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HIGHLIGHTS

® The halogen bonds YX:--CO are not primarily electrostatic in nature.

® The o-hole magnitude of YX has influences on all the stabilizing components of the LMOEDA method.
® The PAEM function is a good descriptor of the covalence of the X---C interactions.
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A theoretical study of linear YX---CO complexes (in which YX are diatomic interhalogens or hydrogen halide) has
been performed to high-level quantum chemical calculations. Calculations show that at the equilibrium geo-
metry, the stabilizing effect that arises from the Pauli exclusion principle is more important than the electrostatic
interactions. In addition, the stabilizing terms of the LMOEDA scheme increase with the o-hole magnitude, being
the exchange term the most affected one, followed by electrostatics, polarization and dispersion components.

The PAEM function measured on the X---C interatomic interaction line gives a measure of the covalence of these

interactions.

1. Introduction

The o-hole concept explains many features of the interactions es-
tablished between a covalently-bonded atom of groups IV-VII in the
periodic table and a Lewis base [1]. This concept has been introduced
by Clark et al. in the context of halogen bonding (XB) R—X:--B (X = F,
ClL Br, I and B = Lewis base) [2]. It involves a region of positive elec-
trostatic potential (positive o-hole) centered around the extension of
the R—X bond that interacts with a negative region [3,4]. More re-
cently, Clark, Murray and Politzer showed that the electrostatics/po-
larization plus dispersion interpretation of XBs explains all of its known
features, such as its directionality and the ability of the halogen atoms
to interact favorably with both negative and positive sites [5-8].

There are a large number of studies that relate o-holes magnitude of
isolated halogen-donor with the stabilization energy of the respective
XBs [8-12]. This has allowed us to establish that the more positive the
o-hole, the stronger interaction it creates and that XBs are primarily
electrostatic in nature [13].

On the other hand, the hole-lump concept is another valuable tool
that has allowed the interpretation of the XBs [14-16], especially in

those situations where the o-hole concept is not very clear [17-20].
This concept derived from the topology of the L(r) = — V2p(r) function
and establishes that, the formation of XBs is the result of the interaction
between the hole localized on the valence shell charge concentration
(VSCC) of halogen atom, and the lump localized on Lewis base.

In principle it seems that there are no major differences between o-
hole and hole-lump concepts. Both theories establish that a Lewis acid-
base interaction is due to an interaction between a region of charge
depletion on the halogen atom and a region of charge concentration on
another molecule. However, in the o-hole theory only the electrostatic
part of potential is considered, while in hole-lump concept the full
quantum potential is used [14].

It is well known that the various methods proposed for energy de-
composition analysis (EDA) can lead to contradictory interpretations
[5,7,21]. However, a rational analysis of the decomposition terms and
the real physical properties of the system can help us to have a bridge
between chemical concepts and some quantum-mechanical magnitude.

Recently, Stone using symmetry-adapted perturbation theory based
on density functional theory (SAPT-DFT) shows that while the main
contribution to the interaction energy is usually the electrostatic
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component, the geometries are not always determined by electrostatics
alone. In particular, the strong tendency to linearity of the XBs bond is a
consequence of exchange-repulsion component, not electrostatics [22].
Moreover, in the framework of interacting quantum atoms (IQA) [23],
Syzgantseva et al. [24] show that in FBr---NH3; complex at long-range,
the electrostatic interactions are the dominant ones (as expected from
the o-hole model) and that they are responsible for the initiation of the
bond formation process, while at the equilibrium geometry, the ex-
change component is very important for the stabilization of the com-
plex. In this same sense, we have shown that as the o-hole magnitude
increases the exchange term of the XBs X:--N in the complexes [(FX),/
NH; with n = 1-5 and X = Cl, Br] increases accordingly [12].

The findings mentioned above lead us to thinking that the o-hole
magnitude could not be just an indicator of the electrostatic part of the
interaction, but also a channel that facilitates the rest of the stabilizing
factors, especially the electronic exchange between interacting atoms.
Accordingly, it would also be an indicator of covalence of the XBs. To
evaluate the relationship that exists between the o-hole magnitude and
the electronic exchange, we have studied the YX---CO complexes, in
which YX are diatomic interhalogens or hydrogen halide, whose o-hole
magnitude on the halogen donor increases progressively.

