 5 — W R i AUA B I LB RE L A T
SVBE L B K M S BOR A X A F AR R
SR HEAT 55 K ) PLS-Bootstrap 4 i % , 7 56
PEAT PLS [8] 5 40 H (3 5) , B 52 42 BUAY B2 B0
3. 4R J5 5 £ 1T Bootstrap £ % . 45 R 5 A K 6.
B 6 ] e 2 B o A 0 RE RN B K
PES RO AR B T ok . T K 28 2 P IR O 3
Je AT o O B S BOEE AT 10 05 A A o R e o
5 B T8 AE TN B K Pk B B0t 2 S g B TR] #E AT [E]
BT AR TR 11, = 92. 673 Epowo +4. 866 1g P+
34. 956, Y% 4 =0.766,5 11 F=15.730>
4.74=F, s (2,7), BIAE 95 % 1) B 5 1 FiZ I J7
A B GBLAUR TR 2, Fr A B9 PLS-Bootstrap
B o LR BE R 0. 95,

DA TR 18 Jh 32 6k 24 52 17 et [ 08 4 Ak 8 DA 2 B
HARLME R FR IR I SEAT [0 5 43 B7 A5 A Ze 1k [0
PAT7FE 11/, = €1 Frowo T 0- 138 Ble P2TD g e 52 —
0. 758 MA/R T 3, I IIE », BIRL M
TR 52 A 2 P A TR s £
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Table 6 Results of filtering parameters by PLS-Bootstrap method
sn B — UK B 32t 9 Wk
I FAE [DUEESPOE(:] =R i 5{E [MUSEPOE(:N =R
Enomo/a. u. 0. 148 0.177 158 0.532 0.541 15
Eromo/a. u. 0. 225 0. 137 HEBR - - -
AE/a. u. 0.188 0. 145 HE B - - -
E/a. u. 0.098 0.151 158 0. 194 0.185 HE B
/D 0.201 0.142 HEBR - -
lg P 0. 363 0.576 1488 0.373 0. 530 1558
R 0.101 0. 046 HEBR - - -
\% 0.095 0. 045 HEBR - -
A 0.238 0.232 HEBE - - -
G 0.099 0.041 HE B - - -
M, 0.075 0. 089 1588 0. 199 0. 104 HE 55
P 0.088 0. 054 He . . ,
En/(kcal » mol™ 1) 0.209 0.029 HE B - - -

TE 1) =7 iy T35 — YOO 1 2008 %) B A 22 f HERR 7 7 BN BT AR 22 555 UK 1 » SOR X BE A 39 A A7 A

'_0.22*0.20

Ky
-0.2_ S -0.24
04 =
igp 0008 028702 £ au.

B 2 PLS Bootstrap 12k # {6171

Fig.2 Linear model of PLS-Bootstrap method

~022 -0.20

0.4, — =
0.6_g ~0.280.26 0.24

Hono/ @- U

% 3 PLS-Bootstrap %3 £k 1 A5 Ry
Fig. 3 Nonlinear model of PLS-Bootstrap method

ToAe LML R ik R AR PR B, 25 1 8 R
W1 B 8 o8 4 BLIE RE (Enono) MR K TES B (g P)
eI BRI S R0, HE AT A (R BOR S R0 Y
2 5 0 B ] A BRIV R AT A5 B
2.3 REPNZXKHES55MNEEKRE

T RS BE AT HE A TR N X A E A
RO FEHEAT A0 FE K X8 P T 7 325 S ST 9 R kA7

B —1k (leave one only, LOO) A XK 5 » I X #
SR AR A GURCT 0 1 3 0 i AL S RO AT T I
Ja R g SRS A HEA T AR B

i LOO 22 XA 3w 5 1 B 45 R IIAF 7,
HH 8 7 m . R 5 v 1 28 ORI R B (Q7) R
T 0.5, K@ Ll HEE A Q° iKF T 0. 820, KW
A AL A v ST R 2 A AR B RS PR TS L R

