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Convenient synthesis of fluoride-alkoxides of Nb(V) and Ta(V):
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The synthesis and the spectroscopic characterization of fluoride-alkoxides of niobium and tantalum in the
highest oxidation state are reported. Suspensions of MF5 (M = Nb, Ta) in a chlorinated solvent reacted
with up to three equivalents of ROSiMe3 (R = Me, Et, Ph) to afford polynuclear derivatives and variable
amounts of FSiMe3. Thus MF4(OR) (R = Et, Ph) and MF3(OR)2 were obtained by selective 1 : 1 and 1 : 2
reactions almost exclusively as single isomeric products; otherwise mixtures of MF4(OMe) species
were afforded from the equimolar reactions of MF5 with MeOSiMe3. The 1 : 3 reaction of TaF5 with
MeOSiMe3 led to different forms of TaF2(OMe)3. The synthesis of TaF(OPh)4 was forced by high
temperature conditions or the use of a large excess of PhOSiMe3. DFT studies were carried out in order to
predict, in the distinct cases, the most stable structures of the metal products. The molecular structures of
[NbF2(OPh)2(μ-F)]3 and [TaF(OPh)3(μ-OPh)]2 were ascertained by X-ray diffraction.

Introduction

In the last few years there has been increasing development in
the chemistry of niobium and tantalum derivatives, encouraged
by the easy availability and the substantial non-toxicity of the
metals.1

In this context the alkoxides/aryloxides of Nb(V) and Ta(V)
have found interesting applications in catalysis1a,2 and as precur-
sors of the corresponding oxides,3 which in turn have remarkable
electrical and optical properties.4

Both the pentaalkoxide species M(OR)5 (M = Nb, Ta; R =
alkyl or aryl)2a,3a,5 and the mixed halide-alkoxides MXn(OR)5−n
(X = Cl or Br, n = 1–3)6 are well-known compounds, which
typically adopt a dinuclear structure with two ligands bridging
between the two metal centres. On the other hand, very little is
known on the corresponding fluoride-alkoxides. Mixed fluoride-
alkoxides of a variety of metals have been usually prepared by
three strategies: (a) alkoxide-fluoride exchange by reaction
of metal alkoxides with HF,7,8 KHF2,

9 PF3
10 or MeCOF;11

(b) fluoride-alkoxide exchange by reaction of metal fluorides
with alcohols; (c) metathesis reaction between metal alkoxides
and metal fluorides.12–14 As an example (point b), mononuclear

complexes WF6−x(OEt)x (x = 1, 2) have been obtained from
WF6 by treatment with ethanol.13,15

Nevertheless, in the case of Nb(V) and Ta(V) this last pro-
cedure is not viable for the preparation of MF5−x(OR)x com-
plexes (M = Nb, Ta), due to the special strength of the M–F
bond in MF5, preventing the fluoride displacement.1a,16 Other-
wise the synthesis of some Nb(V) and Ta(V) fluoride alkoxides
(and related coordination adducts17) was claimed in the past
by metathesis reaction between MF5 and M(OR)5 (M = Nb, Ta;
R = Et, Ph),18 see point (c) above. Nevertheless the characteri-
zation of the products was limited and a clear structural determi-
nation has been still missing.

The successful competition for fluorine of Si towards Nb was
casually demonstrated, when high thermal treatment of NbF5 in
silicon-containing tubes gave SiF4 and niobium oxy-fluorides.19

Hence amido-fluorides and chloro-fluorides were prepared by
reactions of MF5 (M = Nb, Ta) with trimethylsilyl species.20

On considering these facts, we decided to investigate the reactiv-
ity of niobium and tantalum pentafluorides, MF5 (M = Nb, 1a;
M = Ta, 1b),21 with trimethylsilyl ethers, ROSiMe3.

The reactions, with different molar ratios, proceeded straight-
forwardly with both alkyl (R = Me, Et) and aryl (R = Ph)
groups, and led to the high-yield formation of fluoride-alkoxide
(aryloxide) derivatives. The determination of the structures of
the products obtained relied on combined spectroscopic and
DFT studies. The two first examples of X-ray characterization of
niobium and tantalum fluoride-phenolates will be presented.

Results and discussion

When suspensions of MF5 (M = Nb, 1a; M = Ta, 1b) in
dichloromethane were treated with 1–3 molar equivalents of
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trimethylsilyl ethers ROSiMe3 (R = Me, Et, Ph), exothermic dis-
solution of the solid took place. The metal containing products
MF4(OR) (2a–f ), MF3(OR)2 (3a–f ) and TaF2(OMe)3 (4) could
be isolated in pure form upon removal of the volatile materials,
see Scheme 1. The compounds 2–4 are solids at 20 °C, apart
from MF3(OEt)2 which appear as viscous liquids. The colours
range from colourless to yellow, with the exception of the pale
blue NbF3(OMe)2, probably due to some Nb(IV) impurity. NMR
experiments pointed out that the reactions in CD2Cl2 proceeded
with complete consumption of the organic reagent and clean for-
mation of FSiMe3, according to eqn (1).

MF5 þ nROSiMe3 ! MF5�nðORÞn þ nFSiMe3 ð1Þ
NMR samples were prepared respectively by addition of 1, 2

and 3 molar equivalents of ROSiMe3 (R = Me, Et, Ph) to
CD2Cl2 suspensions of MF5, at room temperature. Thus the
NMR spectra were recorded at low temperature in order to
prevent ligand-exchange processes. Furthermore IR analyses
were carried out, when possible, on the solid mixtures obtained
by the reactions conducted in CH2Cl2, after removal of the vola-
tile materials.

Compounds MF4(OR) (2a–f )

The 13C spectra of MF4(OPh) at 188 K display one resonance
accounting for ipso-carbon nuclei (e.g. at 159.7 ppm in the case
of M = Ta, 2f ). This fact suggests the presence of one single
species bearing symmetrically-arranged phenolato ligands. Ana-
logous conclusion may be traced for MF4(OEt) and TaF4(OMe),
on account of the fact that the 1H and 13C spectra contain one
largely-prevalent set of resonances [e.g. for 2d: δ(1H) = 5.22,
(q, 2 H, CH2), 1.60 (t, 3 H, CH3) ppm; δ(13C) = 81.6 (CH2),
16.7 (CH3) ppm]. On the other hand, NbF4(OMe) is obtained in
several forms (see Experimental).