2. Computational details

The structures of monomers and complexes were fully optimized
using second-order Mgller-Plesset perturbation theory (MP2) [25] with
the aug-cc-pVTZ basis set. For the iodine atom the aug-cc-pVTZ-PP basis
set was used. Frequency calculations were performed to establish that
optimized structures correspond to true minima on their potential en-
ergy surfaces. All optimization, vibrational frequency, and single-point
energy calculations at the different levels of theory were performed
with the Gaussian 03 suite of programs [26]. We have calculated the
interaction energies by two methods: (i) using the extrapolation scheme
proposed by Helgaker et al. [27,28] following the recommendations of
Hobza et al. [29], denoted as Ejn cps (for more details see Egs. (1)-(6) of
Ref. [30]); (ii) by means of the localized molecular orbital energy de-
composition analysis (LMOEDA) [31] partition method, according to
the equation below:

Eint = Eql + Eex + Erep + Epol + Edisp

where E, is the electrostatic term, Ee; and E, are the exchange and
repulsion terms resulting from the Pauli exclusion principle, and Epq
and Eg;sp represent to polarization and dispersion terms, respectively.
These calculations have been carried out with the GAMESS program
(version 2013-R1) [32].

The exchange contribution [V(IQA)] derived from IQA [23]
scheme has been performed at HF/aug-cc-pVTZ level. This wave-func-
tion allows us to analyze the pure exchange (without dispersive term).
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The potential acting on an electron in a molecule (PAEM) [33] and
electrostatic potential (ESP) have been calculated with Multiwfn pro-
gram [34].

3. Results and discussion

Table 1 shows the energetic decomposition analysis performed with
LMOEDA methodology, the o-hole magnitude (Vs max) calculated on X in
isolated YX molecule and interaction energies calculated by LMOEDA
method and at CCSD(T)/CBS level. All the studied complexes are XBs and
present C.., symmetry. The intermolecular distances and the interaction
energies (Eic and Ejn cps) of the X.--C bond calculated here are in the
same order of magnitude, and follow the same trend as the ones reported
by Legon et al. [35] for the CICI---CO, BrBr---CO, CIBr---CO, FCI---CO and
CII---CO complexes obtained experimentally (see Table S1). Moreover, to
the best of our knowledge, the HX:--CO complexes have not been ob-
served experimentally, only the hydrogen bonded form [35]. This is
probably due to the lower E;, cps that XBs have, compared to their iso-
mers. For instance, the Eiycps(HCl---CO) = —2.4kJmol ™! while the
Eint,ces(CIH---CO) = —7.8kJmol ™.

In bable 1, it can be observed that the magnitude of each stabilizing
term increases simultaneously with the increase of the strength of these
XBs. A good linear relationship (R% = 0.9777) between E;,(LMOEDA)
and Ej, cps is observed (figure not shown). In addition, the strength of
these interactions (as expected) follows the same trend as the o-hole
magnitude.

In all the cases the largest in magnitude stabilization term is ex-
change followed by electrostatic contribution, except in the weakest
complexes HCl---:CO and HBr---CO in which dispersive forces are
stronger than electrostatic ones. It is interesting to analyze these results
in percentage measures. The exchange contribution is around 50% of
the stabilizing terms (between 48% and 52%). The electrostatic con-
tribution also shows small variation (between 19% and 25%). While the
polarization term increases with the strength of interactions (from 5%
to 23%), and the dispersive terms follow an opposite tendency (from
27% to 6%). That is, as the strength of the interactions increases the
orbital interactions related to polarization term [31], the dispersive
contribution, as expected, decreases with the strengthening of the X---C
interaction.

For the FI---:CO complex, the polarization contribution is compar-
able to the electrostatic one, while in the weakest complexes HCI.--CO,
HBr---CO, HI---CO and CICl---CO the electrostatics terms are compar-
able to dispersive ones.

With the aim of comprehending what the influence of the o-hole
magnitude on the stabilizing terms of the LMOEDA scheme is, we have
studied the relationship between these magnitudes (Fig. 1).