#£ 7 BH A K PLS-Bootstrap 1% 38 UK 55 45
Table 7 Stepwise regression method and

PLS-Bootstrap method cross test results

A T 5% 2 °F- 77 fEL
B B 2% PLS-Bootstrap 3

W 2.732 2.924
Y i 0.984 0. 008
iy — L JDF 1.450 0.263
Xof R 0.219 0. 349
ZEE 4.959 12. 747
945 R 3 I 5.502 16. 731
¥ & 0.074 0. 000
LW 3 0. 000 1.213
ALK 0.159 1.621
5 i T R 0.516 2.571
22K R B (QD) 0. 820 0.583
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AR E VR F 8 25 BH 2 7 i MR R BT 4
H 2 A ] U 3k A N7 1 P AR R 5 S 2 R AR
e IE W S 22 L A 35k 0924 F1 0. 928, [
I AN BT A G MR R AT e B R 2R
PERETI M 1B LR PR A

o F W R 5 vk OO B T Ao A 0 E R
(Enomo) AR 5 HUIE B8 (ELuwo) FEL K 1 2 50
(g P) i F T 22 SCik[8 11 & 45 [l I3 15 . #E Xf
BT FE R 25 M FE AT AR IE S T T XS4
O 25 SR T S5y 7 B BB RE Enowo — — 0. 237,
AR IR FLE BB Evomo = — 0. 006, 5 /K M S 4K
lg P=0. 370, >} Jz Jo7 B} [8] %} 5048 1n 2., = 16. 240,
o P PR i R M A L 43 0 X Iz 6 AT TR S 3 5
L0 L E A7 X6 L, A5 3 328 A (] )9 AR AR 30 (8 R
15. 991, PLS-Bootstrap i % Fi i {& &y 14. 793, 4%
RIIAZK 8, W3 8 al Al & A [l 5 1k %} 1 A
AR UM AR 25 TN iR 25N 2 2%, 1 PLS-
Bootstrap B [ F 15 22 © 438 1026, T
FERAE Sy SRS 55 T L 8 A ] vk SR B AR
75 SHSNER A B AR R D PR IR R B
A AL A U B ) — 22 51 T PLS-Bootstrap %,

#* 8 HMIRR R LR

Table 8 External inspection results

R AY In[t10. /s~ ] REBELIME  RZEHIE
pe Al E| 15. 991 —0.249 —1.533%
PLS-Bootstrap 14. 793 —1.447 —8.910%

MEFRE EL AR R E T =4S
B, HoAg R g0 A ER A 36 25 SR O T PLS-Boot-
strap BB 5 # BAR RS T WA S5 HMN
Pearson MICPEAEFERT DLE 1. XIS 808 5
2 N B[] A A0 5 1 A G Pk L T 28 R 2 b AE T A
SR AR A5 55 1 B AR o5 BLIE E (Ervwo) « 3K 1E 4F
FEHY T Ak 5 IO o3 AT A O M e A ey PLS B
REAT RO DR TIE 5 72 1 5 PR AR 5 22 [R]  AH OGPk
2.4 WEEIRAEMILER

T B R ARAE & UIE BE (ELuwo) X
BETRY (5 0] o DL LE 55 W [ 09 7 92 1) S ) S TR
o R AR R 9 A% 2 4 S e Sr mE i fE . th T2 5
VA 7% 5 © @ 46 3P 81 H 3 T kAT AR
O o PR 0 AT e P /s e Tl A AR B A [
IH¥E AT e8¢, T PLS-Bootstrap ¥ Jo W7 # #F 17
7 A i 5 7E ] 05 2o A8 A L T8 A0 #E 1T Bootstrap

R g o % LG SE B0 — 46 A 198 A B K S8
1o o AR LI R R AR AR AR 7 BUIE R L X L SE I T4
E 7% S A B K M S ROR S e 7 R UE RE
X H S — v B A [ A AR R 1), =

54.939 Eyomo + 176. 841 Ejuuo + 6. 363 lg P+
27. 718, PLS [0 4 7 & 11, = 70. 866 Epomo +
126. 893 Eyvwo+5. 916 lg P+ 30. 992 ; XF k. 52 %
T A AR R R R 6, =92. 673 Enowo +
4.866 1g P+ 34.956, PLS [ 4 FEH 1, =
92. 673 Epouo+4. 866 1g P+34. 956 ; XF b 52 8 —
HYB WMESEII TR . g9 AT, M A
RO =AM, PLS FE [ 5 B A A A7 $2 B A4
J 53 BB T A ST AR A A IR A R Y A
LSy BB BB SE 4 B = A B 43 4 B 42 B,
] U5 45 5 5 3 4 [ 5 3k (0 45 SR A TR B AR = A Al
3% RGBT 4G 0 EE L BRI 0 R ST RO
Ko XFECRTHN 58 = AN B0 XF R~ R A
0.004,%5 0. 920 #7557 0.43% , 38 T PLS fg3