The 19F NMR spectra of 2a–f at room temperature display
very broad signals; on lowering the temperature, the signals
become progressively more resolved and the integrated ratio
between resonances due to terminally-bound fluorines and reso-
nances due to bridging fluorines increases. The 19F spectrum of
2f at 188 K shows the resonances related to the terminal

fluorines in the range 156–85 ppm, and the resonances related to
the bridging ones in the range −66 to −84 ppm. It should be
noted here that the low-temperature 19F NMR patterns (in
CD2Cl2) of the anions [M2F11]

− (M = Nb, Ta) consist of three
resonances, e.g. at δ = 116 and 71 ppm (terminal-F) and
−74 ppm (bridging-F) in the case of [Ta2F11]

−.16b

The IR spectra of the mixtures 2a–f (see Experimental) are
helpful in the identification of the structure of the related com-
pounds, indeed they suggest the almost absence of bridging alk-
oxides. For instance, the IR spectrum of 2c shows two clear,
strong absorptions in the 1000–1100 cm−1 region (i.e. at 1096
and 1063 cm−1). Since the IR spectrum of [Nb(OEt)5]2 com-
prises two C–O bands due to the terminal ligands at 1110 and
1066 cm−1 and one C–O band attributed to the bridging ligands
at 1030 cm−1,22 it may be concluded by comparison that 2c does
not contain bridging ethoxides.

DFT calculations were carried out with the aim to predict the
molecular structures of [TaF4(OR)]n (R = Me, 2b; R = Ph, 2f ).
Three nuclearities were considered, i.e. n = 4, 3, 2: this appears
reasonable since tantalum pentafluorides are tetranuclear21 while
tantalum pentaalkoxides are generally dinuclear in the solid state
(see Introduction). Hence a series of plausible isomeric struc-
tures, for each nuclearity, were optimized for the gas phase; an
implicit solvation model for CH2Cl2 was added subsequently.
An analogous study was carried out on TaF4(OEt) (2d), by con-
sidering a restricted series of possibilities. The structures calcu-
lated for 2b,d,f and the related energies are represented
respectively in Fig. S1–S4 (2b), S5–S8 (2f ) and S9 (2d), within
the ESI.†

The most probable structures of 2b,d,f in dichloromethane are
tetranuclear and homologous (respectively 2bN, 2dN and 2fN).
However the DFT calculations have indicated that three possible
structures of 2b (i.e. 2bJ, trinuclear; 2bO and 2bR, tetranuclear)
have energies [referred to the TaF4(OMe) unit] higher than that
of 2bN by less than 1.5 kcal mol−1, after addition of the sol-
vation model (Fig. S4†). Similar considerations are valid for 2f
(Fig. S8†). The ground-state energy values of dinuclear species
are significantly higher in the case of both 2b and 2f (Fig. S4
and S8†). The same stability scale (dinuclear ≪ trinuclear <
tetranuclear) has been found for the ethoxy-derivative TaF4(OEt)
(2d), see Fig. S9.†

The four lowest-energy structures calculated for 2b are shown
in Fig. 1.

The DFT outcomes regarding the tantalum complexes 2b,d,f
may be extended to the corresponding niobium ones (2a,c,e). In
fact the NMR patterns of 2a,c,e resemble those of 2b,d,f,
respectively. In addition, we have recently demonstrated
thoroughly that the identity of the metal does not play a percepti-
ble role in the chemistry of MF5 (M = Nb, Ta) and their
derivatives.1a

The presumed prevalent formation of tetranuclear species in
the course of the 1 : 1 reactions of MF5 with ROSiMe3 is in
accord with previous hypothesis on the nuclearity of NbF4(OEt),
based on cryoscopy in benzene.18a

However the theoretical existence of different forms of com-
parable energies, bearing tetra- or trinuclear structure, may
explain the formation of more than one product. According to
this, the NMR spectra of 2a,b,d at low temperature display more
than one set of resonances; for instance, the 1H spectrum of 2a

Scheme 1 New MF5−n(OR)n compounds.
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shows singlets at δ 4.69, 4.59, 4.49, 3.93, 3.84 ppm, in an
8 : 6 : 4 : 1 : 2 ratio (see Experimental). Otherwise the NMR
spectra of 2c,e,f show single sets of resonances, thus suggesting
the formation, in each case, of a unique product form. The 1H
NMR spectrum of a CDCl3 solution obtained by 1 : 1 reaction of
NbF5 with EtOSiMe3 did not show variations after prolonged
heating at high temperature.

An important point of agreement between the DFT outcomes
and the spectroscopic features (NMR and IR, see above) is given
by the fact that the lowest energy structures calculated for 2
show symmetrically-distributed terminal –OR ligands [see Fig. 1
for TaF4(OMe)].

In view of the tetranuclear structure of TaF5, the reactions
leading to 2a–f might proceed with initial formation of inter-
mediates of formula M4F19(OR). According to DFT calculations,
the most stable Ta4F19(OMe) molecule holds the methoxy group
in the equatorial-terminal position (see Fig. S10†). The further
multiple substitution of fluorides by [OMe] to give 2bN, in
CH2Cl2, is a strongly exothermic process (see eqn (2)).

Ta4F19 OMeð Þ þ 3 MeOSiMe3 ! ½TaF4 OMeð Þ�4 þ 3 FSiMe3

ΔHcalc ¼ �44 kcal mol�1

ð2Þ
This outcome suggests that partially substituted products are

probably not obtained when the reaction of MF5 with ROSiMe3
is performed with a M/Si = 1 ratio.

Compounds MF3(OR)2 (3a–f )

X-ray quality crystals of [NbF2(μ-F)(OPh)2]3 (3eB) were col-
lected from a solution obtained by 1 : 2 molar reaction of NbF5
with PhOSiMe3. Hence the molecular structure could be eluci-
dated by X-ray diffraction: the ORTEP representation is shown

in Fig. 2, whereas relevant bond lengths and angles are reported
in Table 1.

