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Abstract: In the field of spent nuclear fuel reprocessing, the recovery and utilization of uranium is of
significant importance. Current research focuses primarily on the development of highly efficient actinide
extractants. Actinide coordination computational chemistry provides a novel investigative space for this
development work. In ligand design, phenanthroline-based tetradentate ligands have become a research
hotspot due to their combined soft-hard donor properties. Within this context, this study employs density
functional theory(DFT) and a series of chemical bond analysis methods to conduct a detailed investigation
into the ground-state structures and bonding characteristics of uranyl-phenanthroline-type complexes. The
research first examines the coordination behavior of uranyl with a phenanthroline amide ligand(DAP) and
two novel phenanthroline-based organophosphorus ligands(PIP and BPP). Nitrogen and oxygen atoms
from these ligands participate in coordination, forming four-coordinate complexes with the uranyl ion in a
tetradentate inserted mode. Among them, the phosphine oxide ligand, by introducing the P—0 oxygen

donor group, exhibits enhanced binding affinity for uranyl compared to the phenanthroline amide ligand
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(DAP). Bond critical point and bond order analyses indicate that the covalent character is stronger for U-
O, (ligand oxygen) bonds than for U-N bonds. The U-O; bond length follows the order: BPP<<PIP<<DAP,

with the shortest bond and highest bond order observed in the BPP complex, underscoring the crucial role

of U-O_ covalency in its stability. The infrared spectral predictions show that the BPP complex exhibits the

most pronounced red-shift in the antisymmetric stretching frequency(v;) of the uranyl U-O,; bonds,

confirming its strongest electron-donating capability. The results of energy decomposition analysis(EDA)

reveal that the interaction between uranyl and the phenanthroline ligand is primarily contributed by

electrostatic interactions, with orbital interactions also playing a significant role in stabilizing the complex.

Extended transition state-natural orbitals for chemical valence(ETS-NOCV) analysis reveals that the o-

donation from ligand N/O 2p orbitals to uranium 6d and 5f orbitals constitutes the primary orbital

interaction. Charge analysis(Miilliken) shows that replacing the amide C—=0 with a P=—=0 group increases

the charge density on the donor oxygen atom. Furthermore, orbital energy analysis indicates that ligand

coordination raises the energy of uranium’s d; orbital, with the most pronounced effect in the BPP

complex. In conclusion, this work highlights the potential of soft-hard donor ligands incorporating

phosphorus, particularly those with P=—=0 groups, for uranium separation. The increased basicity and

charge density on the oxygen donor atom, achieved by introducing phosphorus-containing substituents, can

enhance the selectivity of phenanthroline-derived ligands for uranyl ions. These findings provide valuable

theoretical guidance for developing novel soft-hard donor extractants with broad practical application

prospects.
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Table 2  Structure information of UO%+ , [UOL(L)]*, [UO,(L)(H,0)]*" species including molecular symmetry, bond length,
and bond angle by B3LYP/MO6L methods
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THE IR B ST p(r) | WL T B R
Wi (V2p) . Wy i shRE % B K(r) . P0AE W H 2 8
WE G(r) LK R T H e /A% F ep 1 L 3R v () |
Jey 8 s 0 i () RN T JR) J8 0K 40 (ELF) 45 2 Fh
Ak .t i BCPs Y L T 5% i e H R
P A5 B, 7T LAGE T o i e & 40 b 1) 4 s - i
REER PR . — B &, PR FR p(r) KT
0.20 a.u., H V<0 a.u., i % % B J& 3L 4 58 10 4
PE; 1M p(r) <0.10 a.u., H V2p>0 a.u., N 5 fii i) T
BT, M EA N E R, Hr) <0, KK
ANTE R TR SR A M o TE Bl R AR 3E 2 R S
R A&, FELE U-N#, U-O, #F1U-0,, i
BCPs ) p(7r) . V2 fl H(r) o B3LYP ik T it
BEERIA K3, &3 AHL A YT U-0,