38 1 AT BHE AT R0 A T B i 30 [0 45
RAEFH AR RWF . (AEER L Se 56—t iz 4
BHE S PLS 78 LOO 28 SUKE 56 ) 45 S aE 17 % H
ARG B A ] 5 7 78 28 SR 56 B A AR
FHCH 3,0 PLS i FAERICT P AN 43 FE 2 X
o 55 B AN AN B4 2R AT 1 E B AR S 550 2, K
JC I TA7 B R LR AT He . T B AR R HSORE [) 1Y
G D0 o 76X b S 36 e 3 45 ] 5 3 58 SRS 5
AT AN 2,10 PLS FEXT HE S8 95— v o 58 A 3 B
PEBHTA By, A8 BB 2,06 b B8 SURE 36 2R 8K
Q. a5 PLS MBI R M AT . 25 1 X g
)93 5 PLS, A[IA 4 PLS fy [8] 9 45 5 0 47

29 X I — 5 IR A A F O
Table 9 Comparing regression

of experiment 1 and experiment 2

X L S B — XF LG S E
FEHEIEH  PLSY  BHAEIH PLS
PR 0.924 0.920 0.766 0. 766
F it & 37.719 52.776 15.730  15.730

XKl BE(QH  0.820 0.676 0.583  0.583

D A 2N AN R Y F g3t 8 R F(2.7)=52.776

K X He 52 56 3% 2 (8] 19 3 5 X0 b S e — o
(9 PLS 1528 Sk 3 b 19 R BLHE AT XS L . B AR A7 A
— & B AN G HE L H b X b S2 s el A L PLS
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FE ST 1 BT B AE BT 532 5 A A
R S5 5 .  P X HSE 5 b PLS 9 R Bk 17
Xt HG S R BL T PLS S48 B0 T WA i 43 E 47 [l
I, 225078 F o o B AL E Evowo X — S 8.
HRHE 7 1 FL AT 0 3% 2 B0 5 L AR B HAT 45
KB, LA~ DERE  BLA T 1o
FERE A 20. 1026 (H DL Q K F 4 e 1 11 42
EIFE R AL N 16,959, BIVf 5 AR Y HE AR HE
i, B RE VLA Evomo 80 51 A K 74 105 34
B 1R K B Evomo 28051 A BIAFE FAAF
e 3k 43 oR 5 AR UL RO (4 Al R

L TR IER T AR S PuC VD ) BB
PLS-Bootstrap ] {ifi F 5 /b 11 A5 5 o $ifi i 5 {4 11
AR Ak T2 A A1 A 9 R AR AT T AR TR AT
RRAY T 5 1 25 SR B AL S RV iy i 3R] 45
B KW IZ R FLA g A R . BT AR S
PuCIV) R 1M 5 » Evowo A2 75 A& AE N 1Z R 1 5
TE S5, 0 i — 2B ORI

3.8 it

it Z A A H 75 5 PLS-Bootstrap ¥4 43 51| Xf
PuCIV) 5 BFAT A= W) S BE 1 8 St R0 R AT T
WG ARAT T W] 3R 1% B g R A7 PR 1 R AR 2 4
o o LT RE (Enowo) SR KPS (g P)
B K P S O % R 1 B ARRAE S BLE AT
AL R K 2 52 IO RF [ 78 K 2% S g AT A B
T AF S U B AE 2 8500 e AR 7 BL3E B (Eowo)
RE 75 1 R i S BE 1 5 AE 2 8040 75 i — 46 0F 5 1
FE o PR Oy AR B0 4 SR LA A L

XF Z 1 PuC V) 5 AT A= W) B i /Y 5E £ 4
O RWETE A S Z A AT T 4D T8 X Bl 15 11 B
AR 5 IEAT TS IE I A Ry ARG 56 s X A R R AT T

R 55 o 56 S T 22 R ASE 78 A 3R A7 11 38 UK 36 55 K 36
TAE.

A LA ] PLS-Bootstrap ¥ i 17 5 £ #%(
KRBFEFFIEAT T 58 XK B 5 AP A 56 L 45 S 3%
HH L T2 TR 1) R M 2 2B Rl A AR Y 22, 2 S ) A
AR 56 a5 RO D LTI R ) R T i — S
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