It is observed that as V max increases, and so all energetic compo-
nents do. The exchange term is the most affected one followed by

Table 1

Energy decomposition analysis of the interaction energy obtained with the LMOEDA methodology, the o-hole magnitude and interaction energies.
Complexes LMOEDA method Vs max(X) Einc.ces

Eq Eex Erep Epol Eaisp Eint

HCl---CO -2.7 -7.3 11.8 -0.7 —4.0 —-2.8 37.7 —-2.4
HBr---CO -5.3 -13.0 21.5 -1.4 -5.8 -3.9 64.5 —-4.7
HI-.-CO -9.3 —22.4 37.6 -3.0 —-8.6 -5.6 94.3 -6.2
CICl---CO -11.3 —25.6 44.1 —-4.7 —-11.0 -7.1 106.8 —6.4
BrBr---CO -19.2 —43.8 76.9 -8.7 -13.3 -8.0 118.8 -10.4
CIBr---CO —-24.7 -53.0 94.7 —-12.3 —14.6 -9.8 141.4 -11.2
Brl---CO —-35.4 —-80.9 145.9 —-22.5 —19.1 -12.0 158.3 —-11.4
FCl---CO —-33.3 —-67.5 123.8 —-20.5 —15.2 -12.7 1711 —-12.6
CII---CO —46.4 -102.9 188.7 -32.6 —-21.8 —-14.9 179.9 -16.9
FBr---CO -85.0 —165.4 321.2 —63.4 —26.3 —-18.9 205.6 —-229
FI.--CO —160.5 —334.8 668.9 —159.5 —42.0 —-27.8 240.2 —-35.7

All the values in kJmol ~1.
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Fig. 1. Relationship between stabilizing energy components of the LMOEDA
method with o-hole magnitude.

electrostatics and polarization while dispersion term is the one that
experiences the least variations with the increase of the o-hole. It is
clear that the increase in the o-hole magnitude favors more to electronic
exchange than the rest of the terms. Therefore, it appears that the ex-
istence of the o-hole facilitates not only electrostatic interactions, as
expected from the o-hole model, but also the electronic exchange and,
to a lesser extent, to the polarization and dispersion components.

Another point to consider is how the E., and E.; components vary
according to the intermolecular distances. In order to illustrate this
competition, we compared, for FCl.--CO complex, the values (in
kJmol™1) of these contributions in the equilibrium geometry
(Eex = —67.5, Eq = —33.3), at 3.2A (Eex = —12.1, E; = —8.5) and
42A (E, = —0.3, Eq = —1.5). It is observed that the E., tends to
decrease more rapidly in magnitude than E term. Consequently, E.x/
E, ratios are equal to 2.03, 1.42 and 0.2 respectively. This proves that,
when the monomers are away from each other, the electrostatic term
clearly dominates (in accordance with the o-hole model), while in the
equilibrium geometry the exchange contribution is the larger in mag-
nitude one.

Due to the multiple forms of decomposing the interaction energy,
most of these methods are not free of controversy. It is known that, in
all Kitaura Morokuma EDA (as the LMOEDA) derived schemes, the
electrostatic and repulsion-exchange terms may be combined or divided
[21]. The fact that the LMOEDA method divides the repulsion-exchange
term in E. and E., components may be questioned. In LMOEDA
method E., and E., are the energetic effects associated with anti-
symmetrization of the wavefunction. The repulsion term arises from
mutual orthonormalization of monomeric orbital subspace [31], while
according to Hayes and Stone EDA [36] (from which the LMOEDA
method derives) E., arises from the exchange interaction of electrons
with parallel spins, which is a pure electron-electron effect. In the IQA
scheme the electronic exchange can be interpreted as a measurement of
the pure exchange contribution between X and C atoms (when it is
calculated at Hartree Fock level), derived of the Pauli exclusion prin-
ciple. In order to verify the observed trend of the E.,(LMOEDA) term,
the exchange contribution between X and C atoms through IQA scheme,
Vex(IQA) has been calculated. Fig. 2 shows a very good linear re-
lationships between these magnitudes. Therefore, we can consider that
in both schemes the exchange term is a measure of the stabilizing effect
that arises from the Pauli exclusion principle.

These findings are contrary to numerous previous studies [37] and
to the same definition of halogen bonding established by the Interna-
tional Union of Pure and Applied Chemistry (IUPAC). This definition in
one of its characteristics establishes that “The forces involved in the
formation of the halogen bond are primarily electrostatic, but polar-
ization, charge transfer, and dispersion contributions all play an im-
portant role” [13]. However, our results are to some extent in
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agreement with those reported by Stone [22] who found that the strong
tendency to linearity of the XBs is a consequence of exchange-repulsion
term, not electrostatics. They also agree with the results reported by
Syzgantseva et al. [24] in their study on the physical nature of XBs
through IQA [23] scheme. These authors have shown that at the
equilibrium geometry the exchange term plays a very important role in
the stabilization of the complex FBr---NHj.

