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Abstract: The structures of three tetramethylammonium cyanocuprate(I) 3D networks
[NMe4]2[Cu(CN)2]2•0.25H2O (1), [NMe4][Cu3(CN)4] (2), and [NMe4][Cu2(CN)3] (3), (Me4N =

tetramethylammonium), and the photophysics of 1 and 2 are reported. These complexes are prepared
by combining aqueous solutions of the simple salts tetramethylammonium chloride and potassium
dicyanocuprate. Single-crystal X-ray diffraction analysis of complex 1 reveals {Cu2(CN)2(µ2-CN)4}
rhomboids crosslinked by cyano ligands and D3h {Cu(CN)3} metal clusters into a 3D coordination
polymer, while 2 features independent 2D layers of fused hexagonal {Cu8(CN)8} rings where two Cu(I)
centers reside in a linear C∞v coordination sphere. Metallophilic interactions are observed in 1 as close
Cu· · ·Cu distances, but are noticeably absent in 2. Complex 3 is a simple honeycomb sheet composed
of trigonal planar Cu(I) centers with no Cu . . . Cu interactions. Temperature and time-dependent
luminescence of 1 and 2 have been performed between 298 K and 78 K and demonstrate that 1 is a
dual singlet/triplet emitter at low temperatures while 2 is a triplet-only emitter. DFT and TD-DFT
calculations were used to help interpret the experimental findings. Optical memory experiments
show that 1 and 2 are both optical memory active. These complexes undergo a reduction of emission
intensity upon laser irradiation at 255 nm although this loss is much faster in 2. The loss of emission
intensity is reversible in both cases by applying heat to the sample. We propose a light-induced
electron transfer mechanism for the optical memory behavior observed.
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1. Introduction

Researchers continue to be attracted to copper(I) based coordination polymers which display a
number of desirable photophysical behaviors including high emission quantum yields [1], emission
energy tunability [2–5], thermally activated delayed phosphorescence [6–8], photochromism [9],
thermochromism [10–12], vapochromism [13–15], and optical memory [16,17]. Most recently we have
been interested in the optical memory behavior of these materials [16,18]. Materials that display optical
memory are able to undergo a reversible change in emission upon laser irradiation such as reduction in
emission intensity. Since the loss of intensity is localized, it is possible to “write” onto these materials
by turning “off” emission in select areas via laser irradiation. This reduction of emission intensity is
maintained at low temperatures. Simply heating the area results in recovery of the emission back to
the original intensity.
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The mechanism by which optical memory occurs is difficult to predict and is dependent on
a number of variables including chemical composition and structure [16,17,19–23]. For example,
CuSCN(3-BrPy)2 (3-BrPy = 3-bromopyridine) is composed of 1D metal/thiocyanate chains decorated
with halopyridine ligands [4,16]. This complex exhibits luminescence behavior through a metal
thiocyanate-to-pyridine charge transfer whereby yellow emission is observed at 538 nm. Upon laser
irradiation at 266 nm the halopyridine undergoes a C-Br bond length increase during which the halide
atom is captured by a neighboring thiocyanate, forming a halide bridge. This halogen-bridged structure
resides in a metastable energy well which prevents relaxation of the complex back to the ground state,
effectively quenching the emission in the “off” state. Heating the sample to 298 K provides ample
energy to the system permitting breakage of the halogen-bridge, returning the system back to the
ground state. Metal-metal redox, isomerization, and triplet annihilation mechanisms, with special
attention by our group on d10 cyanometallates, have also been reported [17,19,24–30].

In an effort to expand our fundamental understanding of these materials we have been focusing
on optical memory behavior in systems containing the ion pairs CuCN2

− and tetramethylammonium
(Me4N+). The quaternary ammonium ion Me4N+ is not redox active and, therefore, is unable to
participate in interionic charge transfer behavior, leaving only the CuCN2

− subunits as the emissive
species. We have observed interesting emissive behavior in analogous AuCN2

−/AgCN2
− materials but

have not as yet investigated their optical memory potential [31]. Herein, we report on the structure and
optical memory of two new 3D networks [NMe4]2[Cu(CN)2]2•0.25H2O (1) and [NMe4][Cu3(CN)4]
(2). Despite similar preparative conditions, these complexes contain distinctly different structural
topologies and luminescence behavior. Complex 1, which emits bright green under UV light irradiation
at room temperature, displays thermochromic behavior, emitting blue upon cooling. Conversely, 2
emits bright blue under black light irradiation at all temperatures and displays no thermochromic
behavior. While both 1 and 2 exhibit optical memory behavior upon laser irradiation at 255 nm, their
rates of emission intensity reduction are dramatically different. Our findings demonstrate that in the
case of 1 the presence of singlet emission lessens the rate of intensity reduction upon laser irradiation.
We believe our findings are beneficial in the rational design of optical memory active complexes given
the difficulty in predicting their emission reduction/recovery mechanism.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. General

All reagents were purchased from Aldrich (St. Louis, MO, USA), Acros (Geel, Antwerp, Belgium),
or American Element (Los Angeles, CA, USA) and were used as received. Infrared spectra were
collected on solid samples at 298 K between 450 cm−1 and 4000 cm−1 using a Perkin Elmer FT-IR
Spectrum Two equipped with a universal attenuated total reflectance (UATR) accessory and LiTaO3

MIR detector. Diffuse reflectance spectra were collected on solid samples at 298 K. The light source was
a Mikropack DH-2000 deuterium and halogen light source coupled with an Ocean Optics USB4000
detector. Scattered light was collected with a fiber optic cable. Spectra were referenced with MgSO4.
Data was processed using SpectraSuite 1.4.2_09. Compounds were analyzed for their Cu content via
flame atomic absorption spectroscopy (AAS) using a Perkin Elmer AAnalyst 700 instrument. Samples
were dissolved in 7% nitric acid (by weight) and then diluted in water to a concentration of 0.100 g/L.
All samples were measured three times with a reported average value. CHN analysis services were
performed by Atlantic Microlab in Atlanta, Georgia.

2.2. Synthesis

[Me4N]2[Cu(CN)2]2•0.25H2O, 1. Me4NCl (245 mg, 2.24 mmol), KCN (96 mg, 1.48 mmol), and
CuCN (133 mg, 1.48 mmol) were stirred in 10 mL of DI water and heated to 100 ◦C for 3 hrs. The
blue emissive suspension was allowed to cool to room temperature overnight and then cooled to 5 ◦C
for seven days. The off-white suspension (120 mg, 0.315 mmol) was filtered and washed with DI
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water, 95% ethanol, and diethyl ether. Measured AAS Cu content = 43.8% (theoretical = 45.2%). CHN
Analysis for C14H24.50Cu4N8O0.25: Theoretical (%): C 29.86, H 4.38, N 19.90; experimental (%): C 29.92,
H 4.24, N 20.02.

[Me4N][Cu3(CN)4], 2. Me4NCl (45 mg, 0.41 mmol), KCN (80 mg, 1.23 mmol), and CuCN (110 mg,
1.23 mmol) were stirred in 10 mL of DI water and heated to 100 ◦C overnight. The off-white,
blue-emissive suspension (54 mg, 0.15 mmol) was filtered hot and washed with DI water, 95% ethanol,
and diethyl ether. Measured AAS Cu content = 51.2% (theoretical = 51.7%). CHN Analysis for
C16H24Cu6N10: Theoretical (%): C 26.05, H 3.28, N 18.99; experimental (%): C 26.20, H 3.14, N 19.22.

[Me4N][Cu2(CN)3], 3. Hexagonal plate crystals of 3 were occasionally found in crystallized batches
of 2. No conditions were found under which this complex could be reliably formed.

2.3. X-Ray Analysis

All measurements were made using microfocus Cu Kα (1 and 2) or sealed tube Mo Kα (3) radiation
on a Bruker-AXS three-circle Apex DUO diffractometer, equipped with a SMART Apex II CCD detector.
Initial space group determination was based on a matrix consisting of 90 or 36 frames. The data were
reduced using SAINT+ [32,33], and empirical absorption correction applied using SADABS [34]. A
crystal was mounted on a glass fiber, and a full dataset was collected at 100 K or 296 K. The structures
were solved using intrinsic phasing. Least-squares refinement for all structures was carried out on F2.
The non-hydrogen atoms were refined anisotropically. Hydrogen atoms were located in the Fourier
difference map and then allowed to refine isotropically. The hydrogen atoms on the 0.25 occupancy
water molecule of 1 were not located and were not placed in the final structure. Structure solutions
were carried out using SHELX [35] and refinements were performed using the ShelXle program [36].
Crystal data and structural refinement parameters can be found in Table 1.

Table 1. Crystal and structure refinement data. a.