89 pCr) A N 7E 0.0474~0.0519 a.u.2Z [i], B 4 /)
F0.10 a.u., X &5 H U-O, 1 U-N LLES 740 B 4E
R FE . A H() ¥R AR B U-N fil U-O,
R —E AN sy . A U-0, 1Y p(r) K
T 0.20 au, 2@ TR LM 5. U-O, 19 H(r)
B 7€ [UO,(BPP) 1> " B 1E, BPP A B 437 {87 75 4l 1k
19 U-O,, e f P 22 55 B2 B o5 K, 5 010 300 5K R
LIAMGIE R T A R —2 BCE YT UN B %
BE p(r) (B L6 U-Op TEAG, Ui BT AlBE 2S5 N 19
B 457 B8 3 AH X O SR 55, M U-Oy B 1 4t
TR b, 3K 5 T SO B Y A B AR B A e
U-O # K 3 U-N AW & . AT [UO,(PIP) P
1 [UO,(BPP) ], [UO,(DAP) 1> /1 ) U-N ) p(r)
WK, H(r) B 67, W& AE [UO,(DAP) 1> 11, U-
N LM s . A48T [UOL,(DAP) PRI [UOL(PIP) P
1 U-OL 1 p(r) fEH A1 H(r), [UO,(BPP) > U-
OL W p(r) R, H(r) 11, # 8] [UO,(BPP) >t
U-Op A1 5 5
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Table 3 BCP properties of U-N and U-O bonds in [UO,(L)]** molecules(L = DAP, PIP, and BPP)
by B3LYP method au.
B &Y BCPs p(r) v G(r) V(r) K(r) H(r)
[UO,(DAP)J* U-N 0.0519 0.1327 0.0394 —0.0456 0.0062 —0.0062
[UO,(PIP)]** 0.0478 0.1204 0.0352 -0.0404 0.0052 —0.0052
[UO,(BPP)** 0.0474 0.1208 0.3525 -0.0403 0.0051 —0.0051
[UO,(DAP)J* U-0, 0.0655 0.2248 0.0643 -0.0723 0.0081 —0.008 1
[UO,(PIP)T** 0.0711 0.2531 0.0728 —0.0823 0.0094 —0.0094
[UO,(BPP)** 0.0735 0.2603 0.0755 —0.0860 0.0104 —0.0104
[UO,(DAP)* U-0y, 0.3156 -0.3001 0.3668 —0.6585 0.2918 —0.2918
[UO,(PIP) ** 0.3172 -0.3007 0.0728 —0.6645 0.2947 —0.2947
[UO,(BPP)]** 03138 —-0.3031 0.0755 -0.6526 0.2885 —0.2885

i, 1 JR7 38, 2R 8 ( Electron Localization Function,
fai #% ELF) A] LA4 7 f %) Ry S A6 A2 B, 7€ ELF &
e, A TR A B (3 AU AN [ Y ELF fH . ELF K
HUE S I AE 0 81 1 Z 0], ELF = 1 £/R T8 2 R
B At ; ELF=0.75 &/ L F & B R 84k ; ELF =
0.5 F/RIZAL WL FIE B T 2880 T i 7 S i 1 X
43 A7 s ELF=0.25 3R {1 7 1 45 2§ sl fb s ELF = 0 %
N HL S8 A B Ak . A SR A B X 8, ELF {2
V1 AT RE F R % XY R e B R AR Y, X
3 E XN T RN H A B o B A S A . T
TE AT B JF T 5l 4> 1 1 X 38, ELF {H 4235 0, £ By
FE I 2 DX R R R R B A Y

T EN E M Mg T AE UL N O ST
Rl 1) 3 A 1 O, 25 ) T = Fb gl k20 JE 2 ok BC &
Y 7 R R BOos T8 6. Bl 6 AL Z1 6
b FE B R8N R SR Bk, AT LA A
[UO,( DAP) J*—[UO,( PIP) **—[UO,( BPP) J*, U-
Oy Z ] Yy e fi M B o it

EDA 43 A1 25 3L Al LUt W1 4t 1t -5 40 3F 2 ok i 4k
[i) By 25 > AH B AR FH R 30T DL R T A R 55 . O TR
APRTE A 2B 3E 2 B 5 40 U-N A U-Op Z 1]

