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Abstract 

Motivation. The experiments suggest that low–energy electrons, possibly localized on nucleic acid bases, induce 
DNA damage. The results of our recent studies strongly suggest that the excess electron attachment to the 
complex of a nucleic acid base with an amino acid can induce a barrier–free proton transfer (BFPT) from the 
amino acid to the O8 of uracil. The driving force for the proton transfer is to stabilize the excess electron 
localized on a * orbital. Our further studies also demonstrated that BFPT occurs in anionic complexes of uracil 
with alanine, formic acid, as well as H2Se and H2S. We briefly determined factors governing the occurrence of 
proton transfer in complexes between anionic nucleic acid bases (NABs) and proton donors. We found that the 
occurrence of BFPT in the uracil complexes is an outcome of the interplay between the deprotonation energy of 
a proton donor and the protonation energy of the anion of uracil. 
Method. The density functional theory (DFT) was applied as our research method. The B3LYP and MPW1K 
exchange–correlation functionals with 6–31++G** (5d) basis set were used. 
Results. The substitution of five hydrogen atoms with fluorine atoms in phenol molecule decreases the energy of 
deprotonation from 15.3 eV to 14.4 eV. There are 5 groups of F–substituted phenol isomers and 19 structures in 
total. These 19 molecules provide fine grid on the scale of deprotonation energy and can be used as a probe to 
study the BFPT phenomenon. In the case of uracil–2,3,4,5,6–pentafluorophenol and uracil–2,4,6–trifluorophenol 
complexes, the excess electron attachment can induce BFPT from the hydroxyl group to the O8 atom of U, with 
the products being a hydrogenated uracil and a deprotonated fluorophenol. No BFPT is predicted for the anions 
of other uracil–phenol complexes. 
Conclusions. The estimated critical value of deprotonation energy of a F–substituted phenol for which BFPT 
takes place is 14.86–15.38 eV. Further studies can be preformed to obtain a higher accuracy of this estimation. 
Keywords. Barrier–free proton transfer; uracil; DNA damage by low energy electrons. 

Abbreviations and notations 
BFPT, barrier–free proton transfer NAB, nucleic acid base 
EDP, deprotonation energy PD, proton donor 
GDP, deprotonation Gibbs free energy PT, proton transfer 
HDP, deprotonation enthalpy VDE, vertical detachment energy 
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1 INTRODUCTION 

Low–energy electrons are produced in large quantities by high–energy radiation interacting with 
condensed phases [1]. The recent experiments of Sanche et al. [1] suggest that low–energy electrons 
(with energies well below the ionization potential of nucleic bases) can induce DNA damage. 
However, in contrast to the reactions between genetic material and reactive compounds such as HO
radicals, alkylating and oxidizing agents, and halogens, low–energy electrons trigger single– and 
double–strand breaks in DNA. 

Electron trapping on nucleic acid bases has been an important topic in radiation biology for 
several decades. About ten years ago, it was realized that the large polarities of NABs allow for the 
existence of dipole–bound anionic states [2]. While our recent CCSD(T) results indicate that the 
valence anionic state of uracil (U) is vertically stable with respect to the neutral by 0.507 eV, [3] our 
calculations also find the valence anonic state to be thermodynamically unstable by 0.215 eV with 
respect to the dipole–bound anionic state and by 0.147 eV with respect to the neutral [3]. The 
current view is that valence anionic states are unbound, or at best very weakly bound, for isolated 
NABs, but that they become dominant for solvated species [4]. 

Intra– and intermolecular tautomerizations involving nucleic acid bases have long been
suggested as critical steps in mutations of DNA [5–7]. Intramolecular proton transfer reactions have 
been studied for gas–phase and hydrated nucleic acid bases [7–11]. The single and double proton 
transfers have been studied for ground and excited electronic states of pairs of NABs [12–17]. The 
proton transfer reactions in the GC system have been found favorable for anions and unfavorable 
for the cation [17]. Small kinetic barriers were reported for the last reaction. 