Complex 1 2 3

CCDC deposit number 1903299 1903300 1903302 1903301
color and habit Colorless needle Colorless needle Colorless needle Colorless block

Size, mm 0.130 × 0.040 × 0.020 0.270 × 0.020 × 0.020 0.310 × 0.020 × 0.020 0.290 × 0.150 × 0.110
formula C14H24Cu4N8O0.25 C8H12Cu3N5 C16H24Cu6N10 C7H12Cu2N4

formula weight 563.07 368.85 737.69 279.29
space group Pnma C2/c P-1 P-1

a, Å 16.1310(4) 15.1615(2) 8.7275(2) 8.501(3)
b, Å 13.1438(3) 8.57220(10) 10.5197(2) 8.751(3)
c, Å 19.6376(5) 12.43490(10) 14.8175(4) 9.047(3)
α, ◦ 90 90 69.2830(10) 78.376(6)
β, ◦ 90 127.2540(10) 80.262(2) 63.283(5)
γ, ◦ 90 90 78.8820(10) 61.151(5)

volume, Å3 4163.62(18) 1286.38(3) 1240.99(5) 526.5(3)
Z 2 4 2 2

ρcalc, Mg cm−3 1.797 1.905 1.974 1.762
F000 2260 728 728 280

µ, mm−1 4.729 5.598 5.802 3.999

Radiation Cu Kα
(1.54178 Å)

Cu Kα
(1.54178 Å)

Cu Kα
(1.54178 Å)

Mo Kα
(0.71073 Å)

Temp., K 100 296 100 100
residuals: a R; Rw 0.0439, 0.1216 0.0267, 0.0763 0.0356, 0.0849 0.0168, 0.0428

goodness of fit 1.078 1.084 1.101 1.062
a R = R1 =

∑
|Fo| − |Fc||/

∑
|Fo| for observed data only. Rw = wR2 = {

∑
[w(Fo

2
− Fc

2)2]/
∑

[w(Fo
2)2]}1/2 for all data.

2.4. Photophysical Studies

Steady-state luminescence scans were collected between 298 K and 78 K. Spectra were recorded
using a Model Quantamaster-1046 photoluminescence spectrophotometer from Photon Technology
International using a 75 W xenon arc lamp combined with two excitation monochromators and one
emission monochromator. A photomultiplier tube at 800 V was used as the emission detector. The
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solid samples were mounted on a copper plate using non-emitting copper-dust high vacuum grease.
All scans were collected under vacuum with a Janis ST-100 optical cryostat. Low temperature scans
used liquid nitrogen for scans down to 78 K. Laser irradiation experiments were performed with a
Opolette Model 355II and UV tunable pulse laser using a Nd:Yag laser pump. Focusing lenses were
initially adjusted prior to irradiation to maximize emission intensity for each compound. Samples were
irradiated at 78 K at five-minute intervals. Recovery measurements were accomplished by allowing
samples to reach thermal equilibrium at 298 K before being cooled back to low temperatures.

2.5. Molecular Modelling

To investigate the luminescence properties of 1 and 2 we have performed density functional
theory (DFT) and time-dependent density functional theory (TD-DFT) calculations using Gaussian 16
software (Gaussian Inc.) with the University of Maine Advanced Computing Group [37]. Initially,
ground state calculations were performed on models using both the B3LYP [38,39] level of theory with
the modified scalar-relativistic effective core potential (ECP) basis set SDD [40–44] as implemented
in the software and the M06 meta-hybrid functional [45,46] level of theory with the CEP-31G(d)
basis set [47,48]. We have developed models for 1 and 2 using the X-ray data as the initial input.
Calculations were performed on an anionic subunit of 1 with formula [Me4N]4[Cu14(CN)27] and of 2
with formula [Me4N]2[Cu8(CN)14]. The models of 1 and 2 maintain the local geometry of the Cu(I)
coordination spheres while, in the case of 1, account for the close measured Cu· · ·Cu distances. Ground
state parameters (Supplementary Materials) show better agreement to experimental values using the
M06/CEP-31G(d) method, especially in the case of close Cu· · ·Cu distances, and so this method/basis
set was selected for TD-DFT calculations. Deviations in bond lengths/angles are considered minor and
are attributed to lack of crystal packing. Because of the agreement between experimental observations
and theoretical values we believe our models accurately describe the photophysical behavior of 1 and
2. Isodensity representations of molecular orbitals were visualized using the Avogadro 1.2.0 software
program [49].

3. Results

3.1. Structural Studies

The tetramethylammonium cyanocuprate(I) compounds were readily crystallized from aqueous
solutions. Details of the X-ray experiments and crystal data are summarized in Table 1. Selected
bond lengths and bond angles are given in Figures 1, 3 and Figure 4, and in the Supplementary
Materials. While the Me4N+ cyanocuprate(I) complexes herein are the first reported salts of this cation,
cyanocuprates are known for other cations including alkylammonium [50–56], phosphonium ions [57],
alkali metal ions [58], and copper(II) ions [54,55,59–65], and protonated water or methanol [60,66]. In
all cases, 2D or 3D anionic networks result from bridging of the cyano ligands. In most cases, copper
atoms are 3-coordinate, but 2- and/or 4-coordination are also observed on occasion.

The structure 1 solved in the orthorhombic space group Pnma. The crystallographically
independent unit consists of four Cu atoms, four full and four half cyano groups, and four half
Me4N+ ions, summing to the formula: (Me4N)2[Cu4(CN)6]. As shown in Figure 1, complex 1
is composed of a series of {Cu2(CN)4(µ2-CN)2} rhomboids crosslinked by cyano ligands and D3h

{Cu(CN)3} metal clusters to form 2D planar sheets. The {Cu2(CN)4(µ2-CN)2} rhomboids, which feature
4-coordinate Cu centers with close Cu . . . Cu interactions, have been seen in several related cyanocuprate
structures [53,55,61–63,65]. The 2D sheets are further crosslinked via perpendicular cyano ligands
emanating from the rhomboids to form a 3D coordination network composed of large five-sided
channels bounded by three rhomboids and two D3h units. All Me4N+ ions lie within these channels.
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Figure 1. Thermal ellipsoid (50% probability) packing diagram of 1, projected along the b-axis,
showing network formation. Me4N+ cations omitted for clarity. Cu orange, N blue, C grey. Selected
bond lengths and angles (X = disordered C/N): Cu1-X1 1.960(4), Cu1-X3 2.236(4), Cu1-X4 2.089(4),
Cu1-X8 1.963(4), Cu1-Cu3 2.5146(8), Cu2A-X1 2.005(6), Cu2A-C2 2.037(6), Cu2A-C2 2.298(9), Cu2A-X6
1.981(6), Cu2A-Cu2A 2.435(12), Cu3-N2 2.023(4), Cu3-C3 2.007(4), Cu3-C4 2.077(4), Cu4-X5 1.904(5),
Cu3-X7 1.988(4), Cu4-N3 1.923(4), Cu4-N4 1.913(4), X1-X1 1.161(6)N2-C2 1.145(6), N3-C3 1.151(6),
N4-C4 1.152(5), X5-X5 1.138(10), X6-X6 1.180(8), X7-X7 1.167(8), X8-X8 1.151(8), X1-Cu1-N8 114.60(15),
X1-Cu1-X8 114.60(15), X1-Cu1-C4 111.26(15), X8-Cu1-C4 113.10(15), X1-Cu1-C3 111.54(15), X8-Cu1-C3
103.14(15), C4-Cu1-C3 102.20(16), X6-Cu2A-X1 111.0(3), X6-Cu2A-C2 110.1(3), X1-Cu2A-C2 110.4(3),
X6-Cu2A-C2 104.6(3), X1-Cu2A-C2 108.7(3), C2-Cu2A-C2 112.0(3), X7-Cu3-C3 110.74(16), X7-Cu3-N2
105.74(14), C3-Cu3-N2 113.45(16), X7-Cu3-C4 106.79(15), C3-Cu3-C4 111.08(17), N2-Cu3-C4 108.69(15),
X7-Cu3-Cu1 123.84(11), X5-Cu4-N4 120.58(18), X5-Cu4-N3 119.12(18), and N4-Cu4-N3 120.28(15).