Compound 3eB is a cyclic trimer composed of three (dis-
torted) octahedral Nb(V) units bridged by three F-atoms. Each
niobium is coordinated to two terminal OPh (in relative cis-equa-
torial positions), two terminal fluorides (in trans-axial positions)
and two bridging fluorides (lying on the same plane of the
phenolato ligands). As far as we are aware, no other Nb3(μ-F)3
species has been known hitherto. For the sake of comparison, it
should be cited that NbF5 in the solid state adopts a tetrameric
structure, composed of octahedral units.23 In the case of 3eB, the
Nb–Fterminal interactions [average 1.880(12) Å] are shorter than
the bridging contacts [average 2.077(11) Å], as found also in
[NbF5]4 [Nb–Fterminal 1.77 Å; Nb–Fbridging 2.06 Å]. Nonetheless,
it must be remarked that whereas the Nb–Fbridging distances in
both 3eB and [NbF5]4 are almost identical, Nb–Fterminal inter-
actions in 3eB are 0.11 Å longer than in [NbF5]4. This difference
likely originates from the different electronic and steric proper-
ties of the ligands present in the two complexes herein described,
i.e. [NbF5]4 and 3eB. The Nb–F–Nb angle [average 155.6(4)°] is
considerably bended in view of the trimeric nature of 3eB, com-
pared to the almost linear Nb–F–Nb interactions [182.5°] found
in the tetrameric [NbF5]4. The Nb–O lengths are in the range of
typical niobium–terminal alkoxide interactions.2a,24

With the aim to carry out a DFT study on the 1 : 2 reaction of
NbF5 with PhOSiMe3, we considered a series of possible

Table 1 Selected bond distances (Å) and angles (°) for 3eB

Nb(1)–O(1) 1.808(6) Nb(1)–O(2) 1.835(5)
Nb(1)–F(1) 2.073(5) Nb(1)–F(3) 2.071(4)
Nb(1)–F(4) 1.873(5) Nb(1)–F(5) 1.879(5)
Nb(2)–O(3) 1.829(5) Nb(2)–O(4) 1.822(5)
Nb(2)–F(1) 2.083(4) Nb(2)–F(2) 2.091(4)
Nb(2)–F(6) 1.898(4) Nb(2)–F(7) 1.878(5)
Nb(3)–O(5) 1.815(6) Nb(3)–O(6) 1.827(6)
Nb(3)–F(2) 2.070(5) Nb(3)–F(3) 2.075(5)
Nb(3)–F(8) 1.882(5) Nb(3)–F(9) 1.870(5)
F(3)–Nb(1)–F(1) 81.69(18) F(1)–Nb(2)–F(2) 80.65(17)
F(2)–Nb(3)–F(3) 81.35(18) Nb(1)–F(1)–Nb(2) 155.9(2)
Nb(3)–F(2)–Nb(2) 153.3(2) Nb(1)–F(3)–Nb(3) 157.7(3)
F(4)–Nb(1)–F(5) 160.8(2) F(6)–Nb(2)–F(7) 159.6(2)
F(8)–Nb(3)–F(9) 160.8(2) O(1)–Nb(1)–O(2) 99.4(3)
O(3)–Nb(2)–O(4) 99.5(3) O(5)–Nb(3)–O(6) 98.0(3)

Fig. 1 Lowest-energy DFT-optimized structures of TaF4(OMe).

Fig. 2 Molecular structure of [NbF2(μ-F)(OPh)2]3, 3eB, with key
atoms labelled. The H-atoms have been omitted for clarity. Thermal
ellipsoids are at the 50% probability level.

12900 | Dalton Trans., 2012, 41, 12898–12906 This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2012
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structures of NbF3(OPh)2. The optimized structures are given in
Fig. S11 (ESI†) with the related energies. A solvation model
having the dielectric constant of CH2Cl2 was included in the
calculations.

According to the DFT results, the 1 : 2 reaction of NbF5 with
PhOSiMe3 in CH2Cl2 should afford a mixture of products, with
slight prevalence of [NbF2(μ-F)(OPh)2]3 (3eB). In fact two
additional molecules bearing high symmetry and terminal phe-
nolato ligands (see Fig. S11:† 3eC, trinuclear; 3eD, tetranuclear)
present energies [referred to the NbF3(OPh)2 unit] comparable to
that of 3eB.

A selection of calculated geometric parameters for [NbF2(μ-F)-
(OPh)2]3 (3eB) is supplied within the ESI (Table S1†). A com-
pared reading of Table 1 and Table S1† outlines that the DFT
parameters are in satisfying agreement with the experimental
data (X-ray). A slight overestimation of bond lengths, typical of
most of DFT functionals, is observable.25

The 13C NMR spectrum (at 188 K) of the CD2Cl2 mixture
obtained by 2 : 1 reaction of PhOSiMe3 with NbF5 (3e) exhibits
a pattern including three resonances accounting for ipso carbons
[δ = 162.6, 162.0, 161.4 ppm], indicating the presence of more
than one species. We think that the latter are the trinuclear
isomers 3eB and 3eC, which differ in the orientation of the phe-
nolato ligands (all equatorial in 3eB, half equatorial and half
axial in 3eC), see Fig. S11.† This is suggested by the fact that
the IR spectrum (solid state) of the mixture matches well the
pattern of the superimposed IR spectra computed for 3eB and
3eC. The 19F spectrum of 3e is coherent with the presence of
both terminal (120–91 ppm) and bridging (−53 to −65 ppm)
fluorines.

The low-temperature NMR spectra of 3a–f have evidenced,
for each case, the formation of a largely prevalent product,
bearing symmetrically-distributed alkoxide ligands. Minor
isomers have been detected for 3a–d, while compound 3f has
been obtained as single species.

The DFT study aimed for the identification of the struc-
tures adopted by the compounds of general formula MF3(OR)2
has been extended to 3b. Hence a group of plausible struc-
tures of 3b have been optimized: they are represented in
Fig. S12–S14.†

According to the calculations related to the solvated phase,
two trinuclear structures (3bF, 3bG) and two tetranuclear ones
(3bK, 3bL) have energies [referred to the TaF3(OMe)2 unit]
whose differences fall within 1 kcal mol−1 after addition of
the solvation model (Fig. S15†). Conversely dinuclear struc-
tures appear not accessible. The trinuclear molecules 3bF
and 3bG are homologous to 3eB and 3eC, respectively, that
probably arise in prevalence from NbF5 + 2PhOSiMe3 (see
above).