The results of our studies on complexes of a model NAB, uracil, with glycine suggest that 
valence–type anions of nucleic bases possess centers with high proton affinities, as a result of which 
a proton can be transferred to the anionic base. Moreover we recently reported the discovery of a 
tautomerization process that occurs in the uracil–glycine complex upon excess electron attachment 
[3]: 

U…HA + e–  UH …A– (1)

Our ab initio calculations and photoelectron spectroscopic measurements (PES) from the group 
of Kit Bowen strongly suggested that the electron attachment to complexes of uracil with glycine 
leads to a barrier–free proton transfer (BFPT) from the acid (HA) to the O8 atom of U with the 
products being a neutral radical of hydrogenated uracil (UH.) and an anion of the deprotonated 
amino acid [3]. A driving force for the proton transfer is to stabilize the excess electron on a *
orbital of the anionic base (see Fig. 1 for the numbering of atoms in uracil and the excess electron 
orbital in its valence * anionic state).
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Figure 1. Uracil and single occupied molecular orbital *.

Our further studies also demonstrated that BFPT occurs in anionic complexes of uracil with 
alanine [18], formic acid [19] as well as H2Se and H2S [20]. We briefly determined factors 
governing the occurrence of proton transfer in complexes between an anionic NAB and a proton 
donor. We found that the occurrence of BFPT is an outcome of the interplay between the 
deprotonation energy of a proton donor and the protonation energy of the anion of uracil. For 
example, we found that the deprotonation energy of water (EDP = 17.16 eV, HDP = 16.86 eV) is too 
high to facile BFPT [20], but the deprotonation energy of H2Se (EDP = 14.95 eV, HDP = 14.78 eV) is 
sufficiently small to allow proton transfer to the anion of uracil [20]. 

We also found that the stabilization energy of a complex (Estab) has the influence on the 
occurrence of BFPT, and we analyzed critical hydrogen bonds that develop in anionic complexes. 
For example, in the case of anionic UH2A complexes (A = O, S, Se), we reported that the increased 
stabilities of anionic complexes that undergo BFPT can be related to the properties of the second 
hydrogen bond (C5H…A–, N1H…A– or N3H…A–). In comparison with the neutral structures, this 
bond is weakened for anionic structures without BFPT and strengthened for those with BFPT [20]. 

BFPT (or proton transfer (PT) with a low kinetic barrier (LBPT)) may also take place in DNA. 
To elucidate the fate of primary anionic states generated in DNA irradiated with low–energy 
electrons one needs, therefore, to determine, in detail, factors governing the occurrence of PT in 
complexes between anionic nucleic bases and a proton donor (PD). 

In this paper we present an approach that may help to find the critical value of the deprotonation 
energy of a proton donor for which BFPT occurs for a given NAB. We propose here to use fluoro–
substituted phenols as probes. The deprotonation energy changes from 15.375 eV for unmodified 
phenol to 14.384 eV for penta–fluoro–substitued 2,3,4,5,6–pentafluorophenol. The energy range of 
15.38–14.38 eV is exactly in the region, which is important for BFPT in anionic complexes of 
uracil with PDs. 

Our first results show that in the case of the 2,3,4,5,6–pentafluorophenol–uracil and 2,4,6–
trifluorophenol–uracil complexes, the excess electron attachment induces BFPT from the hydroxyl 
group of C5F6OH or C5H2F3OH to the O8 atom of U, with the products being a hydrogenated uracil 
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and a deprotonated F–substituted phenol. No BFPT is predicted for the anions of other uracil–
phenol complexes. 

2 MATERIALS AND METHODS 

The notation PnFxyz will be used for the phenol and fluorine–substituted phenol molecules. The 
symbol n indicated how many fluorine atoms are in the molecule and the symbols x, y, z etc. 
indicate positions of the fluorine atoms in the phenol ring. The examples of this notation are 
presented in Table 1. In the case of anionic complexes we will use a notation aPnFxyzUs where n, 
x, y and z are defined as above and s designates the side of the O8 atom of uracil to which the 
phenol is coordinated. Figures 2–5 provide examples of this notation. 