Two inversion centers are present in 1, being located between the Cu2A atoms and the trigonal
planar Cu4 atoms. These result in a mirror plane through the unit cell. Overall, there is much disorder
throughout the structure. First, (half-independent) cyanide ligands C5/N5, C6/N6, C7/N7, and C8/N8
are each disordered across special positions (symmetrically disordered), requiring 50:50 occupancy
of C and N in each case. Fully independent cyano C1/N1 also shows C/N disorder, but without a
special position (non-symmetrically disordered); nevertheless, refinement of the carbon and nitrogen
occupancies at both sites resulted in nearly 50:50. Cu2 is found in two closely adjacent sites, having
about 70:30 occupancy. A pair of Cu2 atoms forms a rhomboid dimer around a special position. Finally,
there is disorder in one of the three half Me4N+ ions (C16, C17, C18) which, itself, shows interaction
with the partially occupied (0.25) water molecule. Significant metallophilic interactions are observed
across each of the rhombic centers via short Cu· · ·Cu distances: 2.436(12) Å (Cu2 . . . Cu2) and 2.5146(8)
Å (Cu1 . . . Cu3). The site disorder in Cu2 noted above makes the Cu . . . Cu distance less certain in this
case. The van der Waals (VDW) sum for Cu· · ·Cu is typically considered 2.8 Å [67]. Contraction by
the Cu· · ·Cu interaction causes significant broadening of the rhombic C-Cu-C angles, falling between
102.19◦ and 111.06◦. The Cu-C-Cu angles of the µ2-CN are between 72.47◦ and 74.26◦. The D3h metal
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cluster geometry is undistorted. Measured Cu-C and Cu-N bond lengths are unremarkable throughout,
with generally longer bond lengths for µ2-CN ligands.

At 295 K compound 2 crystallizes in the monoclinic C2/c space group, Figure 2. The unit cell
holds only one and a half independent Cu atoms and two CNs, both of which are non-symmetrically
disordered (63:37 and 56:44, respectively). The half-independent Cu(I) center is 2-coordinate and lies
on a linear C∞v coordination site, while the other is 3-coordinate and roughly trigonal planar (D3h).
All Cu atoms are connected by µ2-bridging cyano ligands, forming simple 2D sheets composed of
elongated fused hexagonal {Cu8(CN)8} rings. This and closely related motifs have been observed
previously [51,55,58,59]. The rings are stacked such that trigonal Cu2 lies almost directly above
linear Cu1, the shortest interplanar Cu· · ·Cu distance being 3.076 Å and, thus, without metallophilic
interactions. Again, two crystallographic inversion centers are observed, one at the macrocyclic ring
center and the other at Cu1, shared between adjacent rings. Only one independent, two-site disordered
Me4N+ ion is present, located between the sheets centered on openings in the macrocycles.
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Interestingly, upon cooling 2 undergoes a phase change, albeit without significant structural
alterations. The new phase, Figure 3, is in the triclinic space group P-1. As is the case with the
ambient temperature phase, this low temperature phase has two distinct metal coordination geometries,
2-coordinate C∞v and 3-coordinate D3h. However, the unit cell contains six crystallographically
independent Cu atoms, two of which are two-coordinate and four which are 3-coordinate. There are
eight independent CN groups, all of which are non-symmetrically C/N disordered. Occupancies vary
from about 60:40 to 72:38. Two independent Me4N+ ions are also observed, one of which is disordered.
As was the case at ambient temperature, 2D sheets of elongated fused hexagonal {Cu8(CN)8} rings are
present. Also unchanged from room temperature is the staggering of the ring placements between
layers with 2-coordinate and 3-coordinate copper centers lying roughly atop one another with the
Me4N+ ions again located between the sheets centered on openings in the macrocycles. As was the
case at 295 K, no metallophilic interactions are observed, with the inter-sheet Cu· · ·Cu distances being
close to 3 Å.
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Figure 3. Thermal ellipsoid (50% probability) packing diagram of 2 at 100 K along the c-axis, showing
staggered {CuCN}8 hexagons. Me4N+ cations and minor occupancy Cu atoms omitted for clarity.
Cu orange, N blue, C grey. Selected bond lengths and angles (X = disordered C/N): Cu1-X1 1.857(4),
Cu1-X2 1.847(4), Cu1-Cu5 2.9370(9), Cu2-X2 1.931(4), Cu2-X3 1.924(4), Cu2-X4 1.946(4), Cu2-CuA
3.0512(9), Cu3-X4 1.912(4), Cu3-X5 1.931(4), Cu3-X8 1.944(4), Cu4-X5 1.850(4), Cu4-X6 1.844(4), Cu4-Cu6
2.9971(9), X1-X1 1.154(6), Cu5-X3 1.947(4), Cu5-X6 1.927(4), Cu5-X7 1.915(4), Cu6-X1 1.944(4), Cu6-X7
1.933(4), Cu6-X8 1.922(4), X1-X1 1.157(5), X2-X2 1.155(6), X3-X3 1.158(6), X4-X4 1.166(6), X5-X5 1.160(6),
X6-X6 1.167(6), X7-X7 1.175(6), X8-X8 1.156(6), X1-Cu1-X2 177.68(18), X1-Cu6-X8 123.78(17), X2-Cu2-X3
125.06(17), X2-Cu2-X4 118.29(17), X3-Cu2-X4 116.27(17), X3-Cu5-X6 116.85(16), X3-Cu5-X7 116.54(16),
X4-Cu3-X5 122.42(17), X4-Cu3-X8 119.31(16), X5-Cu3-X8 117.93(16), X5-Cu4-X6 178.72(18), X6-Cu5-X7
126.24(16), X7-Cu6-X1 116.31(16), and X7-Cu6-X8 119.55(16).

Compound 3 crystallized as colorless, non-emissive hexagonal plates in some of the aqueous
crystallizations of compound 2. The structure 2 solved in the triclinic space group P–1. The
crystallographically independent unit consists of two Cu atoms and three non-symmetrically disordered
cyano groups with nearly 50:50 C and N occupancies at each position, and a single ordered Me4N+ ion,
summing to the formula: (Me4N)[Cu2(CN)3]. As shown in Figure 4, complex 3 forms simple hexagonal
2D sheets with no cyano bridging or cuprophilic interactions. This is a very common anionic network
arrangement in cyanocuprates [52–55,57,58,60,63,65,66]. The sum of the angles around Cu1 and Cu2
are 359.51◦ and 354.59◦, respectively. The slightly smaller angle sum for Cu2, is the result of a very
weak long-range interaction (2.709 Å) with C1/N1 in an adjacent sheet. The Me4N+ ions lie centered
over the hexagonal Cu6(CN)6 openings in each sheet with one Me group pointing into this opening.
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Table 1. Crystal and structure refinement data.a. 

Complex 1 2 3 

CCDC deposit 

number 
1903299 1903300 1903302 1903301 

color and habit Colorless needle Colorless needle Colorless needle Colorless block 

Size, mm 
0.130 × 0.040 × 

0.020 

0.270 × 0.020 × 

0.020 

0.310 × 0.020 × 

0.020 

0.290 × 0.150 × 

0.110 

formula C14H24Cu4N8O0.25 C8H12Cu3N5 C16H24Cu6N10 C7H12Cu2N4 

formula weight 563.07 368.85 737.69 279.29 

Figure 4. Thermal ellipsoid (50% probability) packing diagram of 3, projected along the c-axis, showing
network formation. Me4N+ cations omitted for clarity. Cu orange, N blue, C grey. Selected bond
lengths and angles (X = disordered C/N): Cu1-X1 1.9311(17), Cu1-X2 1.9485(16), Cu1-X3 1.9421(16),
Cu2-X1 1.9398(17), Cu2-X2 1.9656(16), Cu2-X3 1.9645(16), X1-X1 1.170(2), X2-X2 1.169(2), X3-X3 1.168(2),
X1-Cu1-X2 120.90(6), X1-Cu1-X3 121.44(6), X2-Cu1-X3 117.17(6), X1-Cu2-X2 119.63(6), X1-Cu2-X3
120.28(6), and X2-Cu2-X3 114.38(6).

3.2. Infrared Characterization

The dominant vibrational features of 1 and 2 are the cyanide and tetramethylammonium stretches.
The IR vibrational spectra are shown in Figure S5 (Supplementary Materials). The vibrational modes of
the Me4N+ cation are clearly observed for the δas(C-H) at 1478 cm−1 and the νas(C-N) at 950 cm−1 [68].
The νs(C≡N) of cyanometallates are generally observed between 2040 cm−1 and 2150 cm−1. In the case
of complex 1 this C≡N stretch is split with a peak at 2114 cm−1, 2070 cm−1, and a shoulder at 2094 cm−1,
indicating inequivalent cyanide ligands within the crystal network. This splitting is in agreement with
the structural data of 1 which show two types of cyanides: those that bridge individual {Cu2(CN)4]2−

rhomboids and those that bridge a {Cu2(CN)4]2− rhomboid with a trigonal planar Cu(I) center. We
have established in other systems that the bidentate nature of the µ2-CN decreases the cyanide bond
order, lowering the vibrational frequency in comparison to the bridging cyanide [31]. Thus, for 1, we
assign the νs(C≡N) at 2114 cm−1 and 2070 cm−1 to the bridging µ1− and µ2−CN group, respectively. For
2, the cyanide stretches are shifted to higher energies with peaks at 2116 cm−1 and 2138 cm−1. In the
case of 2, X-ray studies show that the Cu(CN)2

− subunits exist in both linear and bent conformations.
The linear Cu(CN)2

− coordination sphere consists of a Cu+ center coordinated to two CN− ligands
while in the bent coordination the Cu+ center is coordinated to three CN− ligands. We argue that the
increased electron density surrounding the three coordinate Cu+ center drives the stretching frequency
of the CN band to lower energies in comparison to those of the two coordinate Cu+ center.