Compounds TaF2(OMe)3 (4a) and TaF(OPh)4 (5)

The reactions of 1a,b with three equivalents of ROSiMe3, in
CD2Cl2 at room temperature, gave complicated mixtures of
products.

In the case of TaF5/MeOSiMe3, the reaction took place clearly
with complete consumption of the organic reactant and pro-
duction of three equivalents of FSiMe3; TaF4(OMe) and

TaF3(OMe)2 did not form, according to NMR. Therefore the
resulting mixture probably corresponded to different forms of
TaF2(OMe)3, 4.

We calculated several possible structures of 4 by a DFT
method: the computed structures are shown in Fig. S16–S18
(ESI†), together with the corresponding relative energies.
On introduction of the solvation model for CH2Cl2, four low-
energy structures have energy values [referred to the TaF2-
(OMe)3 unit] included in a range of ca. 2.5 kcal mol−1.
These structures are respectively dinuclear (4C, 4D), trinuclear
(4F) and tetranuclear (4H), see Fig. 3 and Fig. S16–S19 in the
ESI.†

The DFT outcome indicates that the dinuclear frame, that
appears unfavourable in the cases of MF4(OR) and MF3(OR)2
compounds, on theoretical grounds becomes competitive for
TaF2(OMe)3. Interestingly, the 19F NMR spectrum of 4
(in CD2Cl2 at 188 K) displays a multitude of resonances due to
terminal fluorines (in the range 38–21 and at 16 and 9 ppm), and
only very low-intensity signals at negative values of chemical
shifts (δ = −101, −104, −110 ppm), see Experimental. This
fact suggests that dinuclear species lacking bridging fluo-
rines (presumably 4C and 4D) largely prevail in the mixture.26

The preference of alkoxide ligands for bridging positions
is a typical feature of dinuclear Nb(V) and Ta(V) halide-
alkoxides.6b,c,f

In a number of cases, NMR analyses (see the Experimental
section, NMR studies) on the mixtures obtained by the reaction
of MF5 with 3 equiv. of ROSiMe3 pointed out the presence of
variable amounts of unreacted organic material, and/or the pro-
duction of some MF3(OR)2 (2). This evidence implies that the
clean synthesis of MF2(OR)3 compounds is not generally viable
with the present method, at least at room temperature. In other
words, the stepwise substitution of [F] ligands by [OR] groups
in dichloromethane, starting from MF5, seems to become
increasingly less favourable on decreasing the fluorine content.
This trend has been detailed for M = Ta and R = Me, see
eqn (3)–(5) (referring to the most stable structures).

TaF5 þ MeOSiMe3 !TaF4 OMeð Þ þ FSiMe3

ΔHcalc ¼ �61 kcal mol�1
ð3Þ

TaF4 OMeð Þ þMeOSiMe3 ! TaF3 OMeð Þ2 þ FSiMe3

ΔHcalc ¼ �30 kcal mol�1
ð4Þ

Fig. 3 Lowest-energy DFT-optimized dinuclear structures of
TaF2(OMe)3 (4).

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2012 Dalton Trans., 2012, 41, 12898–12906 | 12901
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TaF3 OMeð Þ2 þMeOSiMe3 ! TaF2 OMeð Þ3 þ FSiMe3

ΔHcalc ¼ �23 kcal mol�1
ð5Þ

On an average, a maximum of three equivalents of fluoride
ligands in MF5 undergo substitution with –OR groups by reac-
tion with ROSiMe3, in CD2Cl2 at room temperature. According
to NMR analyses, the 1 : 4 and 1 : 5 reactions produced only
three equivalents of FSiMe3 per mole of the metal (see the
Experimental section, NMR studies).

In spite of this fact, crystals of the tetrasubstituted product
[TaF(OPh)3(μ-OPh)]2 (5A) could be collected from a CH2Cl2
mixture obtained by a prolonged reaction of TaF5 with a large
excess of PhOSiMe3. X-ray analysis was carried out on 5A: the
ORTEP representation is shown in Fig. 4, whereas relevant bond
lengths and angles are reported in Table 2. The unit cell contains
discrete dinuclear [TaF(OPh)3(μ-OPh)]2 molecules, which reside
on a crystallographic inversion centre. The dinuclear species
adopts an edge sharing bioctahedral geometry, with one terminal
F-ligand (in the axial position), three terminal and two bridging
OPh ligands. The two F-ligands on the different Ta-atoms are in
relative trans position with respect to the equatorial plane com-
prising the Ta-atoms and the two bridging phenoxides. The Ta–
O and O–C distances are comparable with those previously
reported for Ta(V) aryloxides.5g,h,27 In particular, the bridging
OPh ligand is almost symmetric [O(1)–Ta(1) 2.113(7) Å;
O(1_2)–Ta(1) 2.100(6) Å]. The Ta–Obridging contacts are con-
siderably elongated compared to the Ta–Oterminal ones [average:
1.882(12) Å], in analogy with what was reported for [Ta(OTol)3-
(μ-OTol)]2 (Tol = 4-C6H4Me).5h

Different, possible isomers of [TaF(OPh)4]2 were the object of
DFT investigation: the respective computed molecular structures
(5A–C) are represented in Fig. S20.†

The structures 5A and 5B bear two bridging phenoxides and
differ by the orientation of the F-ligands (i.e. axial in 5A,
equatorial in 5B). They present very close energies in CH2Cl2
(ΔEcalc ≈ 0.1 kcal mol−1). Conversely structure 5C, bearing two
bridging fluorides, is less stable than both 5A and 5B by ca.
6 kcal mol−1. A list of the main calculated geometric parameters
of 5A is provided in Table S2,† showing a good agreement with
the X-ray data.

We tried to force the selective formation of 5 by high tempera-
ture reaction of TaF5 with PhOSiMe3, in a 4 : 1 ratio. The reac-
tion was carried out in CDCl3 in a sealed tube at ca. 90 °C for
several hours, and afforded a yellow mixture which was analyzed
by NMR. The NMR data indicate the formation of four equiva-
lents of FSiMe3 and different metal species (see Experimental).
The 19F pattern may be attributed to the presence in solution of
5A and 5B, and of a third product containing bridging fluorines.
The latter is likely not to coincide with 5C (see above), and may
hold nuclearity higher than two.