The stability of anionic complexes is expressed in term of Estab. Estab is defined as a difference 
in electronic energies of the monomers and the dimer. The values of Estab were not corrected for 
basis set superposition errors because our earlier results demonstrated that the values of this error in 
the B3LYP/6–31++G** calculations for a similar neutral uracil–glycine complex did not exceed 
0.06 eV. 

As our research method we applied density functional theory (DFT) [21–22] with a Becke’s 
three–parameter hybrid functional (B3LYP) [23–25] and a modified Perdew–Wang 1–parameter–
method for kinetics (MPW1K) designed by Truhlar et al. [26]. In both DFT approaches we used the 
same 6–31++G** basis set [27–28]. Five d functions were used on heavy atoms. The calculations of 
matrices of second derivatives of energy (Hessians) were performed to confirm that final 
geometries were minima on potential energy surfaces. 

The usefulness of the B3LYP/6–31++G** method to describe intra– and intermolecular 
hydrogen bonds has been demonstrated in recent studies through comparison with the second order 
Møller–Plesset (MP2) predictions [29–32]. The ability of the B3LYP method to predict excess 
electron binding energies has recently been reviewed and the results were found to be satisfactory 
for valence–type molecular anions [33]. We found that the value of vertical detachment energy 
(VDE) determined at the B3LYP/6–31++G** level for the valence * anionic state of an isolated 
uracil is overestimated by 0.2 eV in comparison with the CCSD(T)/aug–cc–pVDZ result [2]. We 
will assume in the following that the same correction of 0.2 eV applies to the values of VDE for all 
anionic aPnFxyzUs complexes in which an excess electron occupies a * orbital localized on uracil. 

It is known that the B3LYP method underestimates barriers for proton transfer reactions [26], 
and thus, lack of a barrier for a proton transfer reaction may be an artifact of the B3LYP method. 
For this reason, we performed additional geometry optimizations using a hybrid exchange–
correlation potential MPW1K, which was parameterized to reproduce barrier heights for chemical 
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reactions [26,34]. The MPW1K functional was optimized against a database of 40 barrier heights 
and 20 energies of reaction [26,34]. The performance of this functional for geometries of saddle 
points and barrier heights was found to be superior to that of the B3LYP functional as well as the 
second order Møller– Plesset method [26]. 

All calculations were carried out with the GAUSSIAN 98 code [35] on a cluster of Intel/Xeon 
and Intel/Pentium3 nodes and on the IBM SP/2 supercomputer (NERSC). 

3 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

3.1 The Probe
A series of fluoro–substituted phenols (PnFxyz) has been designed with the HDP in a range of 

14.07–15.05 eV (see Table 1). The fluoro–substitution of phenol gives 5 groups of isomers 
(including unmodified phenol) and 19 molecules in total. The most basic molecule considered by us 
is the standard phenol (EDP = 15.38 eV; HDP = 15.05 eV) and the most acidic is C6F5OH (2,3,4,5,6–
pentafluorophenol), with HDP = 14.07 eV (EDP = 14.38 eV). The resulting grid for HDP values is 
dense, with the neighboring values separated by less than 0.143 eV. 

The enthalpies and free energies of deprotonation are systematically overestimated at the 
B3LYP/6–31++G** (5d) electronic structure level. The discrepancies between the calculated and 
measured values of HDP are contained in a range of 0.138–0.368 eV. 

Table 1. The calculated B3LYP/6–31++G** (5d) and measured values of EDP, HDP and GDP of the series of fluoro–
substituted phenols. All values in eV. 