3.3. Photophysical Studies

Solid samples of 1 and 2 both present themselves as off-white under room light. We have performed
diffuse reflectance measurements of these complexes at 298 K, shown in Figure 5. All compounds
absorb strongly in the UV region, with absorbance for 1 extending into the visible due to the presence
of two absorption bands, one at 290 nm and 450 nm. The absorption edge of 1 (2.64 eV) is lower in
energy compared to that of 2 (3.25 eV). Emission bands are observed for both complexes in the DRS
spectra. We tentatively assign the absorption bands to a variation of metal-to-ligand charge transfer
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(MLCT) which we have observed in other cyanocuprate(I) complexes that lack electron-accepting
cations [17,30,69–71]. In the case of 1 we ascribe the lower energy absorption edge to lower ground
and excited state energies due to metallophilic interactions observed in the crystal structure.Materials 2019, 12, x FOR PEER REVIEW 9 of 19 
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Despite sharing similar cation and anion subunits, complexes 1 and 2 display notably different
photophysical behaviors. Variable temperature luminescence spectra between 298 K and 78 K for
these complexes are summarized in Table 2 and shown in Figure 6. At room temperature complex
1 intensely emits green, with a maximum peak at 524 nm. Cooling the sample to 78 K results in the
formation of an intense emission band at 416 nm, while the emission band at 524 nm is decreased in
intensity. At 298 K the 524 nm emission is associated with a triplet excited state with a lifetime of 63
µs. At 78 K the 524 nm emission decay rate is decreased to 0.31 µs, while the new 416 nm band has a
decay rate of 78 ns. These lifetime measurements indicate that 1 is a dual singlet/triplet emitter for
which phosphorescence is dominant at high temperatures while fluorescence becomes dominant at low
temperatures. This singlet/triplet behavior has been reported in other CuCN-based complexes [72,73].
At 298 K compound 2 displays a broad emission band centered at 423 nm. Cooling the sample red
shifts this band to 450 nm until 130 K, from which point further cooling causes a blue shift back to
higher energies, reaching 440 nm at 78 K. Lifetime measurement of 2 shows triplet emission at all
temperatures (τ298 K = 6.3 µs, τ78 K = 33 µs).

Table 2. Summary of luminescence spectra of 1 and 2 between 78 K and 298 K.

Complex Temperature Ex λmax
Em
λmax

Lifetime

1
298 K 334 nm 524 nm 63 µs
78 K 315 nm 416 nm 78 ns

542 nm 0.31 µs

2
298 K 340 nm 420 nm 6.3 µs
78 K 332 nm 440 nm 33 µs
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Figure 6. Luminescence spectra of 1 (top) and 2 (bottom) between 78 K and 298 K. The emission was
measured at λex= 315 nm and λex = 330 nm for 1 and 2, respectively.

Assignment of the emission band for 2 is the most straightforward given that it displays
phosphorescence behavior at all temperatures. Due to the lack of cuprophilic interactions, the triplet
emission of 2 is likely the result of either MLCT or mixed metal/ligand to metal charge transfer (M/LMCT)
between inequivalent Cu centers. To determine the accurate assignment, we have performed DFT
and TD-DFT calculations. TD-DFT calculations of 2 predict an excited state at 330 nm (f-oscillation
= 0.0265) in general agreement with the experimental value of 332 nm at 78 K. Molecular orbital
calculated isodensity representations, Figure 7, predict that the electron donating MOs are primarily
composed of the Cu 3d atomic orbitals with contributions from the C/N 2p, all residing strictly on the
trigonal planar metal centers. Conversely, the electron accepting MOs at this excitation energy are
composed of both the Cu 4s/p and CN π* orbitals localized to the C∞v group. This calculated transition
at 330 nm for 2 clearly indicates that emission from this complex is associated with rearrangement
of electrons from the outer D3h CuCN motifs to the inner C∞v CuCN sites. This is consistent with a
M/LMCT and agrees with the experimental data as well as reports of similar systems [30,74–76]. In a
similar fashion, TD-DFT calculations were also performed on a model of 1 to elucidate the nature of
the observed dual singlet/triplet emission. At 78 K under 315 nm excitation, 1 displays two dominant
bands at 524 nm and 416 nm. Calculations predict a strong transition (f-oscillation = 0.0182) at 300 nm,
in general agreement with the observed excitation value of 315 nm. MO transitions at this energy are
shown in Figure 7. Unlike the MO transitions predicted for 2, the nature of the electron accepting MOs
for 1 are distinctly different. In all cases the electron donating MOs are the HOMO/HOMO-5, both
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composed of the {Cu2(CN)4(µ2-CN)2} rhomboid Cu 3d and C/N 2s atomic orbitals. However, in one
case the electron accepting MO (LUMO+4) is composed of the {Cu2(CN)2(µ2-CN)2} rhomboid Cu 4s
and CN π* orbitals while in the other case the electron accepting MO (LUMO) is composed of the
trigonal planar Cu 4s/p and µ1-CN π*. These two transitions can best be described as (1) rearrangement
of electrons within the {Cu2(CN)4(µ2-CN)2} rhomboid (1MMLCT) and (2) electron transfer from the
{Cu2(CN)4(µ2-CN)2} rhomboid to the trigonal planar {Cu(CN)3} (2MMLCT). A distinct difference to
highlight is the presence of metallophilic interactions involved in the electron accepting MOs of the
1MMLCT. Previous reports by us and others have shown that metallophilic interactions shift emission
of the d10 cyanometallates to lower energies [17,77–80]. As such, we assign the 542 nm and 416 nm
emission bands to a 1MMLCT and 2MMLCT, respectively.
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Figure 7. M06/CEP-31G(d) TD-DFT calculated isodensity representations of molecular orbital transitions
(≥10% contribution) of (left) 1 and (right) 2. Calculated at excited state energies for 1 = 300 nm and
2 = 330 nm. A complete list of negligible (<10% contribution) MO transitions can be found in the
Supplementary Materials.

3.4. Optical Memory Behavior

In order to explore the potential use of these systems in optical digital storage devices we have
measured the optical memory behavior of 1 and 2. To perform these experiments we cool the samples
to 78 K and irradiate them over a period of time using a 255 nm pulse laser. Emission spectra are
measured at various time intervals until no further change in the emission spectra is observed. To
restore the emission back to its original intensity we heat the sample to 298 K and then re-cool it to 78
K. Samples that undergo a loss and complete recovery of emission intensity are considered to show
optical memory behavior. In our experiments the laser beam focal point (area of irradiation) is less
than that of the excitation source, meaning a significant area of the sample surface is left non-irradiated
during emission measurements. To compare the rates of emission reduction between 1 and 2, the
emission signal of this non-irradiated area is blanked by subtracting the final irradiation measurement
from each of the spectra once no change in emission intensity is observed. Untreated emission spectra
of 1 and 2 during irradiation experiments can be found in the Supplementary Materials.

As seen in Figure 8, both complexes 1 and 2 undergo loss of emission intensity with irradiation.
This loss is completely recoverable in both cases by heating to 298 K and recooling to 78 K with
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quantitative emission intensity recovery of 104% and 101% for 1 and 2, respectively. We consider these
values to be within experimental error of 100%. Complex 2 reaches maximum intensity reduction over
a 6.5 min. period, much faster than 1 whose reduction occurs over 30 min.
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Figure 8. Relative emission loss over time for 1 (left) and 2 (right) at 78 K under 255 nm laser irradiation.
Note that the emission signal of 1 is deconstructed to show the independent intensities of the dominant
emission peak at 430 nm and the less intense emission peak at 526 nm.