Conclusions

A series of polynuclear fluoride-alkoxides of niobium and tanta-
lum in the highest oxidation state, MFx(OR)5−x (x = 2–4), have
been prepared and spectroscopically characterized. The reactions
of MF5 with different amounts of trimethylsilyl ethers, in a
chlorinated solvent, take place to afford metal products of
given empirical formulas. However mixtures of isomers and/or
species with different nuclearity may form in some cases.
Although DFT calculations have been not really conclusive in
the determination of the nuclearities of the new compounds, the
formation of tetra- and trinuclear products appears favourable for
both MF4(OMe) and MF3(OMe)2. Dinuclear frames become
energetically competitive on further decreasing the fluorine
content.

Spectroscopic data and DFT outcomes agree in that highly-
symmetric molecules are produced prevalently, and the –OR
ligands preferentially occupy terminal sites in MF4(OR) and
MF3(OR)2, but bridging sites in TaF2(OMe)3 and TaF(OPh)4.

The X-ray structures of [NbF2(μ-F)(OPh)2]3 and [TaF(OPh)3-
(μ-OPh)]2, which represent the first examples of crystallographic
characterizations of niobium/tantalum fluoride-alkoxides(aryl-
oxides), show agreement with both the spectroscopic features
and the computer results.

Experimental

General

All the metal compounds cited herein are air/moisture sensitive
and were manipulated under an atmosphere of pre-purified argon
using standard Schlenk techniques. The reaction vessels were
oven dried at 140 °C prior to use, evacuated (10−2 mm Hg) and
then filled with argon. NbF5, 1a, and TaF5, 1b, were purchased
from Strem (99.5% purity), stored as received in sealed tubes
under argon, and used without further purification. Solvents
(Sigma-Aldrich) were distilled from P4O10 before use. ROSiMe3
(R = Me, Et, Ph; Sigma-Aldrich) and CD2Cl2 (Cortecnet) were
stored under an argon atmosphere as received. Infrared
spectra were recorded at 298 K on a FT IR-Perkin Elmer

Table 2 Selected bond distances (Å) and angles (°) for 5Aa

Ta(1)–F(1) 1.901(6) Ta(1)–O(5) 1.891(7)
Ta(1)–O(3) 1.875(6) Ta(1)–O(4) 1.879(7)
Ta(1)–O(1) 2.113(7) Ta(1)–O(1_2) 2.100(6)
Ta(1)–O(1)–Ta(1_2) 111.2(3) O(1)–Ta(1)–O(1_2) 68.8(3)

a Symmetry transformations used to generate equivalent atoms: −x,
−y − 1, −z.

Fig. 4 Molecular structure of [TaF(OPh)3(μ-OPh)]2, 5A, with key
atoms labelled. The H-atoms have been omitted for clarity. Thermal
ellipsoids are at the 50% probability level.
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Spectrometer, equipped with a UATR sampling accessory. 1H,
13C and 19F NMR spectra were recorded on a Varian Gemini
200BB instrument; 93Nb NMR spectra were recorded on a
Bruker Avance DRX400 instrument equipped with a BBFO
broadband probe. The chemical shifts for 1H and 13C were
referenced to the non-deuterated aliquot of the solvent; the
chemical shifts for 19F were referenced to external CFCl3;
the chemical shifts for 93Nb were referenced to external
[NEt4][NbCl6].

Conductivity measurements were carried out on CH2Cl2 solu-
tions with an Eutech Con 700 Instrument (cell constant =
1.0 cm−1).28 Carbon and hydrogen analyses were performed on
a Carlo Erba mod. 1106 instrument. The fluoride content was
determined by a fluoride ion selective electrode, after boiling the
sample in an alkaline solution. The metal was analyzed as M2O5

obtained by high temperature treatment of the solid sample with
a HNO3 solution, followed by calcination in a platinum crucible.
The metal analyses were repeated twice in order to check for
reproducibility.

Synthesis isolation and characterization of MF4(OR), MF3(OR)2
and MF2(OR)3

General procedure: ROSiMe3 was added to a suspension of MF5
(0.80 mmol) in CH2Cl2 (10 mL), in the appropriate molar ratio,
and the mixture was stirred at room temperature for 5–10 h. Pro-
gressive dissolution of the solid was observed. The volatile
materials were removed in vacuo; the product was isolated in the
solid state by the treatment of the residue with CHCl3 (2 mL)
and pentane (15 mL). NMR analyses were carried out on
CD2Cl2 solutions (ca. 0.7 mL) prepared by addition of the
appropriate amount of ROSiMe3 to MF5.

NbF4(OMe), 2a. White solid, yield 80%. Anal. calcd for
CH3F4NbO: C, 6.01; H, 1.51; Nb, 46.47; F, 38.01. Found: C,
6.18; H, 1.32; Nb, 45.80; F, 37.82. IR (solid state): 2946w,
1444w, 1393w, 1112s (νCO), 983m, 737vs cm−1. 1H NMR
(CD2Cl2, 298 K): δ = 4.60 (s, Me) ppm. 13C NMR{1H}
(CD2Cl2, 298 K): δ = 76.6 (Me) ppm. 1H NMR (CD2Cl2,
188 K): δ = 4.69, 4.59, 4.49, 3.93, 3.84 (s, Me, ratio
8 : 6 : 4 : 1 : 2) ppm. 13C NMR{1H} (CD2Cl2, 188 K): δ =
75.9–73.5 (Me) ppm. 19F NMR (CD2Cl2, 188 K): δ = 177–161,
148–127, 96–85 (m, 3 F, Fterminal), −60 (m, 1 F, Fbridging) ppm.
93Nb NMR (CD2Cl2, 223 K): δ = 1050 (Δν1/2 = 8 × 104 Hz)
ppm.