Symbol F–substituted phenol EDP HDP GDP HDP
exp GDP

exp

P0F Phenol 15.375 15.045 14.702 15.190±0.026 a 14.837±0.087 b

P1F2 o–Fluorophenol 15.117 14.791 14.444 14.971±0.095 b 14.691±0.087 b

P1F3 m–Fluorophenol 15.103 14.781 14.436 14.899±0.091 b 14.598±0.087 b

P1F4 p–Fluorophenol 15.231 14.910 14.566 15.033±0.092 b 14.733±0.087 b

P2F23 2,3–Difluorophenol 14.869 14.550 14.204   
P2F24 2,4–Difluorophenol 14.978 14.662 14.317   
P2F25 2,5–Difluorophenol 14.838 14.519 14.173   
P2F26 2,6–Difluorophenol 14.997 14.669 14.317   
P2F34 3,4–Difluorophenol 14.975 14.657 14.309   
P2F35 3,5–Difluorophenol 14.842 14.523 14.176   
P3F234 2,3,4–Trifluorophenol 14.743 14.428 14.080   
P3F235 2,3,5–Trifluorophenol 14.602 14.287 13.940   
P3F236 2,3,6–Trifluorophenol 14.745 14.424 14.072   
P3F245 2,4,5–Trifluorophenol 14.715 14.401 14.053   
P3F246 2,4,6–Trifluorophenol 14.860 14.543 14.191   
P4F2356 2,3,5,6–Tetrafluorophenol 14.493 14.178 13.824 14.546±0.124 c

P4F2456 2,4,5,6–Tetrafluorophenol 14.619 14.305 13.950   
P4F3456 3,4,5,6–Tetrafluorophenol 14.493 14.180 13.827   
P5F 2,3,4,5,6–Pentafluorophenol 14.384 14.073 13.712 14.215±0.095 d 13.904±0.087 d

a–d Ref [35] 
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Figure 2. The excess electron attachment induces barrier free proton transfer in the U…HOC6F5 complexes. 

Figure 3. The excess electron attachment induces barrier free proton transfer in the U…HOC6H2F3 complexes. 
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3.2 The Complex
Earlier results on anionic complexes of uracil with amino acids [3] and carboxylic acids [19] 

indicate that the most stable structures are obtained when a proton donor molecule is bound to the 
uracil’s O8 atom. A preference to form a hydrogen bond with O8 rather than with O7 is dictated by 
the fact that the excess * electron is localized in the neighborhood of the O8 atom and hydrogen 
bonding on the O8 site stabilizes the anionic state. These earlier findings prompted us to restrict the 
topological space of the aPnFxyzUs complexes to structures with a hydrogen bond between the 
hydroxyl group of an F–substituted phenol and O8 of uracil. In these structures, the hydroxyl group 
has a dual role acting as both a proton donor and a proton acceptor. 

Two such structures are possible with the proton donor site of uracil being either the N3H or 
C5H group (see Figures 1–4) and the resulting complex between the PnFxyz phenol and uracil will 
be labeled PnFxyzUC5 and PnFxyzUN3, respectively. The PnFxyzUC5 and PnFxyzUN3 structures are 
analogous to the UG14 and UG16 structures, respectively, for the uracil–glycine complexes [29]. 
The anionic UG14 and UG16 structures were the two most stable among those in which an OH 
group acts as both a proton donor and a proton acceptor. 

The anionic aPnFxyzUs complexes are shown in Figures 2–4. A common feature of anionic 
wave functions identified by us for the aPnFxyzUs complexes is that the excess electron is localized 
on a * orbital of uracil, in close resemblance to the valance anionic state of isolated uracil (see 
Figures 1 and 5). 

Figure 4. The excess electron attachment does not induce barrier free proton transfer in the U…HOC6H5 complexes. 
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Figure 5. The excess electron occupies a * orbital in all investigated anionic complexes. 

Our most important finding is that the most stable anionic complexes of U with P3F246 and 
P5F23456 are characterized by BFPT from the F–substituted phenol to the O8 atom of uracil; see 
Table 2 and Figure 2 and 3. A driving force for the proton transfer is to stabilize the excess negative 
charge, which is primarily localized in the O8–C4–C5–C6 region (see Figure 5). In consequence of 
the extra stabilization of the excess electron provided by the transferred proton, the value of VDE 
for the anionic aP3F246U and aP5F23456U complexes are larger by 1.5–1.8 eV than those for the 
valance anion of an isolated uracil. In fact, the B3LYP/6–31++G** values of VDE for these 
structures span a range of 2.16–2.23 eV for aP3F246U and 2.38–2.50 eV for aP5F23456U, 
respectively (1.96–2.03 and 2.18–2.30 eV, respectively, after the CCSD(T) correction). 