Variable temperature optical memory experiments were performed on the superior-performing 2
in order to explore the kinetic and activation energy associated with this complex. To investigate the
kinetics of the photochemical reaction in 2, we first consider the elementary reversible reaction:

2 + hν
k1

�

k−1

2∗

In this reaction the luminescence species 2 is photochemically converted to a non-luminescent
complex denoted as 2*. The high power input of the laser allows us to assume that the photon supply
by the laser is in excess, reducing the elementary equation above via flooding to a simple reversible first
order reaction. As discussed elsewhere [81], integration of these simple reactions affords the equation:

ln
{
[I]t − [I]∞
[I]0 − [I]∞

}
= −(k1 + k−1)t

where It is the normalized intensity at time t, Ie is the intensity at equilibrium, and k1 and k−1 are the
forward and reverse rate constants, respectively [81]. Thus, a plot of ln{[I]t−[I]e} versus time should
yield a linear line with a slope whose negative is the sum k1+k−1, defined as ke, Figure 9. At low
temperatures we are able to maintain the reduced emission intensity without continuous irradiation.
Thus, at 78 K the forward rate is much larger than the reverse rate which can be considered zero or
negligible. We can then simplify the term ke = k1 + k−1 to be ke = k1 at low temperatures (for 2 at 78 K
ke = k1 = 1.07 × 10−2 s−1). We expect the forward photochemical reaction is dependent only on the
laser energy and is independent of temperature. Instead, it is the reverse reaction that is temperature
dependent. So, upon heating the sample, the forward reaction remains constant while the reverse rate
increases and becomes non-negligible. Continuous heating eventually results in k−1 = k1 which is
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evident by a decrease of ke with increasing temperature and a lack of intensity reduction with laser
irradiation. This temperature represents the maximum operational temperature for an optical memory
active complex. As expected, increasing the temperature during irradiation at 255 nm for 2 results in a
decrease in the emission intensity reduction rate. Since we can now calculate k1 and k−1 at different
temperatures we can also readily calculate Keq and plot ln(Keq) versus temperature to obtain the
recovery activation energy via the Arrhenius equation. For 2 we calculate an activation energy of
the recovery reaction of 1,886 J/mol for which using the Boltzmann constant equates an operational
temperature of 227 K.
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3.5. Optical Memory Mechanism

As previously mentioned, our group reported extensively on the optical memory of d10

cyanometallates [16,17,23,30,82]. In many of these cases the optical memory behavior is the result of a
photo-induced electron transfer [18,24,82]. For example, in the instance of Tl[Ag(CN)2] irradiation at
78 K using a 318 nm laser results in the formation of a redox active [Ag(CN)2]3

3− trimer. This exciplex
monomer readily accepts an electron from Tl+. Through a cascading redox reaction, the Tl+ is oxidized
to Tl+3 while the [Ag(CN)2]3

3− trimer is photochemically reduced to [Ag(CN)2]3
4−. In this reaction the

reduced [Ag(CN)2]3
4− trimer is not luminescent and, thus, responsible for the loss of emission over

time. This reaction is completely reversible upon heating the sample to room temperature.
Given the precedent for M(CN)2

−-based systems to display photo-induced electron transfer optical
memory, we propose a similar mechanism to explain optical memory in 1 and 2. The cation Me4N+ is
not redox active, nor does it strongly interact with the Cu(CN)2

−-based anions of 1 and 2. As such, it
is unlikely that the Me4N+ cation plays a role in optical memory behavior. This leads us to consider
only the Cu(CN)2

−-based units as the active emissive species in a series of redox reactions. We use
the standard reduction potentials of Cu and Cu(CN)2

− complexes to describe these reactions [83,84].
Photo-oxidation of Cu(I) in Cu(CN)2

− to form Cu(II) according to Reaction (1) is a non-spontaneous
equation with a standard reduction potential of −1.103 V (1.103 eV):
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(1) Cu(CN)2
− + Cu(CN)2

− + hν→ 2Cu2+ + 4CN− + 2e− Eo = −1.103 V

Irradiation using a 255 nm (4.86 eV) laser provides ample energy to overcome the reaction’s
energetic penalty. It is generally understood that Cu2+ acts as a MLCT-quenching species. Thus, we
believe Cu2+ acts as the non-luminescent species during laser irradiation. In Reaction (2) we recombine
the electrons produced in Reaction (1) to reduce a Cu2+ center to Cu(0). This reaction is spontaneous
in the forward direction, as evidenced by the reduction potential (Eo = 0.339 V). Importantly, the
combination of Cu2+ and Cu(0), Reaction (3), is non-spontaneous:

(2) Cu2+ + 2e− → Cu Eo = 0.339 V
(3) Cu2+ + Cu→ 2Cu+ Eo = −0.357 V

The non-spontaneity of Reaction (3) in the forward direction and of reaction (2) in the reverse
direction produces a metastable state wherein the non-luminescent photochemical product is unable
to return back to its original state. To return to the original state we propose oxidation of Cu by the
free cyano groups to produce an electron, Reaction (4). While Reaction (4) is spontaneous, by keeping
the solid at low temperatures it is kinetically unable to proceed. Heating to 298 K provides ample
energy to the system to allow oxidation of Cu into Cu+. The resulting electron is then transferred to
the remaining Cu2+ to form Cu+ (Eo = 0.161 V), which undergoes coordination of two cyano units,
Reactions (5)/(6), completing the recovery back to the original state.

(4) Cu + 2CN− → Cu(CN)2
− + e− Eo = 0.429 V

(5) Cu2+ + e− → Cu+ Eo = 0.161 V
(6) Cu+ + 2CN− → Cu(CN)2

− Eo = 0 V

The proposed mechanism offers an explanation for the difference in optical memory behavior
between 1 and 2 with respect to the emission intensity reduction rates. In 1, due to metallophilic
interactions, both triplet and singlet emission bands are observed while for compound 2 only triplet
emission is observed. Because both species share a triplet emission pathway and both undergo
photo-induced emission intensity reduction, it seems likely that the triplet pathway is responsible for
optical memory behavior. This conclusion is supported by the observed slower emission reduction rate
of 1 whose short-lived singlet emission pathway could act competitively against the photo-induced
electron transfer mechanism.

4. Conclusions

We have reported on three CuCN networks 1, 2, and 3. While all of the complexes are synthesized
from aqueous solutions of KCN/CuCN and Me4NCl, they display distinctly different structural and
photophysical behavior. In the case of 1, a 3D network of {Cu2(CN)4(µ2-CN)2} rhomboids crosslinked
by cyano ligands and D3h {Cu(CN)3} metal clusters is formed. Metallophilic interactions are observed
between rhomboid Cu centers having short Cu· · ·Cu distances. Complex 2 consists of layered 2D sheets
formed by elongated fused hexagonal {Cu8(CN)8} rings. Metallophilic interactions are notably absent.
Complex 3, which could not be reproducibly synthesized, was a non-emissive, simple hexagonal
2D network. Complex 1 emits bright green at 298 K and blue at 78 K while 2 emits bright blue at
all temperatures. Time-dependent luminescence measurements reveal that 1 is a dual singlet/triplet
emitter while 2 is strictly triplet in nature. Both complexes are optical memory active, with 2 showing
significantly greater emission intensity reduction. Kinetic studies show this complex has a recovery
activation energy of 1,866 J/mol or 227 K. We have proposed a light-induced electron transfer as the
mechanism by which emission intensity is lost and recovered. Our findings show that triplet emission
is responsible for optical memory activity in these complexes and that the singlet emission in 1 actively
competes with the optical memory active triplet pathway. Our findings indicate that complexes which
exhibit singlet emission are poor candidates for optical memory complexes that proceed through a
photo-induced electron transfer.
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1 and 2 at 298 K, Figure S6: Luminescence spectrum of (left) 1 and (right) 2 at 78 K and 298 K, Figure S7: Lifetime
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S7: DFT ground state parameters of 1 compared to experimental values, Table S8: DFT ground state parameters of
2 compared to experimental values, Table S9: M06/CEP-31G(d) TD-DFT calculation excited state transitions for 1
at 300 nm, Table S10: M06/CEP-31G(d) TD-DFT calculation excited state transitions for 2 at 330 nm.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization: A.D.N., R.M.B., and R.D.P.; data curation: A.D.N., R.M.B., A.M.W.,
M.S., V.A.N., and R.D.P.; formal analysis: A.D.N., A.M.W., and M.S.; investigation: A.D.N., V.A.N., and R.D.P.;
methodology: A.D.N., A.M.W., M.S., and R.D.P.; resources: R.D.P. and H.H.P.; supervision, A.D.N., R.D.P., and
H.H.P.; writing—original draft: A.D.N. and R.D.P.; writing—review and editing: A.D.N. and R.D.P.

Funding: We acknowledge support from National Science Foundation (CHE-1413641 and CHE-0443345), the
Welch Foundation (B-1542), and the College of William and Mary.