TaF4(OMe), 2b. Colourless solid, yield 76%. Anal. calcd
for CH3F4OTa: C, 4.17; H, 1.05; Ta, 62.83; F, 26.39. Found:
C, 4.32; H, 0.97; Ta, 61.68; F, 26.60. IR (solid state):
2957w, 1448w, 1395w, 1138vs (νCO), 972m, 871m, 826m,
679m cm−1. 1H NMR (CD2Cl2, 188 K): δ = 4.79, 4.04, 3.94
(s, Me, ratio 20 : 1 : 1.5) ppm. 19F NMR (CD2Cl2, 188 K):
δ = 120–93, 76–65, 32 (m, 4 F, Fterminal), −82.0 (s-br, 1 F,
Fbridging) ppm.

NbF4(OEt), 2c. Colourless rubbery solid, yield 77%. Anal.
calcd for C2H5F4NbO: C, 11.23; H, 2.36; Nb, 43.42; F, 35.52.
Found: C, 11.03; H, 2.54; Nb, 42.85; F, 35.79. IR (solid state):
2992w, 2942w, 1467w, 1385w, 1096s and 1063vs (νCO), 944m,

901m, 864m, 804m cm−1. 1H NMR (CD2Cl2, 298 K): δ =
4.96 (br, 2 H, CH2), 1.57 (br, 3 H, CH3) ppm. 1H NMR
(CD2Cl2, 183 K): δ = 4.90 (br, 2 H, CH2), 1.45 (br, 3 H, CH3)
ppm. 13C NMR{1H} (CD2Cl2, 188 K): δ = 85.5 (major, CH2),
84.5 (minor, CH2), 16.5 (CH3) ppm. 19F NMR (CD2Cl2, 188 K):
δ = 172–162, 146–128, 94–85 (m, 3 F, Fterminal), −50 to −62
(s-br, 1 F, Fbridging) ppm. ΛM (293 K) = 0.2 S cm2 mol−1.

TaF4(OEt), 2d. Colourless rubbery solid, yield 75%. Anal.
calcd for C2H5F4OTa: C, 7.95; H, 1.67; Ta, 59.92; F, 25.16.
Found: C, 8.28; H, 1.55; Ta, 60.12; F, 25.42. IR (solid state):
2991w, 1450w, 1389w, 1270w, 1110vs and 1084s (νCO),
1007w-m, 946w-m, 896m, 853m cm−1. 1H NMR (CD2Cl2,
183 K): δ = 5.22, 4.73 (q, 3JHH = 7 Hz, 2 H, CH2, ratio 20 : 1),
1.60 (t, 3JHH = 7 Hz, 3 H, CH3) ppm. 13C NMR{1H} (CD2Cl2,
188 K): δ = 81.6 (CH2), 16.7 (CH3) ppm. 19F NMR (CD2Cl2,
188 K): δ = 153–141, 115–99, 76–66 (m, 2.8 F, Fterminal), −67,
−81 (s-br, 1 F, Fbridging) ppm.

NbF4(OPh), 2e. Yellow solid, yield 84%. Anal. calcd for
C6H5F4NbO: C, 27.51; H, 1.92; Nb, 35.46; F, 29.00. Found: C,
27.33; H, 1.80; Nb, 35.21; F, 28.75. IR (solid state): 1587m,
1479m-s, 1224m, 1162m and 1069w (νCO), 1021w, 898vs,
750vs, 684vs cm−1. 1H NMR (CD2Cl2, 298 K): δ = 7.38–7.17
(Ph) ppm. 13C NMR{1H} (CD2Cl2, 298 K): δ = 162.5 (ipso-Ph),
129.9, 128.0, 119.4 (Ph) ppm. 1H NMR (CD2Cl2, 188 K): δ =
7.42–6.93 (Ph) ppm. 13C NMR{1H} (CD2Cl2, 188 K): δ = 162.7
(ipso-Ph), 130.2, 128.8, 120.1 (Ph) ppm. 19F NMR (CD2Cl2,
188 K): δ = 198–189, 156–140 (m, 2.2 F, Fterminal), −48 to −64
(m, 1 F, Fbridging) ppm. 93Nb NMR (CD2Cl2, 223 K): δ = 1083
(Δν1/2 = 4 × 104 Hz) ppm.

TaF4(OPh), 2f. Pale yellow solid, yield 85%. Anal. calcd
for C6H5F4OTa: C, 20.59; H, 1.44; Ta, 51.69; F, 21.71. Found:
C, 20.86; H, 1.29; Ta, 51.35; F, 21.84. IR (solid state):
3069w, 1587m, 1480s, 1455w, 1249s-sh, 1223s, 1163m (νCO),
1069w, 1023w, 1001w, 916m, 842m, 750vs, 684s cm−1.
1H NMR (CD2Cl2, 188 K): δ = 7.40–7.05 (Ph) ppm. 13C NMR
{1H} (CD2Cl2, 188 K): δ = 159.7 (ipso-Ph), 129.9, 127.7,
119.8 (Ph) ppm. 19F NMR (CD2Cl2, 188 K): δ = 156–149,
128–107, 88–85 (m, 2.6 F, Fterminal), −66 to −84 (m, 1 F,
Fbridging) ppm.

NbF3(OMe)2, 3a. Very light blue solid, yield 73%. Anal.
calcd for C2H6F3NbO2: C, 11.33; H, 2.85; Nb, 43.83; F, 26.89.
Found: C, 11.20; H, 3.01; Nb, 43.42; F, 26.60. IR (solid state):
2939w, 2839w, 1447w, 1260w, 1117s-sh and 1070vs (νCO),
992m, 852w-m, 798m cm−1. 1H NMR (CD2Cl2, 298 K): δ =
4.49 (s, Me) ppm. 13C NMR{1H} (CD2Cl2, 298 K): δ = 68.4
(Me) ppm. 1H NMR (CD2Cl2, 223 K): δ = 4.50, 4.40, 3.89 (s,
Me, ratio 6 : 1 : 0.2) ppm. 13C NMR{1H} (CD2Cl2, 223 K): δ =
68.9 (br, Me) ppm. 19F NMR (CD2Cl2, 211 K): δ = 114–106,
93, 88–80, 73–68 (m, 1.5 F, Fterminal), −71.0 to −77.3 (m, 1 F,
Fbridging) ppm. 93Nb NMR (CD2Cl2, 223 K): δ = 1080 (Δν1/2 =
2.5 × 104 Hz) ppm.