Table 2. The B3LYP/6–31++G** (5d) energy stabilization of 
anionic complexes together with vertical detachment energy (VDE). 

Energy [eV] BFPT (yes/no) Complex 
Estab VDE B3LYP MPW1K 

aP0FUC5 1.007 1.473 No No 
aP0FUN3 0.976 1.444 No No 
aP3F246UC5 1.153 2.231 Yes Yes 
aP3F246UN3 1.202 2.156 Yes Yes 
aP5F23456UC5 1.449 2.503 Yes Yes 
aP5F23456UN3 1.511 2.379 Yes Yes 

We performed additional MPW1K/6–31++G** geometry optimizations for all anionic 
complexes considered in this study to validate the B3LYP predictions as to the occurrence of 
intermolecular proton transfer. The B3LYP and MPW1K predictions are qualitatively consistent 
(Yes/No in Table 2). 

For phenol (aP0FU), both exchange–correlation functionals predict that anionic complexes with 
U can be viewed as U– solvated by phenol and BFPT does not occur (see Figure 4). The calculated 
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values of VDEs for these structures are in a range 1.44–1.47 eV (1.24–1.27 eV after the CCSD(T) 
correction). 

4 CONCLUSIONS 

A series of fluoro–substituted phenols (PnFxyz) can be designed with the HDP values in a range 
of 14.07–15.05 eV. The fluoro–substitution of phenol gives 5 groups of isomers and 19 molecules 
in total. The most basic molecule considered by us is the standard phenol (HDP = 15.05 eV) and the 
most acidic is 2,3,4,5,6–pentafluorophenol, with HDP = 14.07 eV. The deprotonation enthalpies of 
19 molecules provide a fine grid on the scale of HDP.

The fluorine–substituted phenols can be used as probes designed to study proton transfer 
reactions. Either theoretical or experimental studies on complexes of different F–substituted phenols 
can provide the estimation of the critical value of deprotonation enthalpy (or EDP or GDP) for which 
the intermolecular PT reaction occurs for a given NAB. 

The results of density functional calculations with the B3LYP and MPW1K exchange–
correlation functionals indicate that an excess electron in the aPnFxyzU complexes is described by a 

* orbital localized on the ring of uracil. In the case of the P3F246U and P5F23456U complexes, 
the excess electron can induce BFPT from the F–substituted phenol to the O8 atom of uracil. The 
driving force for the proton transfer is to stabilized the negative excess charge localized primarily 
on the O8–C4–C5–C6 fragment of uracil. The barrier–free nature of the proton transfer process has 
been confirmed using the MPW1K functional. For aP5F23456U the estimated values of VDE are in 
a range 2.4–2.5 eV (2.2–2.3 eV after the CCSD(T) correction). The estimated values of VDE for 
aP3F246U, which also undergoes BFPT, are about 2.2 eV (2.0 eV after the CCSD(T) correction). 

For anionic complexes of uracil with phenol (aP0FU), both exchange–correlation functionals 
predict that the structure has the character of U– solvated by phenol and BFPT does not occur. The 
estimated VDE for these structures are in a range 1.4–1.5 eV (1.2–1.3 eV after the CCSD(T) 
correction). 

To summarize, our study on the effects of excess electron attachment to the complexes of uracil 
with F–substituted phenols suggest that critical value of EDP for which BFPT occurs is in a range of 
14.7–15.3 eV. Further studies on anionic complexes of uracil with mono, di and tri substituted 
phenols can be performed to obtain a more precise value of EDP for which BFPT occurs. 

Acknowledgment 
The authors acknowledge the financial support of this research by the DOE OBER Radiation Research Program and 

the KBN Grant No. 4 T09A 012 24. A part of this work was performed at the National Energy Research Scientific 
Computing Center (NERSC). 



Fluorine–Substituted Phenols as Probes to Study Intermolecular Proton Transfer to Uracil–Phenol Complexes 
Internet Electronic Journal of Molecular Design 2004, 3, 368–378 

377 
BioChem Press http://www.biochempress.com

5 REFERENCES 

[1] B. Boudaïffa, P. Cloutier, D. Hunting, M. A. Huels, and L. Sanche, Resonant Formation of DNA Strand Breaks by 
Low–Energy (3 to 20 eV) Electrons, Science, 2000, 287, 1658–1660. 