Acknowledgments: The HHP group thanks the University of Maine Advanced Computing Group for their
support and generous allocation of computing resources.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Grifasi, F.; Chierotti, M.R.; Garino, C.; Gobetto, R.; Priola, E.; Diana, E.; Turci, F. Solvent-Free Synthesis of
Luminescent Copper(I) Coordination Polymers with Thiourea Derivatives. Cryst. Growth Des. 2015, 15,
2929–2939. [CrossRef]

2. Safko, J.P.; Kuperstock, J.E.; McCullough, S.M.; Noviello, A.M.; Li, X.; Killarney, J.P.; Murphy, C.;
Patterson, H.H.; Bayse, C.A.; Pike, R.D. Network Formation and Photoluminescence in Copper(I) Halide
Complexes with Substituted Piperazine Ligands. Dalton Trans. 2012, 41, 11663–11674. [CrossRef]

3. Mi, J.L.; Murray, C.A.; Tronic, T.A.; Dekrafft, K.E.; Ley, A.N.; DeButts, J.C.; Pike, R.D.; Lu, H.; Patterson, H.H.
Copper(I) Cyanide Networks: Synthesis, Structure, and Luminescence Behavior. Part 2. Piperazine Ligands
and Hexamethylenetetramine. Inorg. Chem. 2008, 47, 6931–6947.

4. Miller, K.M.; McCullough, S.M.; Lepekhina, E.A.; Thibau, I.J.; Pike, R.D.; Li, X.; Killarney, J.P.; Patterson, H.H.
Copper(I) Thiocyanate-Amine Networks: Synthesis, Structure, and Luminescence Behavior. Inorg. Chem.
2011, 50, 7239–7249. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Tronic, T.A.; DeKrafft, K.E.; Lim, M.J.; Ley, A.N.; Pike, R.D. Copper(I) Cyanide Networks: Synthesis,
Luminescence Behavior and Thermal Analysis. Part 1. Diimine Ligands. Inorg. Chem. 2007, 46, 8897–8912.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Deaton, J.C.; Switalski, S.C.; Kondakov, D.Y.; Young, R.H.; Pawlik, T.D.; Giesen, D.J.; Harkins, S.B.;
Miller, A.J.M.; Mickenberg, S.F.; Peters, J.C. E-Type Delayed Fluorescence of a Phosphine-Supported
Cu2(µ-NAr2)2 Diamond Core: Harvesting Singlet and Triplet Excitons in OLEDs. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2010, 132,
9499–9508. [CrossRef]

7. Czerwieniec, R.; Yersin, H. Diversity of Copper(I) Complexes Showing Thermally Activated Delayed
Fluorescence: Basic Photophysical Analysis. Inorg. Chem. 2015, 54, 4322–4327. [CrossRef]

8. Hofbeck, T.; Monkowius, U.; Yersin, H. Highly Efficient Luminescence of Cu(I) Compounds: Thermally
Activated Delayed Fluorescence Combined with Short-Lived Phosphorescence. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2015, 137,
399–404. [CrossRef]

9. Li, S.-L.; Wang, J.; Zhang, F.-Q.; Zhang, X.-M. Light and Heat Dually Responsive Luminescence in Organic
Templated CdSO4-Type Halogeno(cyano)cuprates with Disorder of Halogenide/Cyanide. Cryst. Growth Des.
2017, 17, 746–752. [CrossRef]

10. Vitale, M.; Ryu, C.K.; Palke, W.E.; Ford, P.C. Ab Initio Studies of the Copper(I) Tetramers Cu4X4L4 (X = I, Br,
Cl). Effects of Cluster Structure and of Halide on Photophysical Properties. Inorg. Chem. 1994, 33, 561–566.
[CrossRef]

http://www.mdpi.com/1996-1944/12/8/1211/s1
http://www.mdpi.com/1996-1944/12/8/1211/s1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.cgd.5b00352
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c2dt31241g
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ic200821f
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21728324
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ic7007057
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17850140
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja1004575
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ic503072u
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja5109672
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.cgd.6b01598
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ic00081a026


Materials 2019, 12, 1211 16 of 19

11. Kyle, K.R.; Palke, W.E.; Ford, P.C. The Photoluminescence Properties of the Copper(I) Clusters Cu4I4A4

(A = Aromatic Amine) in Solution. Coord. Chem. Rev. 1990, 97, 35–46. [CrossRef]
12. De Angelis, F.; Fantacci, S.; Sgamellotti, A.; Cariati, E.; Ugo, R.; Ford, P.C. Electronic Transitions Involved in

the Absorption Spectrum and Dual Luminescence of Tetranuclear Cubane [Cu4I4(pyridine)4] Cluster: A
Density Functional Theory/Time-Dependent Density Functional Theory Investigation. Inorg. Chem. 2006, 45,
10576–10584. [CrossRef]

13. Royzman, D.E.; Noviello, A.M.; Henline, K.M.; Pike, R.D.; Killarney, J.P.; Patterson, H.H.; Crawford, C.;
Assefa, Z. Structure, Luminescence, and Vapochromism of Bridged Cationic Copper(I) Dimers and Polymers.
J. Inorg. Organomet. Polym. Mater. 2014, 24, 66–77. [CrossRef]

14. Ley, A.N.; Dunaway, L.E.; Brewster, T.P.; Dembo, M.D.; Harris, T.D.; Baril-Robert, F.; Li, X.; Patterson, H.H.;
Pike, R.D. Reversible Luminescent Reaction of Amines with Copper(I) Cyanide. Chem. Commun. 2010, 46,
4565. [CrossRef]

15. Killarney, J.P.; McKinnon, M.; Murphy, C.; Henline, K.M.; Wang, C.; Pike, R.D.; Patterson, H.H. Amine- and
Sulfide-Sensing Copper(I) Iodide Films. Inorg. Chem. Commun. 2014, 40, 18–21. [CrossRef]

16. Nicholas, A.D.; Otten, B.M.; Ayala, G.; Hutchinson, J.; Wojtas, L.; Omary, M.A.; Pike, R.D.; Patterson, H.H.
Light-Induced Photochemical Changes in Copper(I) Thiocyanate Complexes Decorated with Halopyridines:
Optical Memory Manifestation. J. Phys. Chem. C 2017, 121, 25430–25439. [CrossRef]

17. Li, X.; Pan, Z.; Welch, D.A.; Baril-Robert, F.; Pike, R.D.; Patterson, H.H. An Unusual Luminescent Anionic
Copper(I) System: Dicyanocuprate(I) Ion in Nano and Bulky States. J. Phys. Chem. C 2012, 116, 26656–26667.
[CrossRef]

18. Nicholas, A.D.; Welch, D.A.; Li, X.; Patterson, H.H. Host lattice Effects on the Design of Different Metallophilic
Nanoclusters with Novel Photonic Properties. Inorg. Chim. Acta 2018, 471, 40–49. [CrossRef]

19. Tyson, D.S.; Bignozzi, C.A.; Castellano, F.N. Metal−Organic Approach to Binary Optical Memory. J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 2002, 124, 4562–4563. [CrossRef]

20. Rath, S.; Heilig, M.; Port, H.; Wrachtrup, J. Periodic Organic Nanodot Patterns for Optical Memory. Nano
Lett. 2007, 7, 3845–3848. [CrossRef]

21. Hollingsworth, G.; Barrie, J.D.; Dunn, B.; Zink, J.I. Optical Memory in Cu+-Doped/Beta-alumina. J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 1988, 110, 6569–6570. [CrossRef]

22. Dvornikov, A.S.; Walker, E.P.; Rentzepis, P.M. Two-Photon Three-Dimensional Optical Storage Memory.
J. Phys. Chem. A 2009, 113, 13633–13644. [CrossRef]

23. Omary, M.A.; Colis, J.C.F.; Larochelle, C.L.; Patterson, H.H. Optical Memory and Multistep Luminescence
Thermochromism in Single Crystals of K2Na[Ag(CN)2]3. Inorg. Chem. 2007, 46, 3798–3800. [CrossRef]

24. Patterson, H.H.; Bourassa, J.; Shankle, G. Light-Induced Electron Transfer in Lead(II)Gold(I) Dicyanide.
Inorg. Chim. Acta 1994, 226, 345–348. [CrossRef]

25. Bandara, H.M.D.; Burdette, S.C. Photoisomerization in Different Classes of Azobenzene. Chem. Soc. Rev.
2012, 41, 1809–1825. [CrossRef]

26. Crecca, C.R.; Roitberg, A.E. Theoretical Study of the Isomerization Mechanism of Azobenzene and
Disubstituted Azobenzene Derivatives. J. Phys. Chem. A 2006, 110, 8188–8203. [CrossRef]

27. Sato, H.; Sato, F.; Yamagishi, A. Rewritable Optical Memory in Liquid Crystals Containing Photo-Epimerizing
Cr(III) Complexes. Chem. Commun. 2013, 49, 4773–4775. [CrossRef]

28. Pariani, G.; Castagna, R.; Dassa, G.; Hermes, S.; Vailati, C.; Bianco, A.; Bertarelli, C. Diarylethene-Based
Photochromic Polyurethanes for Multistate Optical Memories. J. Mater. Chem. 2011, 21, 13223–13231.
[CrossRef]