1 RS VR R DL R B A A AR A A N
HEAT T EDA 438 %t R Beatt 4730 43, 4 2 HE 2 ik
Je 4 J0 Sk — A~ B BE, K UOs o — A R B, Heorp
PN P Be 2 R) 0 AH AR I 2 224 o =0, A5
AE 1 HE S B A2 = TS e Be iy S 45 0 B I &
VI LA Z5 K, T RAE BRI BE AE,, M T #% 12
D)2 INBC 5 9 0 RS S5 4 vh A B A i B
S5 R F I B AL A PSS AR . R, 45 A RE R
KK B AR HRE AE,,, Z 0] (19 22 B T8 22 Be 1Y)
DURR o AR TE — 8 19 M 22, {H 2 9 2 1 fig e
A B ) AR BAE S DL, Hh AE g0
SRR | A BAE FRETI, AE.0 IRFR WA
B 2Z 8] AS 28 3 AT ] gt B 0% 1 IR AR 1 1 A L PR
. AE,, 230 2 52 v B U bR B80T 7 A L 5
T A5 1) ) 038 A0 BLAE F BE
B3LYP/TZ2P /KF F U0 +L—[UO,(L) >l fig
AT EDASIA K 4, th& 408 =4
Tk 48 JE 2 R 5 W Y AE gl AE o TRAE 1.10~1.16,
2 W14l ik R BRI AR AE 2 bk G AR B 2 T 1 R
MHEAE R ZE LA EAEHFE K. LA [UO,(DAP)
SR ), A B VR ) RE Y 46 X H R 253.34 keal/

[UO, (DAP) ]**

[UO, (PTP) >

[UO, (BPP) **

6 R R pR AL ELF A

Fig. 6 Electron localization function ELF diagram
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Table 4 Energy decomposition analysis(EDA) of UO§+ +L—[UO,(L)]*" at BBLYP/TZ2P level
a4 AE,/(kcalsmol™)  AE/(kealemol™)  AE,,/(kcalsmol™)  AE,(7t)/(kealemol™)  AE,, (15 H)/(kealemol™)  AE, . /JAE,,
[UO,(DAP)T* —321.39 —90.10 163.24 —253.34(52.27%) ~231.29(47.73%) 1.10
[UO,(PIP)J** -331.55 -97.32 173.79 —271.11(53.65%) —234.23(46.35%) 1.16
[UO,(BPP)J** -333.70 -93.25 184.34 —277.59(53.58%) —240.46 (46.42%) 1.15

mol, 1M #LiE AH B 4E H B8 /) 46 XTHE > 231.29 keal/
mol; 1i % T [UO,(PIP) J**F1 [UO,(BPP) ]*, tL#f &
i F M B FH AR B 48 X0 2K T 0 1A A ELAE
RE Y 28 XL, o AE g 15 A AE o/ (AE i tAE )
A A VR A BEE A EAE & HOR R, #RR
M EAE A =FEC S Y0 R BOH EAE b &
AL, 7 EE A 50% Ph b, T B0EE A B VR R AE =
FOC G000 7 B BEAE b A S A, 2905
Fb 40% LA b, 33 B R 25 X 13 26 i A b il o 5
FRBCAR A BC AL AT Sy, R A AR G 3 = 5
AL, UGS B IE AR BRI ALE Ak 27 0 v i A 00 7R
TN, ABAT & — A~ B B AR AR, B E [UO,(L)
AW E 2 CEZEMIEN . FHlETE [UO,-
(DAP) 1, # B AH BAEH 5 R 52.27%, BB
HAER &N R 47.73%, 76 S A BRI BE I S
M H B L B i, AR 4% 2 25 . — Ok UL,
AE g 7B AL LB T AE,, B9 725 AL, 35 AE,
B AE,,, # 6], X T AE;, W45 %7 {E, 333.70 kcal/mol
([UO,(BPP) I**) >331.55 kcal/mol( [UO,( PIP) ") >
321.39 keal/mol([UO,(DAP) 1), iX 5 AE,,; 19 46 Xt
{E #a 3 184.34 keal/mol([UO,(BPP) J**) > 173.79 kcal/
mol([UO,(PIP) J*) > 163.24 kcal/mol( [UO,( DAP) **)
— 3, AL 5 AE g HO 20 SHE R S LA K AE,, 45 %F
{E Y #—FL, $J2 [UO,(BPP) > > [UO,(PIP) " >
[UO,(DAP) >, X 5 I CH XA B M 1TiE —
o 5 R VR B RTELE A B4R 2 BPP iR 5
BTEES T 45 AR IR IR o AE, . B AE g0
41 A 5 s A B AH B AR BB AE e 5 T
AE o 5 AE i (IF, AE ;. T HE BC 14 DAP %]
BPP F1 PIP, % [A] {37 FHLAH . VE 36 K .