[2] N. A. Oyler and L. Adamowicz, Electron Attachment to Uracil: Theoretical Ab Initio Study, J. Phys. Chem. 1993,
97, 11122–11123. 

[3] M. Gutowski, I. D bkowska, J. Rak, S. Xu, J. M. Nilles, D. Radisic, and K. H. Bowen Jr., Barrier–free 
Intermolecular Proton Transfer in the Uracil–Glycine Complex Induced by Excess Electron Attachment, Eur.
Phys. J. D 2002, 20, 431–439. 

[4] M. D. Sevilla, B. Besler, and A.O. Colson, Ab Initio Molecular Orbital Calculations of DNA Radical Ions. 5. 
Scaling of Calculated Electron Affinities and Ionization Potentials to Experimental Values, J. Phys. Chem. 1995,
99, 1060–1063. 

[5] P. O. Lowdin, Proton Tunneling in DNA and its Biological Implications, Rev. Mod. Phys. 1963, 35, 724–732. 
[6] D. A. Estrin, L. Paglieri, and G. Corongiu, A Density Functional Study of Tautomerism of Uracil and Cytosine, J.

Phys. Chem. 1994, 98, 5653–5660. 
[7] S. Morpugo, M. Bossa, and G. O. Morpugo, Ab Initio Study of Intramolecular Proton Transfer Reactions in 

Cytosine, Chem. Phys. Lett. 1997, 280, 233–238. 
[8] E. S. Kryachko, M. T. Nguyen, and T. Zeegers–Huyskens, Theoretical Study of Tautomeric Forms of Uracil. 1. 

Relative Order of Stabilities and Their Relation to Proton Affinities and Deprotonation Enthalpies, J. Phys. Chem.
A 2001, 105, 1288–1295. 

[9] E. S. Kryachko, M. T. Nguyen, and T. Zeegers–Huyskens, Theoretical Study of Uracil Tautomers. 2. Interaction 
with Water, J. Phys. Chem. A 2001, 105, 1934–1943. 

[10] P. Hobza and J. Sponer, Structure, Energetics, and Dynamics of the Nucleic Acid Base Pairs: Nonempirical Ab
Initio Calculations, Chem. Rev. 1999, 99, 3247–3276. 

[11] I. D bkowska and M. Gutowski, J. Rak, Interaction with Glycine Increases the Stability of a Mutagenic Tautomer 
of Uracil. A Density Functional Theory Study, J. Am. Chem. Soc., submitted for publication.  

[12] Y. Kim, S. Lim, and Y. Kim, The Role of a Short and Strong Hydrogen Bond on the Double Proton Transfer in 
the Formamidine–Formic Acid Complex: Theoretical Studies in the Gas Phase and in Solution, J. Phys. Chem. A
1999, 103, 6632–6637. 

[13] J. Bertran, A. Olivia, L. Rodriguez–Santiago, and M. Sodupe, Single versus Double Proton–Transfer Reactions in 
Watson–Crick Base Pair Radical Cations. A Theoretical Study, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1998, 120, 8159–8167. 

[14] S. Takeuchi and T. Tahara, Observation of Dimer Excited–state Dynamics in the Double Proton Transfer Reaction 
of 7–azaindole by Femtosecond Fluorescence Up–conversion, Chem. Phys. Lett. 1997, 277, 340–346. 

[15] N. U. Zhanpeisov, J. Sponer, and J. Leszczynski, Reverse Watson–Crick Isocytosine–Cytosine and Guanine–
Cytosine Base Pairs Stabilized by the Formation of the Minor Tautomers of Bases. An ab Initio Study in the Gas 
Phase and in a Water Cluster, J. Phys. Chem. A 1998, 102, 10374–10379. 

[16] F. He, J. Ramirez, and C. B. Lebrilla, Evidence for an Intermolecular Proton–Transfer Reaction Induced by 
Collision in Gas–Phase Noncovalently Bound Complexes, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1999, 121, 4726–4727. 

