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Observation of slow magnetic relaxation
phenomena in spatially isolated p-radical ions†

Shohei Koyama, *a Kazunobu Sato,b Masahiro Yamashita, ac Ryota Sakamotoa

and Hiroaki Iguchi *d

The use of molecular spins as quantum bits is fascinating because it offers a wide range of strategies

through chemical modifications. In this regard, it is very interesting to search for organic radical ions that

have small spin–orbit coupling values. On the other hand, the feature of the magnetic relaxation of

p-organic radical ions is rarely exploited due to the difficulty of spin dilution, and p-stacking interaction.

In this study, we focus on N,N0,N00-tris(2,6-dimethylphenyl)benzenetriimide (BTI-xy), where three xylene

moieties connected to the imide groups cover the p-plane of the BTI core. As a result, BTI-xy radical

anions without p-stacking interaction were obtained. This led to the slow magnetization relaxation,

which is reported for the first time in organic radicals. Furthermore, the relaxation times in a solution

state revealed the importance of spin interaction.

Introduction

Quantum bits (qubits) are the basic units of quantum information,
which can possess quantum superposition. The manipulation and
observation of qubits provide novel applications, such as quantum
information processing1 and quantum sensors.2 To realize these
exceptional functions, photons,3 trapped ions,4 nuclear spins,5 and
superconducting quantum circuit,6 etc. have been proposed as
candidates for a qubit. Among them, molecular spin-based qubits7

which utilize the superposition of up-spin and down-spin states
are interesting because of their remarkable advantages over other
qubit materials, such as the ability to address electronic states of
single molecules by a combination of electron spin resonance
(ESR) and scanning tunneling microscopy (STM)8 and to conduct
research through chemical modification.9 For a comprehensive
understanding and development of molecule-based quantum
technologies, it is important to achieve a robust spin state, which
is characterized by a spin–lattice relaxation time (T1), and a phase

relaxation time (T2). So far, S = 1/2 spins of polynuclear metal
complexes,10 V4+ complexes,11 and Cu2+ complexes12 have been
mainly examined with pulsed ESR, alternating current (ac) magnetic
susceptibility measurements, and calculation methods as a play-
ground of molecule-based qubits, showing the importance of spin–
orbit coupling, vibrational modes, and nuclear spins in the system.

On the other hand, the study on the magnetic relaxation
behavior in S = 1/2 organic radicals is very promising because of a
wide range of research development by chemical modification and a
small spin–orbit interaction that suppresses spin–lattice relaxation.
There have been several reports focusing on magnetic relaxation
behaviors as well as some attempts at qubits on radicals.13 In
particular, the manipulation of light-induced spin,13f the phase
relaxation time of more than 10 ms in diluted solutions of triaryl-
methyl radicals,13e and the implementation of quantum gates in
radicals13g are attractive results to highlight the properties of
radicals. On the other hand, redox-active p-radical ions offer a
variety of possibilities for molecular qubit research not only because
numerous molecular skeletons have been proposed in the field of
molecular conductors and organic semiconductors,14 but also
because they can easily insert or remove electrons to switch spin
states on electrodes and STM substrates.15 Such a switching beha-
vior has been pointed out to be important for quantum-gate
manipulation between multiple qubits because it can be assumed
as switching of entanglement.16 Moreover, the rigidity of p-planes
could be applied to scalable architectures such as metal–organic
frameworks (MOFs).11h,12f Hence, p-radical ions are expected to
occupy an important position in the broad study of molecular
qubits. However, there have been few studies of p-radical ions
aiming at longer magnetic relaxation times. This can be explained
by the strong p-stacking interaction between p-radical molecules
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which promotes spin–phonon coupling,13i and by the fact that
magnetic dilution is difficult in organic ionic crystals.