B AE, ., TR 43 R A0 H A AR &R A5 AN ]
AR )RR B EIE (0 DTk, 45 RN s, Y
ik S (ETS) ik 45 66 & M #ie i) 3 2R
(ETS-NOCV) 73 #r T W 7+ H JE i 3 . ETS-
NOCV 3 # #1 H 1 4l i [UO,(L) 1%+ %5 Ui A9 &=
A % B, R ] DL EE B [UOL (L) PR B F

AL R . TR R R, BEA W TP B
BrIa] 1 32 B AR AT DR A 4 O = 0 R B
I HAE R 2p—5f. 2p—6d 1 2p—7s. [UO,(L) P
v B M A AT DA R EL AR T B B Ap1 ()
Ap2(r) . Ap3(r) Fl Apd(r) S B A, 3% 2630 5 J&
BC AR B N I F1 O D 1) 4 Ja STk ™ A5 Y, AR3R
T EER U-0p M UNMHEAEH, & 8 G AFEHAE
W 90% Lh o AT BRI, 7F [UO,(L) 'k
AW b B TC A RN ik E PR A e B 2 TR] Y B AR B
YEH — MR 5 o ALHLE - N/O 2p — U 7s. 6d.
S b i H Aar Y B R Bk 4y o =3, N/OL 2p—U
7s X U-N/O, #1928 ¥ % £ W 4R A~ W N/O 2p—U
6d 1 5f T,

B3LYP/TZ2P 7K F T fli Bt 48 35 & Wk i & 4
ETS-NOCV 1 6d. 7s F1 5f 5 LA A %K 6, HH#E6
AN ZEFTOF R0 = AN A, [UO,(L) P iy

%5 B3LYP/TZ2P /KT 4l BE4R 3E 2 ke & 0 14
ETS-NOCV %%

Table 5 ETS-NOCV(AE! ) results of [UO,(L)]* molecules
(L =DAP, PIP, and BPP) at B3LYP/TZ2P level

AE!, /(kcalemol ™) [UO,(DAP)*]

i EREE — LRI

L=DAP L=PIP L=BPP

[0
1 2p>5f 7316 —7631  —77.01 ~.&£.

/ b
H i

2 2p—6d 7577 —80.03  —83.00 .m(
4 Y
{ 3
L8
3 2p—6d 4410 3810 -39.72 ,g&,
I 3
/ \
4
Cdh
4 2po7s 4023 4485 4445 \';R‘"X
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Table 6 Proportion of 6d, 7s, and 5f in ETS-NOCV of [UO,(L)]** molecules(L = DAP, PIP, and BPP) at BALYP/TZ2P level

[} AE o1y 6/ (kcalemol ™) AE 7/ (kcalemol ™) AE 4 5/(kcalemol ) AEpeatit/%  AEgi /%  AEgy s H/%
[UO,(DAP)* -119.87 -40.23 -73.16 51.4 17.2 314
[UO,(PIP)]>* -118.13 —44.85 -76.31 49.4 18.7 31.9
[UO,(BPP)]** -122.72 —44.45 —77.01 50.3 18.2 315

67s-NOCV 545 T AE,, 19 17% L) |, 65-NOCV 4
W T AE,, 31% LU I, 66d-NOCV 54 T AE,, HY
49% LA b, AE o 6q M H T AE 5 LB RTRE 5
AE,, 1) 80% LA I, 3X 5 58 B < 3E & bk — 19k Bl Ak &
Yih kB U 7s, 6d, SEMZHE FEZES 514
RN L — 3B, S 4, ETS-NOCV 1
g5 R n] LLGE A 4R R 4+ E (NLMO) H iy
NBO &3 53 #r it — 2L 13 BIEW] .