[17] X. Li, Z. Cai, and M. D. Sevilla, Investigation of Proton Transfer within DNA Base Pair Anion and Cation 
Radicals by Density Functional Theory (DFT), J. Phys. Chem. B 2001, 105, 10115–10123. 

[18] I. D bkowska, J. Rak, M. Gutowski, J. M. Nilles, D. Radisic, and K. H. Bowen Jr., Barrier–Free Intermolecular 
Proton Transfer Induced by Excess Electron Attachment to the Complex of Alanine with Uracil, J. Chem. Phys.,
accepted for publication. 

[19] M. Haranczyk, I. D bkowska, J. Rak, M. Gutowski, J. M. Nilles, S. T. Stokes, D. Radisic, and K. H. Bowen Jr., 
Excess Electron Attachment Induces Barrier–Free Proton Transfer in Anionic Complexes of Thymine and Uracil 
with formic acid, J. Phys. Chem. A., submitted for publication 

[20] M. Haranczyk, R. Bachorz, J. Rak, M. Gutowski, J. M. Nilles, S. T. Stokes, D. Radisic, and K. H. Bowen Jr., 
Excess Electron Attachment Induces Barrier–Free Proton Transfer in Binary Complexes of Uracil with H2Se and 
H2S but Not with H2O, J. Phys. Chem. B. 2003, 107, 7889–7895. 

[21] P. Hohenberg and W. Kohn, Inhomogeneous Electron Gas, Phys. Rev. 1964, 136, B864–B871. 
[22] W. Kohn and L. J. Sham, Self–Consistent Equations Including Exchange and Correlation Effects, Phys. Rev.

1965, 140, A1133–A1138. 
[23] A. D. Becke, Density–functional Exchange–energy Approximation with Correct Asymptotic Behavior, Phys. Rev.

A 1988, 38, 3098–3100. 
[24] A. D. Becke, Density–functional thermochemistry. III. The role of exact exchange, J. Chem. Phys. 1993, 98,

5648–5652. 
[25] C. Lee, W. Yang, and R. G. Paar, Development of the Colle–Salvetti Correlation–energy Formula into a 

Functional of the Electron Density, Phys. Rev. B 1988, 37, 785–789. 



M. Hara czyk and M. Gutowski 
Internet Electronic Journal of Molecular Design 2004, 3, 368–378 

378 
BioChem Press http://www.biochempress.com

[26] B. J. Lynch, P. L. Fast, M. Harris, and D. G. Truhlar, Adiabatic Connection for Kinetics, J. Phys. Chem. A 2000,
104, 4811–4815. 

[27] R. Ditchfield, W. J. Hehre, and J. A. Pople, Self–Consistent Molecular–Orbital Methods. IX. An Extended 
Gaussian–Type Basis for Molecular–Orbital Studies of Organic Molecules, J. Chem. Phys. 1971, 54, 724–728. 

[28] W. J. Hehre, R. Ditchfield, and J. A. Pople, Self—Consistent Molecular Orbital Methods. XII. Further Extensions 
of Gaussian—Type Basis Sets for Use in Molecular Orbital Studies of Organic Molecules, J. Chem. Phys. 1972,
56, 2257–2261. 

[29] I. D bkowska, J. Rak, and M. Gutowski, Computational Study of Hydrogen–Bonded Complexes between the 
Most Stable Tautomers of Glycine and Uracil, J. Phys. Chem. A, 2002, 106, 7423–7433. 

[30] J. Rak, P. Skurski, J. Simons, and M. Gutowski, Low–Energy Tautomers and Conformers of Neutral and 
Protonated Arginine, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2001, 123, 11695–11707. 

[31] T. van Mourik, S. L. Price, and D. C. Clary, Ab Initio Calculations on Uracil–Water, J. Phys. Chem. A 1999, 103,
1611–1618. 

[32] A. Dkhissi, L. Adamowicz, and G. Maes, Density Functional Theory Study of the Hydrogen–Bonded Pyridine–
H2O Complex: A Comparison with RHF and MP2 Methods and with Experimental Data, J. Phys. Chem. A 2000,
104, 2112–2119. 