Here, to highlight p-radical ions as promising candidates of a
qubit, we demonstrate the magnetic relaxation behavior of p-organic
radical ions where p-stacking interactions were suppressed.
We focused on benzenetriimide molecules (BTIs), whose properties

and structures as p-radical anions have been recently reported.17

Specifically, we newly synthesized N,N0,N00-tris(2,6-dimethylphenyl)-
benzenetriimide (BTI-xy), which has three xylene moieties at the
imide-nitrogen sites. In this molecule, the interaction between
p-organic radical molecules can be inhibited by the xylene
moiety (Fig. 1a), and thus it is expected that the isolation of
p-radical cores in the crystal structure occurs. In fact, two radical
anion salts of BTI-xy made by reduction using cobaltocene
(CoCp2) or decamethylcobaltocene (CoCp*2) have no p-stacking
interaction between neighboring p-radical cores. This crystal
structure allows us to investigate the ac susceptibility and to
measure for the first time the slow magnetic relaxation behavior
of p-radicals in a crystalline state. We also measured T1 and T2 by
pulsed ESR measurements in the solution state, and then we
discussed the magnetic relaxation behaviors of p-radical ions.

Results
Structural characterization

BTI-xy was newly synthesized by following the reported method
with some modifications.17,18 Single crystals of BTI-xy� toluene
were obtained by thermal recrystallization from toluene. Its
crystal structure is shown in Fig. 1. BTI-xy with disordered
toluene crystallizes in a monoclinic system. It is confirmed that
the methyl groups of the xylene moieties cover the p-plane of the
BTI molecule, inhibiting the p–p interaction between the BTI-xy
molecules. In crystal structures of other BTIs, p–p interactions
have been observed, suggesting that the absence of p–p inter-
action is due to the steric hindrance of the xylene moiety.16 The
cyclic voltammogram of BTI-xy showed redox peaks at �0.97 V,
�1.69 V, and �2.53 V vs. Fc/Fc+, which is similar to other BTI
derivatives (Fig. S1, ESI†).17,18 Since the potential of the first redox
wave is low enough to be reduced with CoCp2 and CoCp*2,19

CoCp2BTI-xy (1) and CoCp*2BTI-xy (2) were obtained by adding
CoCp2 and CoCp*2 to BTI-xy in DMA, followed by crystallization
using a poor solvent. The crystal structure of 1 was obtained and
shown to be trigonal with CoCp2

+, which is shown in Fig. 2a–d.

Fig. 1 (a) Chemical structure of BTI-xy. (b) Crystal structure of BTI-xy�

toluene with the thermal ellipsoid plot. Disordered toluene is depicted by
capped sticks. (c and d) Crystal packing structure of BTI-xy� toluene along
a axis (c), and c axis (d). Toluene in (c and d) and hydrogen atoms are
omitted for clarity. Purple, Co; red, O; grey, C; and blue, N.

Fig. 2 (a) Crystal structure of 1. (b) Crystal structure of BTI-xy focused on the disorder of xylene moiety in 1 (yellow and green). (c and d) Perspective view
of 1 along the direction parallel to the p-plane of BTI-xy (c), and perpendicular to the p-plane of BTI-xy (d). (e) Crystal structure of 2. (f and g) Perspective
view of 2 along the direction parallel to the p-plane of BTI-xy (f), and perpendicular to the p-plane of BTI-xy (g). The countercations in (c, d, f and g), and
hydrogen atoms are omitted for clarity. Purple, Co; red, O; grey, C; and blue, N.
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The CoCp2
+ ion is disordered, possibly because it is on the 3-fold

helix axis and interacts with the xylene moiety. In fact, structural
analysis suggests that the xylene moiety is also disordered
(Fig. 2b). In terms of the arrangement of BTI-xy�� in the crystal
structure, the vertical distance and the horizontal distance
between the centers of BTI-xy�� are estimated to be about 5.6 Å,
and about 8.0 Å, respectively (Fig. 2c and d). Considering that the
p-stacking interaction generally works at most about 4.0 Å, the
p-stacking interaction of BTI-xy�� in 1 should be sufficiently
suppressed. On the other hand, the radical anion salt with
CoCp*2

+ was crystallized in a monoclinic system with half of
BTI-xy�� being crystallographically independent (Fig. 2e–g). Unlike
the crystal structure of 1, the countercation, CoCp*2

+, is not
disordered, and the CH–p interactions are observed between the
BTI core and hydrogen atom of CoCp*2

+. The vertical distance
between the adjacent p-planes of BTI-xy�� is estimated to be about
4.8 Å, and the horizontal distances between the centers of the
p-planes are about 10 Å or more, suggesting that the p-stacking
interaction is sufficiently suppressed also in 2 (Fig. 2f and g).