i 2¢ 5 A J41: [UO,L(BPP) ' Hf K &R 43 AEL 1
76 XHE K F [UO,(PIP) 1>* Ml [UO,(DAP) ]*" Y
BE—Ti, MU AE!, (1) 6 F15 EDA B3 i B
EA AR (AEq ) & — 3, XKW 1 BPP itik
HN/O Sl J - 9 038 DTk BE K . T M A — A D
Y0 AE B E A E BN RE, i=3,4W
MHGEA AR R i= 1,2 il —F 2.
il 4, 7€ [UO,(BPP) *'H1, |AEL, | = 77.01 kcal/mol.,
|AE2, | = 83.00 kcal/mol [ 2 |AE2, | = 39.72 kcal/
mol, |AE}, | = 44.45 kcal/mol, AE!, FIAE?, %4 X {H
b B K, T AES, FIAES, (W 48 XF {H 2 HAEL, Hl
AEL, B —2F

B3LYP/TZ2P /K F [UO,(L) %% T Yy ETS-

NOCV AR JE % JEBN A 7. & 7 0 0. = Fh Al Bk
A HE B R A 9 U-N/O, Y ETS-NOCV 745 J¥ %% Jif
KA -2, MWEBBIERBRE, o5-NOCV 5
67s-NOCV 4 iy it /& f* N/O J5L i % Fit, -+ 1) 4k
Ik Bt U D 1 25 00 B BOB G, b o51-
NOCV Xt 1 [UO,(L) P& i N 3% O L1y
PO R o) 4l I B U Y £ 78 25 0L 3E B
67s-NOCV Xf Jif [UO,(L) 1>k &9 i N s %
O 1= 4 KT L~ 1) ‘Bl 155 e B b U Y 7s 25 #3E
BB AT AR T3 = b Al R 4B 3E 2 ik BL S
i, 3] BB J2 IX S E A W)Y R 4 BR SR SE S
s Ji - B0 %% FR M A DT S B0

754k, X UOT fUOST 5 DAP, PIP, BPP B
WEE S e s, d, fHEREE RSP A4
ATE 7, mE 7 e AL U0 Y s B AR = B
L SRJE H MR s £ £y Fo R0 52 P AE & PR AR Y
G EIEE R [UO,(L) P BLA W), s FLiERE A
BT B, AR R AR R 51O s A AT A
dHERR R A T LT, A HE A E S, d 2 E
B SCEEBE, BRI B =R A, d B
1 AE R AR 20 W)l 0.725., 0.875. 1.542 eV, 7 4l ik

7 B3LYP/TZ2P /K F [UO,(L) 1**4>F ) ETS-NOCV 7§ JE % &
Table 7 ETS-NOCV deformation densities of [UO,(L)]*" molecules(L = DAP, PIP, and BPP) at B3LYP/TZ2P level

[UO,(L)J?* Popst

Prp—6d Prp—7s

L=DAP




88 A2 5 b2 48
r 1k B 7 BB ) B0 T DAP F1 PIP, =FhiC &4 h
ol e e 9 O J5F I -4 6 o 7k (—0.73 [e]. —0.82 e
T ~0.82 [e]) 4939 N J&F (=0.37 [e]. —0.37 [e]. —0.36 e])
z 3 ' e 9 =, BRI U B O, 1o il fF P LB . K
gnﬂ: ? f, 03346V 0246¢V 0276eV 8yF E W&, 76 [UO,(BPP) 1>, P=0 R 1Y 51
of LT T AME % O JFTF 4 1 b B B 22, 3 75 bk 25 75 BPP
o A P—0 HEPE AT LI O 5T o i 25 i
2 - ({045 421 B T £, 15 EDA 41 B 1 9 [UO,(BPP) |

&7 hisE S LI S Y00 s d A £ AUIE REGLIR
Fig. 7 s, d, and f orbital energy levels of uranyl and

[UO,(L)I**(L = DAP, PIP, and BPP)