29. Frolova, L.A.; Rezvanova, A.A.; Lukyanov, B.S.; Sanina, N.A.; Troshin, P.A.; Aldoshin, S.M. Design of
Rewritable and Read-Only Non-Volatile Optical Memory Elements using Photochromic Spiropyran-Based
Salts as Light-Sensitive Materials. J. Mater. Chem. C 2015, 3, 11675–11680. [CrossRef]

30. Li, X.; Patterson, H. A Review of Luminescent Anionic Nano System: d10 Metallocyanide Excimers and
Exciplexes in Alkali Halide Hosts. Materials (Basel) 2013, 6, 2595–2611. [CrossRef]

31. Nicholas, A.D.; Bullard, R.M.; Pike, R.D.; Patterson, H.H. Photophysical Investigation of Silver/Gold
Dicyanometallates and Tetramethylammonium Networks: An Experimental and Theoretical Investigation.
Eur. J. Inorg. Chem. 2019, 2019, 956–962. [CrossRef]

32. SMART. Apex II Data Collection Software; Bruker: Madison, WI, USA, 2005.
33. Saint Plus. Saint Plus Data Reduction Software; Bruker: Madison, WI, USA, 2005.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0010-8545(90)80078-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ic061147f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10904-013-9978-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c002351e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.inoche.2013.11.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.7b06871
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp310108u
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ica.2017.10.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja0255608
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl072598f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja00227a051
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp905655z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ic070198p
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0020-1693(94)04097-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C1CS15179G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp057413c
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3cc39199j
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c1jm11870f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5TC02100F
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ma6072595
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ejic.201801407


Materials 2019, 12, 1211 17 of 19

34. Sheldrick, G.M. SADABS; Bruker: Madison, WI, USA, 2005.
35. Sheldrick, G.M. A Short History of SHELX. Acta Crystallogr. Sect. A 2008, 64, 112–122. [CrossRef]
36. Huebschle, C.B.; Sheldrick, G.M.; Dittrich, B. ShelXle: A Qt graphical user interface for SHELXL. J. Appl.

Crystallogr. 2011, 44, 1281–1284. [CrossRef]
37. Frisch, M.J.; Trucks, G.W.; Schlegel, H.B.; Scuseria, G.E.; Robb, M.A.; Cheeseman, J.R.; Scalmani, G.; Barone, V.;

Mennucci, B.; Petersson, G.A.; et al. Gaussian 16, Revision B.01; Gaussian, Inc.: Wallingford, CT, USA, 2016.
38. Becke, A.D. Density-Functional Thermochemistry. III. The Role of Exact Exchange. J. Chem. Phys. 1993, 98,

5648–5652. [CrossRef]
39. Lee, C.; Yang, W.; Parr, R.G. Development of the Colle-Salvetti Correlation-Energy Formula into a Functional

of the Electron Density. Phys. Rev. B 1988, 37, 785–789. [CrossRef]
40. Dunning, T.H., Jr.; Hay, P.J. Modern Theoretical Chemistry; Schaefer, H.F., Ed.; Plenum: New York, NY, USA,

1977; Volume 3.
41. Stoll, H.; Fuentealba, P.; Schwerdtfeger, P.; Flad, J.; Szentpály, L.V.; Preuss, H. Cu and Ag as

One-Valence-Electron Atoms: CI Results and Quadrupole Corrections for Cu2, Ag2, CuH, and AgH.
J. Chem. Phys. 1984, 81, 2732–2736. [CrossRef]

42. Veillard, A. (Ed.) Quantum Chemistry: The Challenge of Transition Metals and Coordination Chemistry; Springer:
Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 1986; ISBN 978-90-277-2237-9.

43. Dolg, M.; Wedig, U.; Stoll, H.; Preuss, H. Energy-Adjusted Ab Initio Pseudopotentials for the First Row
Transition Elements. J. Chem. Phys. 1987, 86, 866–872. [CrossRef]

44. Fuentealba, P.; Stoll, H.; von Szentpaly, L.; Schwerdtfeger, P.; Preuss, H. On the Reliability of Semi-Empirical
Pseudopotentials: Simulation of Hartree-Fock and Dirac-Fock Results. J. Phys. B At. Mol. Phys. 1983, 16,
L323–L328. [CrossRef]

45. Zhao, Y.; Truhlar, D.G. The M06 Suite of Density Functionals for Main Group Thermochemistry,
Thermochemical Kinetics, Noncovalent Interactions, Excited States, and Transition Elements: Two New
Functionals and Systematic Testing of Four M06-class Functionals and 12 Other Function. Theor. Chem. Acc.
2008, 120, 215–241. [CrossRef]

46. Zhao, Y.; Truhlar, D.G. Density Functionals with Broad Applicability in Chemistry. Acc. Chem. Res. 2008, 41,
157–167. [CrossRef]

47. Stevens, W.J.; Krauss, M.; Basch, H.; Jasien, P.G. Relativistic Compact Effective Potentials and Efficient,
Shared-Exponent Basis Sets for the Third-, Fourth-, and Fifth-Row Atoms. Can. J. Chem. 1992, 70, 612–630.
[CrossRef]

48. Cundari, T.R.; Stevens, W.J. Effective-Core-Potential Methods for the Lanthanides. J. Chem. Phys. 1993, 98,
5555–5565. [CrossRef]

49. Hanwell, M.D.; Curtis, D.E.; Lonie, D.C.; Vandermeersch, T.; Zurek, E.; Hutchison, G.R. Avogadro: An
Advanced Semantic Chemical Editor, Visualization, and Analysis Platform. J. Cheminform. 2012, 4, 17.
[CrossRef]

50. Siebel, E.; Schwarz, P.; Fischer, R. The Tetrabutylammonium Ion: A Promising Building Block for the Design
of Supramolecular Assemblies? Solid State Ionics 1997, 101–103, 285–292. [CrossRef]

51. Bowmaker, G.A.; Hartl, H.; Urban, V. Crystal Structures and Vibrational Spectroscopy of [NBu4][Cu(CN)X]
(X = Br, I) and [NBu4][Cu3(CN)4]·CH3CN. Inorg. Chem. 2000, 39, 4548–4554. [CrossRef]

52. Pretsch, T.; Brüdgam, I.; Hartl, H. Synthese und Kristallstruktur von [N(Hex)4]3[Cu2(CN)3]. Z. Anorg. Allg.
Chem. 2003, 629, 942–944. [CrossRef]

53. Pretsch, T.; Hartl, H. Der strukturdirigierende Einfluß vonα,ω-Alkandiammoniumionen auf die Bildung
von Cyanocupraten(I). Z. Anorg. Allg. Chem. 2004, 630, 1581–1588. [CrossRef]

54. Colacio, E.; Kivekäs, R.; Lloret, F.; Sunberg, M.; Suarez-Varela, J.; Bardají, M.; Laguna, A. Architecture
Dependence on the Steric Constrains of the Ligand in Cyano-Bridged Copper(I) and Copper(II)−Copper(I)
Mixed-Valence Polymer Compounds Containing Diamines: Crystal Structures and Spectroscopic and
Magnetic Properties. Inorg. Chem. 2002, 41, 5141–5149. [CrossRef]

55. Etaiw, S.-E.H.; Abdou, S.N.; Badr El-din, A.S. Structure and Spectral Characterization of Coordination
Polymers Constructed by CuCN and Aliphatic Diamines. J. Inorg. Organomet. Polym. Mater. 2015, 25,
1394–1406. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1107/S0108767307043930
http://dx.doi.org/10.1107/S0021889811043202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.464913
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.37.785
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.447992
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.452288
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0022-3700/16/11/001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00214-007-0310-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ar700111a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/v92-085
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.464902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1758-2946-4-17
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0167-2738(97)84044-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ic000399s
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/zaac.200300023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/zaac.200400198
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ic025743v
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10904-015-0252-z


Materials 2019, 12, 1211 18 of 19

56. Ferlay, S.; Dechambenoit, P.; Kyritsakas, N.; Hosseini, M.W. Molecular Tectonics: Tuning the Dimensionality
and Topology of Extended Cyanocuprate Networks using a Bisamidinium Cation. Dalton Trans. 2013, 42,
11661–11671. [CrossRef]

57. Zhao, Y.; Hong, M.; Su, W.; Cao, R.; Zhou, Z.; Chan, A.S.C. Synthesis and Characterization of Two Copper
Cyanide Complexes with Hexagonal Cu6 Units. J. Chem. Soc. Dalton Trans. 2000, 0, 1685–1686. [CrossRef]

58. Pohl, A.H.; Chippindale, A.M.; Hibble, S.J. New Copper (I) Cyanide Networks: Interpenetration,
Self-Penetration and Polymorphism. Solid State Sci. 2006, 8, 379–387. [CrossRef]