TaF3(OMe)2, 3b. Colourless rubbery solid, yield 78%. Anal.
calcd for C2H6F3O2Ta: C, 8.01; H, 2.02; Ta, 60.31; F, 19.00.
Found: C, 7.83; H, 2.11; Ta, 60.13; F, 19.10. IR (solid state):
2990w, 1386w, 1111s (νCO), 986m, 879s, 735s cm−1. 1H NMR

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2012 Dalton Trans., 2012, 41, 12898–12906 | 12903
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(CD2Cl2, 188 K): δ = 4.50, 4.40 (s, Me, ratio 13 : 4) ppm. 13C
NMR{1H} (CD2Cl2, 188 K): δ = 66.8–66.4 (br, Me) ppm.

NbF3(OEt)2, 3c. Colourless viscous liquid, yield 74%. Anal.
calcd for C4H10F3NbO2: C, 20.02; H, 4.20; Nb, 38.71; F, 23.75.
Found: C, 19.96; H, 4.14; Nb, 38.12; F, 23.94. 1H NMR
(CD2Cl2, 188 K): δ = 4.63 (br, 2 H, CH2), 1.34 (br, 3 H, CH3)
ppm. 13C NMR{1H} (CD2Cl2, 188 K): δ = 78.6 (minor, CH2),
78.0 (major, CH2), 17.2 (CH3) ppm. 19F NMR (CD2Cl2, 188 K):
δ = 102–77 (m, 1.8 F, Fterminal), −69 to −76 (m, 1 F, Fbridging)
ppm.

TaF3(OEt)2, 3d. Colourless viscous liquid, yield 73%. Anal.
calcd for C4H10F3O2Ta: C, 14.64; H, 3.07; Ta, 55.16; F, 17.37.
Found: C, 14.32; H, 3.19; Ta, 54.86; F, 17.12. 1H NMR
(CD2Cl2, 183 K): δ = 4.93 (br, 2 H, CH2), 1.34 (br, 3 H, CH3)
ppm. 13C NMR{1H} (CD2Cl2, 188 K): δ = 80.2 (major, CH2),
79.2 (minor, CH2), 16.8 (CH3) ppm. 19F NMR (CD2Cl2, 188 K):
δ = 106–92, 72–63, 38–30 (m, 3.3 F, Fterminal), −80 to −86
(m, 1 F, Fbridging) ppm.

NbF3(OPh)2, 3e. Yellow powder, yield 86%. Anal. calcd for
C12H10F3NbO2: C, 42.88; H, 3.00; Nb, 27.64; F, 16.96. Found:
C, 42.53; H, 3.11; Nb, 27.21; F, 16.49. IR (solid state): 1633w,
1587m, 1479vs, 1231vs, 1162m (νCO), 1069w-m, 863vs, 804vs,
749vs cm−1. 1H NMR (CD2Cl2, 298 K): δ = 7.19, 7.08 (Ph)
ppm. 13C NMR{1H} (CD2Cl2, 298 K): δ = 162.7 (ipso-Ph),
129.8, 125.9, 119.3 (Ph) ppm. 1H NMR (CD2Cl2, 211 K): δ =
7.36–6.95 (Ph) ppm. 13C NMR{1H} (CD2Cl2, 188 K): δ =
162.6, 161.4 (minor, ipso-Ph), 162.0 (major, ipso-Ph), 129.4,
126.1, 125.1, 120.5, 119.2 (Ph) ppm. 19F NMR (CD2Cl2,
188 K): δ = 120–91 (m, 1.5 F, Fterminal), −53 to −65 (m, 1 F,
Fbridging) ppm. 93Nb NMR (CD2Cl2, 223 K): δ = 1172 (Δν1/2 =
2.4 × 103 Hz) ppm. Few crystals of [NbF2(μ-F)(OPh)2]3 (3eB)
suitable for X-ray analysis were collected from a CH2Cl2 solu-
tion layered with pentane and stored at −30 °C for a few days.

TaF3(OPh)2, 3f. Yellow powder, yield 81%. Anal. calcd for
C12H10F3O2Ta: C, 33.98; H, 2.38; Ta, 42.66; F, 13.44. Found: C,
34.21; H, 2.44; Ta, 41.76; F, 13.28. 1H NMR (CD2Cl2, 188 K):
δ = 7.40–7.00 (Ph) ppm. 13C NMR{1H} (CD2Cl2, 188 K): δ =
158.1 (ipso-Ph), 128.2, 123.4, 122.1, 117.6 (Ph) ppm. 19F NMR
(CD2Cl2, 188 K): δ = 66–58, 38–22 (m, Fterminal), −86 to −105
(m-br, Fbridging) ppm.

TaF2(OMe)3, 4. Colourless solid, yield 79%. Anal. calcd for
C3H9F2O3Ta: C, 11.55; H, 2.91; Ta, 57.99; F, 12.18. Found: C,
11.84; H, 3.06; Ta, 57.53; F, 12.37. 1H NMR (CD2Cl2, 188 K): δ
= 4.47, 4.40, 4.31, 4.22, 4.17, 4.12 (s, Me, ratio
4 : 5 : 4 : 1 : 1.2 : 1) ppm. 13C NMR{1H} (CD2Cl2, 188 K): δ =
64.3 (major), 63.8, 63.3, 62.4, 62.0, 61.1 (br, Me) ppm. 19F
NMR (CD2Cl2, 188 K): δ = 38–21, 16, 9 (m, 27 F, Fterminal),
−101, −104, −110 (m, 1 F, Fbridging) ppm.