BPP it & ¥ d L& fiE i 52 2 9 BPP BLAR A 51 A
0 BE R, U P C AR 2SS AR d Bl
#% . H M [UO,(DAP)]*%| [UO,(BPP) > Bl i
d BB Rl T R B BOR B K (W 5, 7E [UOL(BPP) P
o d BL3E BB R A, d BUEE RS R AR AR
MEE S A Re. G PLEA BT R R, BE =MEA
Y LT R 7, A IE S [UO,(L) P& W, £ &
EHEE, HLERE & LT A LBk, 1M 0018
RE & AP EJE. Ak, 7E [UOL(BPP) X HYIE Wi,
A N A 1 0 i B T T = TR T R 1 B
PE i 52 U0 5 i Ak 2 1] 1) Ha i 2% &% T 52 i
I, e A 0 R e M 1Y 25 5 T RE R O 44 5 i 19k 2 1]
HL oy e B8 1Y) 22 53 BT 30

e A7 Bk i ) R T B A% SR T IRC R Y AIOX L T
i) 4 A 5 - 25 (L BILIE 1 B ) e RS T AR Y, 3R
BT eI AR FRE Mz FRE . R
i Miilliken J7 ik #EAT T HLfif 430 A7, 45 R 5 A 8,
M Miilliken Hi faf £ &, 7E3X 2£ [UO,(L) PRC &)
o, U 5T i 19 Milliken H, £ 4 G R B 1E HL T
1M BC AR 1 N R 7o A 2 o per, Ok, U-N Z
[i] EL A B S 7 AR AH BLAE T . MK Midlliken FE fir £
ALK T, U0 1 U (1 Miilliken HE fif A 2.74 [e],
IZAEAE [UO,(DAP) Pt [ 2 2.41 [e], 7E [UO,(PIP) P
W% 2 2.38 |e|, 7E [UO,(BPP) > 1 [ % 2.36 |e|, £
[UO,(BPP) 1>, U JE 1 %& A= i H fuf 54 4% d K, W
f i R AR A EAE R E EEAE . B,
[UO, (L) 12" iy 4 ok 11 A 114 150 A2 925 B DA A 1 1)
AR IE A4 2 45 J vhoc UO2T /Y H £ 55 7, BPP it 44

) T A AR o — B, SRR R SIS
T O BT R H A RO, B RE O, X LB
r o3 A (45 S B T [UO,(BPP) 12 v U( VD) i Fa
FEME
8 B3LYP/TZ2P 7K F [UO,(L) * 1 Jii + 11
Miilliken HJ, 7 ~F- 34 { 1 N-M 4

Table 8 Average Miilliken charge of atoms and N-M bond order
in [UO,(L)]*" at BALYP/TZ2P level

Miilliken i, far/je] N-M#%
&Y
U o N UN U0, U-0,
uoz* 274 -0.37 3.59
[UO,(DAP)* 241 -073 -037 052 067 243

[UO,(PIP) ¥ 238 —0.82 -037 049 074 241

[UOLBPP)* 236 -082 -036 048 079 242

Xt = Al A8 Y U-0, . U-N Fl U-0,, K i
G AT T b, AT 45 S Pk B N-M 4
Gp, 455 T K 8. N-M #EGBE A 50X Wi 5 9
TR B Y R R, AN T8 R B A 2 5 1) H A L
YRR, N-M 89 R 0% AR I M R AE . >4 N-M 48 ¢
25 1 K UL LB R on AL s, i/ T 0.5 1Y
SHE D) 38 Ay 55 1Y) R R ELAE

i1 8 AT 1: U-Oy 19 N-M ¢ 35 K F 2, Ui B
T U-0O,, J2& S 21 i S 4 4, 53X 5 76 K b 9 1) 38
— T U-N 8942308 0.5 1 B U-N 2 55 i A
HAEM; U-Op MBS R T UN SR, 75 0.67~0.79
ZE . [UO,(BPP) > iy U-Op ¥#%%(0.79) KF
[UO,(PIP) > il 5 4% (0.74) K T [UO,(DAP) |**
T2 (0.67) , Ui HH [UOL(BPP) PR U 75 O,
R A HAE B 58 T [UO,(PIP) PPl [UO,(DAP) T
rhOGE B s TR B AR EAE . AN, =R S b
U-N 5 9% K /N 2N 0.48([UO,(BPP) 127) < 0.49
([UO,(PIP) ) <0.52([UO,(DAP) 1), 5 ik U-0O,
ST -

o T B s B A U-Op A1 U-N Y LR AR
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e FESE Bl L AT B S I W 1 A R B Y 89