Fig. 3 shows a very linear correlation between the delocalization
index, DI(X, C) (number of electrons exchanged or shared between X
and C atoms) and the exchange term, E.,. This is a clear proof of the
relationship between them [38].

In a previous work, we have shown that the XBs (FX),/NH3 (with
n = 1-5 and X = Cl, Br) for large values of DI(X, N) and small d(X~N)
correspond to a large absolute value for the exchange term calculated
with IQA approach [V (X, N)] and a considerable covalent character of
the XN interaction [12]. Similarly, in the present work we can es-
tablish that the covalence of these interactions increase in the same
sense of DI(X, C). In addition, an exponential relationship between the
o-hole magnitude and DI(X, C) (R? = 0.9817) has been found (figure
not shown).

Recently the potential acting on an electron in a molecule (PAEM)
[33] has been applied to XBs [39]. It is defined as the interaction energy
of one electron at position r with the remaining charges of the mole-

cular system (electrons and nuclei) and it expresses itself as
Vex (x

Voaem (¥) = —Vasp(r) + Vix(x)
p(r)

in which the first term is the classical electrostatic potential (ESP) with
negative sign, and the second term is the interaction potential given by

0.80
0.70
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©
< 040
2 030
0.20 DI(X,C) =0.0019 E_(LMOEDA) + 0.0574
R*=0.9940
0.10
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|E..(LMOEDA)| (kJ mol)
Fig. 3. Correlation between the exchange term and the delocalization index.
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all the remaining electrons that contain both Coulomb and exchange
interaction, provided that the wavefunction is calculated at Hartree-
Fock level.

Pex (r, T )d
lr—r’|

Vix(®) = [

In this expression pgx(r,1’) represents the two-electron density
function. That is, the probability function of finding one electron at r
and another electron at 1’ simultaneously.

In Fig. 4 it is observed that Vpagy(r) and — Vgsp(r) functions show a
maximum along the interatomic line connecting the X and C atoms,
Vparmmax and — Vggp Max respectively. According to the interpretation
of Bartashevich et al., the lower the barriers, the easier it is to share
electrons between linked atoms and the more significant covalence of
the bond between becomes [39].

Fig. 5 shows the linear relationship between — E,¢ cps and Vpagm max
and — Ein cps and — Vggp max measured on the X---C interatomic inter-
action line. It is observed that both potential barriers decrease with the
strengthening of the intermolecular interactions, independently of the
pair of interacting atoms. Therefore, we can establish that the covalence
of these interactions increase in the same sense of the strength and,
consequently with the o-hole magnitude.

Finally, Fig. 6 shows the quadratic relations between Vparm,max and
|Eex|] (R* = 0.9973) and — Visp max and |Eex| (R? = 0.9973). Similarly,
as it is expected very good quadratic relations are found between
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Vpaemmax and DI(X, C) (R? = 0.9948) and — Vgsp,max and DI(X, C)
(R% = 0.9984) (figures not shown). That is, the electronic exchange
increases with the decrease of both potential barriers (Vpagm,max and
— VEsp,max)- Therefore, the height of these barriers is directly related
with the covalence of the X---C interactions.

4. Conclusions

The relationship between the o-hole magnitude and energetic terms
derivative of LMOEDA method in the complexes YX:--CO (in which YX
are diatomic interhalogens or hydrogen halide) has been evaluated.
Calculations reveal that in all the complexes studied here the stabilizing
effect that arises from the Pauli exclusion principle is larger in magni-
tude than the electrostatic interactions.

The o-hole magnitude has influences on all the stabilizing terms of
the LMOEDA scheme. The exchange term is the most affected one,
followed by electrostatics, polarization and to a lesser extent dispersion.

The joint analysis of Vpapmmax and — Vespmax With the exchange
term of LMOEDA method shows that the height of these barriers is
directly related with the covalence of the X---C interactions.

Acknowledgements

G.J. Buralli, D.J.R. Duarte and N.M. Peruchena acknowledge
SEGCYT-UNNE and CONICET for financial support. The authors also
acknowledge the use of CPUs from the CECONEA. NMP is a career re-
search of CONICET, Argentina.

Appendix A. Supplementary material

Supplementary data associated with this article can be found, in the
online version, at https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cplett.2018.08.060.