Continuous-wave (cw)-ESR

The cw-ESR spectra of 1 and 2 showed isotropic spectral char-
acteristic of S = 1/2 spin, and the g-values are the same, g = 2.0040,
with the line width of 0.93 mT and 0.66 mT, respectively (Fig. 3a
and b). Therefore, the electronic structures are expected to be
almost the same in both compounds, regardless of the crystal
structure. On the other hand, the ESR spectra of 1 and 2 dissolved
in DMF/benzene solution showed asymmetric absorption peaks,
and these spectra were simulated using gperp = 2.0044 and gpara =
2.0017 for 1 and gperp = 2.0037 and gpara = 2.0022 for 2, respectively
(Fig. 3c and d). These results clearly show that the BTI-xy molecule
exists as a radical anion upon the addition of reductants, and
that the electron spin in BTI-xy�� is close to the free-electron

value (g = 2.0023). In spite of the existence of nitrogen atoms in
the BTI framework, no hyperfine splitting due to nuclear spins
of nitrogen atoms was observed, suggesting that the coupling
with nuclear spins is very small. This may be due to the small
spin density on the nitrogen atoms (Fig. S2, ESI†).

Magnetic susceptibility

To reveal the spin dynamics of the obtained compounds, dc
and ac magnetic susceptibility measurements were performed.
The behavior of wMT vs. T in each compound follows the Curie
law down to around 5 K, with a slight decrease in wMT at lower
than 5 K (Fig. S4, ESI†). The decrease in wMT at lower tempera-
ture (�20 K) is reproduced using a fitting that considers inter-
actions between spins by the mean-field approximation. The
spin–spin interaction in 1 and 2 is assumed to be �0.0635 cm�1

and �0.0735 cm�1, respectively, suggesting that BTI-xy�� in 1
and 2 has similar spin–spin interactions. As a result of the
crystal structures, the large distance between BTI-xy�� species
suppresses the spin–spin interaction in the compounds.

In the ac susceptibility measurement under an applied static
magnetic field (B), the susceptibility changes with the applied ac
frequency, meaning that the magnetic field-induced relaxation
process was successfully measured (Fig. 4 and Fig. S5–S9, ESI†).
To the best of our knowledge, this is the first observation of slow
magnetic relaxation in organic radicals by ac magnetic suscepti-
bility measurement. The spin–lattice relaxation times (t)
extracted from the fitting with the Cole–Cole plot are discussed
below. The measurements were performed on the ground sample
and the polycrystalline sample for 1 and 2, respectively. The t
of polycrystalline 1 is approximately 2.4 � 10�5 s at 2 K (Fig. 4a).

Fig. 3 cw-ESR spectra of crystalline 1 (a) and 2 (b), 0.2 mM DMF/benzene
solution of 1 (c) and 2 (d) acquired at RT. Black solid lines and red broken
lines are experimental and simulated ESR spectra, respectively.

Fig. 4 Temperature dependence of t in 1 (a), and 2 (b) extracted from ac
susceptibility under an applied static magnetic field of 0.5 T, and 1.0 T,
respectively. Black dots and open dots represent the t for the polycrystalline
sample and the ground sample, respectively. Magnetic field dependence of t
extracted from ac susceptibility at 5.0 K, 7.5 K, and 10 K for polycrystalline 2
(c) and ground 2 (d). Broken lines are the best fit in the high magnetic field
region (Z1.3 T) with t = aBn.
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The relaxation time is almost independent of the temperature up
to 2.75 K, and a slow temperature dependence that is propor-
tional to T�1 was observed at the higher temperatures. While, 2
exhibits a relaxation time of about 3.0 � 10�4 s at 2 K, which is
more than 10 times longer than that of 1 (Fig. 4b). The relaxation
time of 2 is almost independent of temperature between 2–5 K,
and shows a temperature dependence proportional to T�1.48