gy, #EAT A AR SRBLE AT AR A LB RICT B A
Y U-N Fl U-O, ) NLMO A9 45 R 5 A £ 9.
FOAM: &) - TR o BEHLE T8 b R T
5f. 6d HLIE A O Ji . N7 2p FLB AL . £
B U-N F1 U-Op BIJE A H 9 O AT N BTRk 1 48 K
T4y 1 LT o AE [UO,(BPP) 1P iy U-Op 4Ll rh
O %1 88.83% LA I, fE U-NA AP N H3 T
88.13% LA b, BT LAJE 1 O J5 —F # Ak B4 TiE o7 % o
W, [UO,(L)T**(L=DAP, PIP 1 BPP) 1k ¥+ UN
K U-Op 1) o B pCHE, B+ AN T (% 2p 018 1
O 5t 71y 2p HUiA 17 Ml Bt th U 1Y 7s. 6d A1 5f 4
1 8, B NLMO &5 B34 AU, B i K&
BN, O /& U st lk 21 1, H 2 ot Bk 4 sl
AR ARAR /I, T A A Bt 2 =2 ] 1) o B U-O AH A
YE EEk A 20 2p Bl £ 2 ZILM M y; Bie
RAAHEE S T Z 8 AY o B UN M EAEH EE R A
4 N 2p BLif, X W44 ETS-NOCV By 453 . LU
[UO,(BPP) 12" I %, U-O, M HAEH 4
88.83% MY O BTk A1 7.02% 1Y U BTk, Hivh 7s = 6d = 5¢
B U STHE EE R 1 6.23 & 5.95, U 4 6d B3 Al
STHE 2 LU= A 0 E L4, U 6d #L
TETE U-Op 3 & Hh ol 25 CHEVE T, 10 U SF /Y 5T Bk A
N2 s Uk /D, B B A, SRR U-OL
U 8 5F STk AU &y BPP ££%> PIP 557> DAP 58!,
BPP 5 UOy' 45 & ik J1ik 5 U-O, i3tk B %
M. 78 U-O b SERLES 5l 2, It
9 B3LYP/TZ2P /K- [UOL(L) *'i) U-N
LA K U-Oy ) NLMO %%

Table 9 NLMO results of U-N and U-O
of [UO,(L)]*" at BBLYP/TZ2P level

LR FA NLMO
[UO,(DAP)*  oU-N;  87.57%N(sp>%) +9.10%U(sp***f**)
o U-N,  87.57%N(sp*®) +9.10%U(sp**f*)
cU-0,  89.58%0(sp*™") + 6.65%U(sp**f3!)
cU-O,  89.58%0(sp*™") + 6.65%U(sp*f3!)
[UO,(PIP) > 6 U-N, 88.16%N (sp>%) + 8.64%U (d*5f2%)
o U-N,  88.16%N(sp>®) + 8.64%U(sp*f>%)
cU-0,  88.74%O0(sp””) + 6.47%U (d*1°f7)
cU-O,  88.74%0(sp’™) + 6.47%U(sp®'*f%7)
[UO,(BPP)* o U-N,  88.18%N(sp>5) +8.55%U(sp**>f>%)
o U-N,  88.18%N(sp>®) +8.55%U(sp*¥>%)
cU-O,,  88.83%0(sp®*) +7.02%U(sp*»£%%)
cU-O,  88.83%0(sp®*) +7.02%U(sp*»£%%)

P #58 , #1 T DAP Al PIP, BPP 5 UOS JE il Y Fic
G U-0p L MR, Wi FE U-N U I 6d 51
MR B9 2 4 DAP d*90> PIP d*6°> BPP d**, 6d # i
Z 5L, MR R, XS E A
A Ry 2 Bl BE A S W B — A 2[R Y R B R AR
DAP 5 UOS" JE W 1Y i & 4 P (1 U-N B gk 1) B 1
PR SR I S 25 O {UUE X T T A EDA FETS-
NOCV 45 58, i Had ik — L34t 1 d il £ 9L1E o7
R ISR 1 R TR G R

5 & it

K DFT H1 f# B3LYP Fil MO6L 1 F 7 2 % =
Fh it /& DAP ., PIP Il BPP 5 UO JE Wi iy it & 4 11
JUAu] 235 46 R BRE TR BT AT T R G, AR LLR
4510

(1) =AEBAE 2w ic 44 55 b 9% 2% 38 T L3
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