[33] J. C. Rienstra–Kiracofe, G. S. Tschumper, and H. F. Schaefer III, Atomic and Molecular Electron Affinities: 
Photoelectron Experiments and Theoretical Computations, Chem. Rev. 2002, 102, 231–282. 

[34] B. J. Lynch and D. G. Truhlar, How Well Can Hybrid Density Functional Methods Predict Transition State 
Geometries and Barrier Heights?, J. Phys. Chem. A 2001, 105, 2936–2941. 

[35] Gaussian 98 (Revision A.x), M. J. Frisch, G. W. Trucks, H. B. Schlegel, G. E. Scuseria, M. A. Robb, J. R. 
Cheeseman, V. G. Zakrzewski, J. A. Montgomery, Jr., R. E. Stratmann, J. C. Burant, S. Dapprich, J. M. Millam, 
A. D. Daniels, K. N. Kudin, M. C. Strain, O. Farkas, J. Tomasi, V. Barone, M. Cossi, R. Cammi, B. Mennucci, C. 
Pomelli, C. Adamo, S. Clifford, J. Ochterski, G. A. Petersson, P. Y. Ayala, Q. Cui, K. Morokuma, D. K. Malick, 
A. D. Rabuck, K. Raghavachari, J. B. Foresman, J. Cioslowski, J. V. Ortiz, A. G. Baboul, B. B. Stefanov, G. Liu, 
A. Liashenko, P. Piskorz, I. Komaromi, R. Gomperts, R. L. Martin, D. J. Fox, T. Keith, M. A. Al–Laham, C. Y. 
Peng, A. Nanayakkara, C. Gonzalez, M. Challacombe, P. M. W. Gill, B. G. Johnson, W. Chen, M. W. Wong, J. L. 
Andres, M. Head–Gordon, E. S. Replogle and J. A. Pople, Gaussian, Inc., Pittsburgh PA, 1998. 

[36] (a) R. F.Gunion, M. K. Gilles, M. L. Polak, and W. C. Lineberger, Ultraviolet Photoelectron Spectroscopy of the 
Phenide, Benzyl, and Phenoxide Anions, Int. J. Mass Spectrom. Ion Proc. 1992, 117, 601; (b) M. Fujio, R. T. 
McIver Jr., and R. W. Taft, Effects of the Acidities of Phenols from Specific Substituent–solvent Interactions. 
Inherent Substituent Parameters from Gas–phase Acidities, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1981, 103, 4017–4023; (c) N. 
Hernandez–Gill, W. E. Wentworth, and E. C. M. Chen, Electron Affinities of Fluorinated Phenoxy Radicals, J.
Phys. Chem. 1984, 88, 6181–6185; (d) I. A. Koppel, R. W. Taft, F. Anvia, S. Z. Zhu, L. Q. Hu, K. S. Sung, D. D. 
Desmarteau, and L. M. Yagupolskii, The Gas–Phase Acidities of Very Strong Neutral Bronsted Acids, J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 1994, 116, 3047–3057. 

Biographies
Maciej Hara czyk has graduated with M.Sc. degree in Chemistry at the University of Gdansk. He is about to start 

PhD studies. Maciej Haranczyk has worked on proton transfer in radical systems for last 3 years and he has collaborated 
with Dr. Janusz Rak (University of Gdansk, Poland) and Dr. Paul J. A. Ruttink (Univeristy of Utrecht, Holland). 

Maciej Gutowski is a computational chemist at the Pacific Northwest National Laboratory. After obtaining a Ph.D. 
degree in theoretical chemistry from the University of Warsaw under supervision of Prof. L. Piela, he undertook 
postdoctoral research with Prof. J. Simons at the University of Utah. Maciej’s research interests cover electronic 
structure of molecules, surfaces, and solids and his ongoing projects are on: (i) atomic and electronic structure of 
damaged DNA, (ii) epitaxial interfaces of type II heterojunctions, and (iii) materials for hydrogen storage. 