Synthesis and isolation of TaF(OPh)4, 5

TaF5 (0.250 mmol), CDCl3 (0.60 mL), 1,2-dichloroethane
(0.250 mmol) and PhOSiMe3 (1.00 mmol) were introduced into
a NMR tube in the order given. The tube was sealed, then the
mixture was heated at ca. 90 °C for 12 h. A yellow mixture was
obtained. NMR analyses showed the absence of PhOSiMe3 and

the formation of FSiMe3 (FSiMe3: 1,2-dichloroethane ≈ 4).
Resonances related to metal products appeared as follows. 1H
NMR (CDCl3, 213 K): δ = 7.40–6.11 (Ph). 13C NMR{1H}
(CDCl3, 213 K): δ = 161.4, 161.0 (major, ipso-Ph), 160.3,
159.4, 159.0 (minor, ipso-Ph); 129.5, 129.1, 128.8, 124.5,
123.2, 122.6, 121.7, 121.4, 120.1, 119.2 ppm. 19F NMR
(CDCl3, 213 K): δ = 47.8 (s, 0.1 F), 35.7 (s, 0.2 F), 33.4 (s,
1.1 F), 32.5 (s, 1.5 F), −89.8 (s, 1.0 F), −91.3 (s, 0.1 F) ppm. IR
and elemental analyses were carried out on the yellow powder
obtained upon removal of the volatile materials. Anal. calcd for
C12H10F3O2Ta: C, 50.36; H, 3.52; Ta, 31.61; F, 13.44. Found: C,
50.16; H, 3.39; Ta, 31.15; F, 13.22. IR (solid state): 3063w,
1586m, 1477vs, 1452w-m, 1284m, 1226vs, 1182s, 1161s,
1067m, 1022m, 1000w-m, 891vs, 861m, 811s, 765m, 747vs,
684s cm−1. Few crystals of [TaF(OPh)3(μ-OPh)]2 (5A) suitable
for X-ray analysis were collected from a CH2Cl2 mixture
obtained by treatment of TaF5 (ca. 1.2 mmol) with excess
PhOSiMe3 (reaction time = 72 h), layered with pentane and
stored at −30 °C for one week.

NMR studies

The reactions of MF5 (0.40–0.80 mmol) with 1–5 equiv. of
ROSiMe3 were performed in CD2Cl2 solutions in sealed NMR
tubes in the presence of CHCl3 as standard (CHCl3/M ratio = 1).
1H, 13C and 19F NMR spectra were recorded after 48 h. Com-
plete consumption of ROSiMe3 was observed in the reactions of
MF5 with 1–3 equiv. of ROSiMe3. Unreacted ROSiMe3 was
found in the mixtures obtained from MF5 and 4–5 equiv. of
ROSiMe3. MeOSiMe3: δ(1H, CDCl3) = 3.44 (s, 3 H, OMe),
0.13 (s, 9 H, SiMe3) ppm. EtOSiMe3: δ(

1H, CDCl3) = 3.67 (q,
2 H, 3JHH = 7.33 Hz, CH2), 1.21 (t, 3 H, 3JHH = 7.33 Hz,
CH2CH3), 0.13 (s, 9 H, SiMe3) ppm. PhOSiMe3: δ(1H,
CDCl3) = 7.31–6.86 (m, 5 H, Ph), 0.30 (s, 9 H, SiMe3) ppm;
δ(13C, CDCl3) = 155.3 (ipso-Ph), 129.5, 121.5, 120.1 (Ph), 0.23
(SiMe3) ppm. Some unreacted ROSiMe3 (ca. 0.4 equiv.) was
detected from NbF5 + 3 PhOSiMe3 and TaF5 + 3 EtOSiMe3,
respectively. FSiMe3 was detected in the final mixtures [δ(1H,
CD2Cl2) = 0.25 ppm, 3JHF = 7.33 Hz; δ(13C, CD2Cl2) =
0.34 ppm, 2JCF = 14.5 Hz; δ(19F, CD2Cl2) = −158.3 ppm] in
variable amounts: FSiMe3/CHCl3 = 1 from MF5 + 1 ROSiMe3;
FSiMe3/CHCl3 = 2 from MF5 + 2 Si(OR)Me3; FSiMe3/CHCl3 ≈
3 from MF5 + 3 ROSiMe3; FSiMe3/CHCl3 ≈ 3 from MF5 + 4
ROSiMe3; FSiMe3/CHCl3 ≈ 3 from MF5 + 5 ROSiMe3.

X-ray crystallographic study

Crystal data and collection details for [NbF2(μ-F)(OPh)2]3·
0.5C6H14 (3eB·C6H14) and [TaF(OPh)3(μ-OPh)]2 (5A) are
reported in Table 3. The diffraction experiments were carried out
on a Bruker Apex II diffractometer equipped with a CCD detec-
tor using Mo-Kα radiation. Data were corrected for Lorentz
polarization and absorption effects (empirical absorption correc-
tion SADABS).29 Structures were solved by direct methods and
refined by full-matrix least-squares based on all data using F2.30

All non-hydrogen atoms were refined with anisotropic displace-
ment parameters, apart from the C6H14 molecule in 3eB·C6H14

which was treated isotropically. H-atoms were placed in
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calculated positions and treated isotropically using the 1.2 fold
Uiso value of the parent atom except for methyl protons, which
were assigned the 1.5 fold Uiso value of the parent C-atom.
Similar U restraints were applied to C-atoms (s.u. 0.01). Two
phenyl rings in 3eB·C6H14 are disordered. Disordered atomic
positions were split and refined using one occupancy parameter
per disordered group. The C6H14 molecule in 3eB·C6H14 is dis-
ordered over two positions related by an inversion centre: the
independent image has been, therefore, refined with a 0.5 occu-
pancy factor and restraining the C–C bond distances (s.u. 0.01)
to 1.47 Å. Large residual electron density is present in 5A close
to the tantalum atoms, due to the strong absorption of the heavy
atoms.

CCDC reference numbers 876459 (3eB) and 876460 (5A)
contain the supplementary crystallographic data for this paper.

Computational studies

The computational geometry optimisation of the complexes was
carried out using the hybrid DFT M06 functional31 without sym-
metry constraints, in combination with a polarized triple-ζ
quality basis set composed of the 6-311G(d,p) basis set on the
light atoms and the LANL2TZ(f ) basis set on the metal
centres.32 Implicit solvation was added by using the C-PCM
model for dichloromethane.33 The “restricted” formalism was
applied in all the calculations. The stationary points were charac-
terized as true minima by IR simulations, from which zero-point
vibrational energies were obtained.25 The software used was
Gaussian 09.34 The simulations were performed at CINECA
(Centro Italiano di Supercalcolo, Bologna, Italy) using a IBM
P6-575 workstation equipped with 64-bit IBM Power6
processors.
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