above 5 K. This temperature dependence is often fitted using
the phonon-bottleneck effect,19 but the relaxation times at high
temperatures did not change significantly even in a crushed
sample, suggesting that the phonon-bottleneck process is not
dominant in the higher temperature range (T 4 7.5 K). Hence, a
different relaxation process from the conventional direct process
should exist. We next measured the dependence of the relaxation
time on the static magnetic field. While the relaxation time of 1
was short and could not be measured over a wide range of
magnetic fields and temperatures, that of 2 could be measured
at 5 K, 7.5 K, and 10 K in a wide range of magnetic fields (Fig. 4c
and d). The results at 5 K, 7.5 K, and 10 K show that the relaxation
times increase with the increasing magnetic field up to about 1 T,
and decrease with an increasing magnetic field above 1 T. This
tendency is explained by the fact that at low magnetic fields, the
internal field due to spin–spin, or spin–nuclear spin interactions
is suppressed by the applied magnetic field, while at high
magnetic fields, the spin relaxation is enhanced by the Zeeman
splitting that corresponds to the energy of the lattice vibration.21

These behaviors are often fitted with the Brons–van Vleck
equation,20 but in the present data, large deviations from the
fitting were observed at high fields, and even the extended Brons–
van Bleck equation11i cannot follow the data. It is noteworthy that
the very slow field dependence at high magnetic fields (B Z 1.3 T)
was observed. In Fig. 4c and d, the temperature dependence of t
under high magnetic fields was fitted using t = aBn, where a is a
pre-exponential factor. The fitting parameters of n are shown in
Table 1. Since magnetic relaxations at a high magnetic field are
generally promoted by a direct process, it is often fitted as a field
dependence of B�2–B�4, but the field dependence is significantly
small in this compound. This deviation clearly indicates a non-
conventional relaxation process, which was also observed in the
temperature dependence of the relaxation time.

Pulsed ESR

Pulsed ESR measurements were performed using the solution-
diluted samples in a DMF : benzene = 1 : 1 solvent in order to
assess the magnetic relaxation time in an environment without
spin–spin interactions. By measuring the echo intensities by
the inversion recovery method and the Hahn echo method, we
succeeded in obtaining the T1 and T2 of the diluted samples.
The detailed fitting functions are described in the experimental

section. These measurements were recorded up to 50 K, and the
results are shown in Fig. 5. Unlike the T1 measured with ac
susceptibility, the T1 values of 1 and 2 diluted in the solvent
showed almost the same trend in the relaxation time. The T1

values at 10 K and 50 K are 6.5 ms and 27 ms, respectively,
showing a sharp decrease in the relaxation time with temperature
compared to the crystalline state. The T1 value at 10 K in the
solution-diluted samples is 10 times larger than the t obtained in
the ac susceptibility measurement. The temperature dependen-
cies were reproduced by a phenomenological fitting that takes
both the direct and the Raman processes into account;22

T1
�1 = adirT + aramTn

where adir and aram are the coefficients of direct process and
Raman process. The contribution of direct and Raman pro-
cesses to T1 (Table 2) suggested that the relaxation with the
Raman process is dominant above 20 K. In particular, the best
fit for 2 was obtained without considering the direct process.
The temperature term with the power (n) in the Raman process

Table 1 Fitting parameters of n when the dependence at the high
magnetic field is fitted using t = aBn

5.0 K 7.5 K 10 K

Polycrystalline sample (1) �1.09 �0.745 �0.471
Ground sample (1) �0.945 �0.722 �0.481

Fig. 5 Temperature dependence of T1 (a) and T2 (b) for 1 and 2 in DMF/
benzene solution extracted from the pulse echo sequences. Broken lines
in (a) and (b) indicate the best-fit models, and a guide for eyes, respectively.

Table 2 Fitting parameters used to fit the temperature dependence of T1

Sample adir aram n

1 0.01135 9.153 � 10�6 3.893
2 0 8.441 � 10�5 3.339
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is in the range of T�3 to T�4, which is often seen in vanadyl
complexes.11g,j,l,p The phase relaxation times of 1 and 2 are also
similar. T2 shows above 1 ms at 10 K and decreases slowly with
increasing temperature, resulting in a phase relaxation time of
0.6 ms at 50 K. Although this phase relaxation time is not the
best record for molecular qubits, the relaxation times are of
comparable order to those of phthalocyanine and porphyrin
complexes with Cu2+ and V4+ metal ions.11,12 The relaxation
times do not differ significantly depending on the counter-
cation, indicating that the countercation has a little effect on T2

in this compound.