59. Chesnut, D.J.; Kusnetzow, A.; Zubieta, J. Solid State Coordination Chemistry of the Copper
Cyanide–Organoamine System: Hydrothermal Synthesis and Structural Characterization of
[{Cu2(bpy)2(CN)}2Cu5(CN)7]·0.17H2O. J. Chem. Soc. Dalton Trans. 1998, 0, 4081–4084. [CrossRef]

60. Chesnut, D.J.; Kusnetzow, A.; Birge, R.; Zubieta, J. Ligand Influences on Copper Cyanide
Solid-State Architecture: Flattened and Fused “Slinky”, Corrugated Sheet, and Ribbon Motifs in the
Copper−Cyanide−Triazolate−Organoamine Family. Inorg. Chem. 1999, 38, 5484–5494. [CrossRef]

61. Deng, H.; Qiu, Y.; Daiguebonne, C.; Kerbellec, N.; Guillou, O.; Zeller, M.; Batten, S.R. Synthesis of New
Copper Cyanide complexes via the Transformation of Organonitrile to Inorganic Cyanide. Inorg. Chem.
2008, 47, 5866–5872. [CrossRef]

62. Park, K.-M.; Lee, S.; Kang, Y.; Moon, S.-H.; Lee, S.S. An Unusual Anionic Copper(I) Cyanide 3D Framework
Encapsulating a Cationic Copper(II) Complex as a Guest. Dalton Trans. 2008, 0, 6521–6523. [CrossRef]

63. Benmansour, S.; Setifi, F.; Triki, S.; Thétiot, F.; Sala-Pala, J.; Gómez-García, C.J.; Colacio, E. High-Dimensional
Mixed-Valence Copper Cyanide Complexes: Syntheses, Structural Characterizations and Magnetism.
Polyhedron 2009, 28, 1308–1314. [CrossRef]

64. Vakulka, A.; Goreshnik, E. Synthesis and Characterization of 2CuCN·DMSO and [CuII(DMSO)6][CuI
6(CN)8]

3-D Framework Compounds. Cent. Eur. J. Chem. 2013, 11, 1001–1009.
65. Grifasi, F.; Priola, E.; Chierotti, M.R.; Diana, E.; Garino, C.; Gobetto, R. Vibrational-Structural Combined

Study into Luminescent Mixed Copper(I)/Copper(II) Cyanide Coordination Polymers. Eur. J. Inorg. Chem.
2016, 2016, 2975–2983. [CrossRef]

66. Zhang, X.-M.; Qing, Y.-L.; Wu, H.-S. Two Cuprous Cyanide Polymorphs: Diamond Net versus 3,4-Connected
Net. Inorg. Chem. 2008, 47, 2255–2257. [CrossRef]

67. Slater, J.C. Atomic Radii in Crystals. J. Chem. Phys. 1964, 41, 3199–3204. [CrossRef]
68. Minkwitz, R.; Bröchler, R.; Ludwig, R. Tetramethylammonium Difluorobromate(I), (CH3)4N+BrF2

−. Inorg.
Chem. 1997, 36, 4280–4283. [CrossRef]

69. Lu, H.; Yson, R.; Li, X.; Larochelle, C.; Patterson, H.H. Luminescent Studies of “Exciplex Tuning” for
Nanoclusters of Dicyanocuprate(I) Ions Doped in Potassium Chloride Crystals. J. Phys. Chem. C 2009, 113,
5952–5959. [CrossRef]

70. Li, X.; Pan, Z.; Baril-Robert, F.; Ahern, J.C.; Patterson, H.H. Novel Luminescent Heterobimetallic Nanoclusters
of Copper(I), Silver(I), and Gold(I) Doped in Different Alkali Halide Crystals. J. Phys. Chem. C 2014, 118,
11886–11894. [CrossRef]

71. Ahern, J.C.; Kanan, S.; Patterson, H.H. Heterogeneous Photocatalysis with Nanoclusters of d10 Metal Ions
Doped in Zeolites. GCIC 2015, 35, 59–81. [CrossRef]

72. Evariste, S.; Khalil, A.M.; Moussa, M.E.; Chan, A.K.-W.; Hong, E.Y.-H.; Wong, H.-L.; Le Guennic, B.; Calvez, G.;
Costuas, K.; Yam, V.W.-W.; et al. Adaptive Coordination-Driven Supramolecular Syntheses toward New
Polymetallic Cu(I) Luminescent Assemblies. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2018, 140, 12521–12526. [CrossRef]

73. Chakkaradhari, G.; Chen, Y.-T.; Karttunen, A.J.; Dau, M.T.; Jänis, J.; Tunik, S.P.; Chou, P.-T.; Ho, M.-L.;
Koshevoy, I.O. Luminescent Triphosphine Cyanide d10 Metal Complexes. Inorg. Chem. 2016, 55, 2174–2184.
[CrossRef]

74. Bayse, C.A.; Brewster, T.P.; Pike, R.D. Photoluminescence of 1-D Copper(I) Cyanide Chains: A Theoretical
Description. Inorg. Chem. 2009, 48, 174–182. [CrossRef]

75. Baril-Robert, F.; Guo, Z.; Patterson, H.H. Study of the Energy Transfer Process in the Highly Luminescent
Heterometallic Dimers of Ce3+ and d10 [Ag(CN)2]− or d8 [Pt(CN)4]2− Ions. Chem. Phys. Lett. 2009, 471,
258–263. [CrossRef]

76. Baril-Robert, F.; Palla, V.; Li, X.; Yson, R.; Patterson, H.H. Observation of a Mixed-Metal Transition in a
d8–d10 Heterobimetallic Pt–Ag Cyanide System: Experimental and Theoretical Study. Inorg. Chim. Acta
2010, 363, 2637–2642. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3dt51252e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b002096f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.solidstatesciences.2006.02.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/a806500d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ic990385q
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ic800164b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b814646b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.poly.2009.02.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ejic.201600124
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ic702394w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1725697
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ic961283s
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp808910s
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp5026976
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02603594.2014.973106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jacs.8b06901
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.inorgchem.5b02581
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ic801509t
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cplett.2009.02.039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ica.2010.05.001


Materials 2019, 12, 1211 19 of 19

77. Iwamura, M.; Nozaki, K.; Takeuchi, S.; Tahara, T. Real-Time Observation of Tight Au–Au Bond Formation
and Relevant Coherent Motion upon Photoexcitation of [Au(CN)2

−] Oligomers. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2013, 135,
538–541. [CrossRef]

78. Iwamura, M.; Wakabayashi, R.; Maeba, J.; Nozaki, K.; Takeuchi, S.; Tahara, T. Coherent Vibration and
Ultrafast Dynamics upon Bond Formation in Excited Dimers of an Au(I) Complex. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys.
2016, 18, 5103–5107. [CrossRef]

79. Rawashdeh-Omary, M.A.; Omary, M.A.; Patterson, H.H.; Fackler, J.P. Excited-State Interactions for
[Au(CN)2

−]n and [Ag(CN)2
−]n Oligomers in Solution. Formation of Luminescent Gold−Gold Bonded

Excimers and Exciplexes. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2001, 123, 11237–11247. [CrossRef]
80. Rawashdeh-omary, M.A.; Omary, M.A.; Patterson, H.H.; May, R. V Oligomerization of Au(CN)2

− and
Ag(CN)2

− Ions in Solution via Ground-State Aurophilic and Argentophilic Bonding. J. Am. Chem. Soc.
2000, 122, 10371–10380. [CrossRef]

81. Espenson, J.H. Chemical Kinetics and Reaction Mechanisms, 2nd ed.; McGraw-Hill: New York, NY, USA, 2002;
ISBN 978-0072883626.

82. Srisook, N.; Rizzolo, J.; Shankle, G.E.; Patterson, H.H. Light-Induced Electron Transfer in Tl[Ag(CN)2]:
Photochemical Reaction of Luminescent Metal-Metal Exciplexes in the Solid State. Inorg. Chim. Acta
2000, 300–302, 314–318. [CrossRef]

83. Vanysek, P. Electrochemical Series. In Handbook of Chemistry and Physics; Lide, D.R., Ed.; CRC Press:
Boca Raton, FL, USA, 2008; pp. 20–29, ISBN 978-1420066791.

84. Harris, D.C. Quantitative Chemical Analysis, 7th ed.; W. H. Freeman and Company: New York, NY, USA, 2007.

© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja310004z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5CP06651D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja011176j
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja001545w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0020-1693(99)00609-X
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	General 
	Synthesis 
	X-Ray Analysis 
	Photophysical Studies 
	Molecular Modelling 

	Results 
	Structural Studies 
	Infrared Characterization 
	Photophysical Studies 
	Optical Memory Behavior 
	Optical Memory Mechanism 

	Conclusions 
	References