References

[1] S.J. Grabowski, W.A. Sokalski, Are various o-hole bonds steered by the same me-
chanisms? ChemPhysChem 18 (2017) 1569-1577.

T. Clark, M. Hennemann, J.S. Murray, P. Politzer, Halogen bonding: the o-hole:
proceedings of ‘Modeling interactions in biomolecules II’, Prague, September 5th-
9th, 2005, J. Mol. Model. 13 (2007) 291-296.

P. Politzer, P. Lane, M.C. Concha, Y. Ma, J.S. Murray, An overview of halogen
bonding, J. Mol. Model. 13 (2007) 305-311.

P. Politzer, J.S. Murray, T. Clark, Halogen bonding: an electrostatically-driven
highly directional noncovalent interaction, Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 12 (2010)
7748-7757.

P. Politzer, K.E. Riley, F.a. Bulat, J.S. Murray, Perspectives on halogen bonding and
other o-hole interactions: lex parsimoniae (Occam’s Razor), Comput. Theor. Chem.
998 (2012) 2-8.

T. Clark, o-Holes, Wiley Interdiscip. Rev. Comput. Mol. Sci. 3 (2013) 13-20.

P. Politzer, J.S. Murray, T. Clark, Halogen bonding and other o-hole interactions: a
perspective, Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 15 (2013) 11178-11189.

[2]

[3]
[4]

[5]

[6]
[71


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cplett.2018.08.060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0035

D.J.R. Duarte et al.

(8]

[9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]
[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

P. Politzer, J.S. Murray, Halogen bonding: an interim discussion, ChemPhysChem
14 (2013) 278-294.

K.E. Riley, J.S. Murray, P. Politzer, M.C. Concha, P. Hobza, Br~O complexes as
probes of factors affecting halogen bonding: interactions of bromobenzenes and
bromopyrimidines with acetone, J. Chem. Theory Comput. 5 (2009) 155-163.
K.E. Riley, J.S. Murray, J. Fanfrlik, J. Rez4¢, R.J. Sola, M.C. Concha, et al., Halogen
bond tunability I: the effects of aromatic fluorine substitution on the strengths of
halogen-bonding interactions involving chlorine, bromine, and iodine, J. Mol.
Model. 17 (2011) 3309-3318.

K.E. Riley, J.S. Murray, J. Fanfrlik, J. Reza¢, R.J. Sola, M.C. Concha, et al., Halogen
bond tunability II: the varying roles of electrostatic and dispersion contributions to
attraction in halogen bonds, J. Mol. Model. 19 (2013) 4651-4659.

G.J. Buralli, A.N. Petelski, N.M. Peruchena, G.L. Sosa, J.R. Duarte, Multicenter (FX)
n/NH3 halogen bonds (X = Cl, Br and n = 1-5). QTAIM descriptors of the strength
of the XN interaction, Molecules 22 (2017) 1-14.

G.R. Desiraju, P.S. Ho, L. Kloo, A.C. Legon, R. Marquardt, P. Metrangolo, et al.,
Definition of the halogen bond (IUPAC Recommendations 2013), Pure Appl. Chem.
85 (2013) 1711-1713.

K. Eskandari, H. Zariny, Halogen bonding: a lump-hole interaction, Chem. Phys.
Lett. 492 (2010) 9-13.

D.J.R. Duarte, E.L. Angelina, N.M. Peruchena, On the strength of the halogen bonds:
mutual penetration, atomic quadrupole moment and Laplacian distribution of the
charge density analyses, Comput. Theor. Chem. 998 (2012) 164-172.

D.J.R. Duarte, G.L. Sosa, N.M. Peruchena, Nature of halogen bonding. A study based
on the topological analysis of the Laplacian of the electron charge density and an
energy decomposition analysis, J. Mol. Model. 19 (2013) 2035-2041.

D.J.R. Duarte, M.M. De Las Vallejos, N.M. Peruchena, Topological analysis of aro-
matic halogen/hydrogen bonds by electron charge density and electrostatic po-
tentials, J. Mol. Model. 16 (2010) 737-748.

D.J.R. Duarte, N.M. Peruchena, I. Alkorta, Double hole-lump interaction between
halogen atoms, J. Phys. Chem. A 119 (2015) 3746-3752.

K. Eskandari, M. Lesani, Does fluorine participate in halogen bonding? Chem. - A
Eur. J. 21 (2015) 4739-4746.

D.J.R. Duarte, G.L. Sosa, N.M. Peruchena, I. Alkorta, Halogen bonding. The role of
the polarizability of the electron-pair donor, Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 18 (2016)
7300-7309.