Discussion

In this study, we have successfully measured the ac magnetic
susceptibility and the pulsed ESR measurements of p-organic
radical ions by applying the characteristic molecular structure of
the BTI-xy molecule, which are unprecedented for the verification
of spin dynamics of p-organic radical ions. The cw-ESR measure-
ments for the BTI-xy�� ions show g-values which are close to that
of the free electron spin (g = 2.0023), indicating the small spin–
orbit coupling, which is characteristic of organic radicals. It is
important to note that the introduction of xylene has suppressed
the p-stacking interactions between radicals and allowed us to
measure the relaxation times by ac susceptibility measurement.
Here, we have succeeded in observing the spin dynamics of
radical molecules in the crystalline state for the first time to
the best of our knowledge. In particular, the information on the
magnetic relaxation times of 2 is worthy of attention. The
characteristic behavior in this experiment is the slow field
dependence of the magnetization relaxation time being less than
B�1.1 in the high field. Such a behavior is much more remarkable
than that of other S = 1/2 spins such as Cu2+ and V4+ where this
value is about B�2–B�4, because it enables the application of
spins under higher magnetic field and frequency conditions.
Since this behavior is also observed in a non-diluted oxovanadyl
complex; [VO(TPP)] (TPP = tetraphenylporphyrin), this phenom-
enon is probably due to the residual spin–spin interaction.11h A
non-conventional relaxation behavior, meaning a deviation from
the direct process, is also observed in the temperature depen-
dence of the relaxation time under 1 T. It is also necessary to
mention whether such slow magnetization relaxation is unique to
BTI radical systems. Although more extensive research on the
magnetic relaxation of p-radical ions is needed, it is noteworthy
that the cw-ESR spectra of BTI-xy radicals are not unique but
similar to those of other radicals. It indicates that, considering
phonons and molecular vibrations separately, p-radical ions
isolated from the p-stacking interaction can possess slow mag-
netic relaxation times. Further research on the generality of p-
radical ions in magnetic relaxation will be an important part of
the relaxation phenomena in molecular spins.

On the other hand, it is interesting that a large difference in
the relaxation time is observed between crystalline 1 and 2.
Since similar g-values and spin–spin interactions are obtained
from cw-ESR spectra and dc susceptibility measurements, it is

unlikely that these factors affect the difference in the relaxation
time. Therefore, lattice and molecular vibrations are considered
to have a large influence on the relaxation time. This is supported
by the fact that T1 values of 1 and 2 are nearly identical in a
diluted solution state. The almost identical absorption spectra in
the infrared (IR) region suggest that low-energy vibrational modes
are probably the origin of the difference (Fig. S13a, ESI†).
Although we do not have information on what specific vibrational
modes contribute to the relaxation, the Raman spectra at low
energies are significantly different from each other (Fig. S13b,
ESI†). The T2 values longer than 1 ms were observed for 1 and 2
diluted in a DMF : benzene = 1 : 1 solvent at 10 K. This relaxation
time, which is comparable to that of metal complexes, may
indicate the usefulness of the p-organic radical ions. Interest-
ingly, the difference in T2 is not observed, even though the
CoCp*2

+ molecule contains more hydrogen atoms than CoCp2
+.

It should be noted that electron spins are generally decohered
upon coupling with the neighboring nuclear spins. In fact, in the
case of copper complexes, deuteration of the hydrogen atoms in
the countercation significantly extends the relaxation time.11b
The small effect of the countercation may also be due to the
covering of the p-plane with the xylene moiety.