M.J.S. Phipps, T. Fox, C.S. Tautermann, C.-K. Skylaris, Energy decomposition
analysis approaches and their evaluation on prototypical protein-drug interaction
patterns, Chem. Soc. Rev. 44 (2015) 3177-3211.

A.J. Stone, Are halogen bonded structures electrostatically driven? J. Am. Chem.
Soc. 135 (2013) 7005-7009.

M.A. Blanco, E. Francisco, Interacting quantum atoms: a correlated energy de-
composition scheme based on the quantum theory of atoms in molecules, J. Chem.

[24]
[25]
[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]
[34]

[35]

[36]
[37]

[38]

[39]

Chemical Physics Letters 710 (2018) 113-117

Theory Comput. 1 (2005) 1096-1109.

O.a. Syzgantseva, V. Tognetti, L. Joubert, On the physical nature of halogen bonds:
a QTAIM study, J. Phys. Chem. A 117 (2013) 8969-8980.

C. Mgller, M.S. Plesset, Note on an approximation treatment for many-electron
systems, Phys. Rev. 46 (1934) 618-622.

M.J. Frisch, G.W. Trucks, H.B. Schlegel, G.E. Scuseria, M.A. Robb, J.R. Cheeseman,
et al., Gaussian 03 (Revision D.01) (2004).

A. Halkier, W. Klopper, T. Helgaker, P. Jgrgensen, P.R. Taylor, Basis set con-
vergence of the interaction energy of hydrogen-bonded complexes, J. Chem. Phys.
111 (1999) 9157-9167.

A. Halkier, T. Helgaker, P. Jgrgensen, W. Klopper, J. Olsen, Basis-set convergence of
the energy in molecular Hartree-Fock calculations, Chem. Phys. Lett. 302 (1999)
437-446.

P. Jurecka, J. Sponer, J. Cerny, P. Hobza, Benchmark database of accurate (MP2
and CCSD(T) complete basis set limit) interaction energies of small model com-
plexes, DNA base pairs, and amino acid pairs, Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 8 (2006)
1985-1993.

G.J. Buralli, D.J.R. Duarte, N.M. Peruchena, 1. Alkorta, Simultaneous occurrence of
quadruple lewis acid-base interactions between selenium atoms in selenocarbonyl
dimers, ChemPhysChem 18 (2017) 3498-3503.

P. Su, H. Li, Energy decomposition analysis of covalent bonds and intermolecular
interactions, J. Chem. Phys. 131 (2009) 014102.

M.W. Schmidt, K.K. Baldridge, J.A. Boatz, S.T. Elbert, M.S. Gordon, J.H. Jensen,
et al., General atomic and molecular electronic structure system, J. Comput. Chem.
14 (1993) 1347-1363.

D.X. Zhao, Z.Z. Yang, Theoretical exploration of the potential and force acting on
one electron within a molecule, J. Phys. Chem. A 118 (2014) 9045-9057.

T. Lu, F. Chen, Multiwfn: a multifunctional wavefunction analyzer, J. Comput.
Chem. 33 (2012) 580-592.

A.C. Legon, A reduced radial potential energy function for the halogen bond and the
hydrogen bond in complexes B~XY and B~HX, where X and Y are halogen atoms,
Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 16 (2014) 12415-12421.

1.C. Hayes, A.J. Stone, An intermoleeular perturbation theory for the region of
moderate overlap, Mol. Phys. 53 (1984) 83-105.

G. Cavallo, P. Metrangolo, R. Milani, T. Pilati, A. Priimagi, G. Resnati, et al., The
halogen bond, Chem. Rev. 116 (2016) 2478-2601.

P. Maxwell, A.M. Pendés, P.L.A. Popelier, Extension of the interacting quantum
atoms (IQA) approach to B3LYP level density functional theory (DFT), Phys. Chem.
Chem. Phys. 18 (2016) 20986-21000.

E. Bartashevich, V. Tsirelson, A comparative view on the potential acting on an
electron in a molecule and the electrostatic potential through the typical halogen
bonds, J. Comput. Chem. 39 (2017) 573-580.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0009-2614(18)30694-8/h0195

	Is σ-hole an electronic exchange channel in YX⋯CO interactions?
	Introduction
	Computational details
	Results and discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	Supplementary material
	References