Conclusions

In this study, we have performed magnetic measurements on
organic radicals, especially on p-organic radical ions by measur-
ing the relaxation behavior. This is the first report of the
relaxation behavior of organic radical ions observed by ac
susceptibility measurement. We believe that it provides an
advanced insight into the possibilities of p-radicals in the study
of spin dynamics. In particular, a very slow decrease in the
relaxation time under high magnetic fields observed from the
magnetic field dependence of the ac susceptibility suggests the
possibility to apply the current molecular spin applications at
higher magnetic fields and frequencies. The obtained relaxation
times are comparable to those of metal complexes that are
currently widely studied, and it is an important finding that
such results were obtained in spite of the use of xylene, which
contains many nuclear spin sources. The present study empha-
sizes the importance of p-stacking interaction and low-energy
molecular vibrations of p-radicals. The ability to study these
questions by directly modifying the spin sources of redox-active
organic radicals is one of the most attractive features of organic
radicals. In addition, we believe this study will motivate further
broad research, such as the design of metal–organic frameworks
with organic radicals as ligands for scaling of qubits, and a
manipulation of quantum states between multiple qubits.

Experimental
Characterization

Elemental analyses were performed with a CHN-S Flash E1112
Thermofinnigan analyzer. 1H NMR measurements were performed
on Bruker AV500 of Bruker Japan, Kanagawa, Japan at RT.
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Absorption spectra

The solid-state absorption spectra of samples dispersed in
7 mm f KBr pellets were recorded on a FT/IR-4200 spectrometer
of JASCO, Tokyo, Japan in the IR region at RT. All samples were
prepared in a glovebox and each spectral measurement was
performed using a sealed cell. The Raman spectra of samples
were recorded on a LabRAM HR Evolution system of Horiba.
Polycrystalline samples were excited using a 532 nm laser.

Single-crystal X-ray crystallography

Single-crystal X-ray diffraction measurements for samples were
performed on a XtaLAB AFC10 diffractometer with a HyPix-
6000HE hybrid pixel array detector, graphite monochromated
Mo Ka radiation (l = 0.7107 Å), and a cryogenic equipment
GN-2D/S of Rigaku, Tokyo, Japan. The temperature was set by
blowing chilled nitrogen flow. The crystal structure was solved
using direct methods (SHELXT) followed by Fourier synthesis.
Structure refinement was performed using full-matrix least-
squares procedures with SHELXL on F2, where F is the crystal
structure factor, in the Olex2 software.23 All non-H atoms were
refined with anisotropic displacement parameters. Graphical
material was prepared using Mercury CSD 4.2 software (copy-
right CCDC, https://www.ccdc.cam.ac.uk/mercury/)

Magnetic measurements

Magnetic susceptibility measurements were performed on
Quantum Design SQUID magnetometers MPMS-XL, PPMS VSM
system. Direct current (dc) measurements were performed in the
range of 1.8–300 K in a dc magnetic field of 1000 Oe. Randomly
oriented fresh polycrystalline samples were used for the measure-
ments. The diamagnetic contributions of the samples and sample
holder were estimated by using Pascal’s constants.24 The fitting of
the wMT vs. T plot were performed using PHI software.25

Temperature-dependent alternate current (ac) susceptibility mea-
surements of CoCp2BTI-xy (1) and CoCp*2BTI-xy (2) were per-
formed in the frequency (n) range of 10–10 000 Hz by applying
an oscillating field of 3 Oe in the temperature range of 2.0–5.0 K
and 2.0–20 K, respectively. A static magnetic field up to 8.5 T
was applied. The results of the frequency-dependent ac
susceptibility were fitted using the Cole–Cole plot, which is
presented below. The fitting of the results was performed using
least-squares procedures.

w0 ¼ wS þ ðwT � wSÞ
2pvtð Þ1�a sin pa

2

� �

1þ 2 2pvtð Þ1�a sin pa
2

� �
þ 2pvtð Þ2�2a

w00 ¼ ðwT � wSÞ
ð2pvtÞ1�a cos pa

2

� �

1þ 2ð2pvtÞ1�a sin pa
2

� �
þ ð2pvtÞ2�2a

Calculation methods

Quantum chemistry calculations were performed using the
density functional theory (DFT) calculation method. The gaus-
sian16 package was used for the calculation of spin density.26

For the exchange–correlation functional and basis set system,
B3LYP/6-311+(G) was applied.27

Electron spin resonance

cw-X-band (frequency E 9.163 GHz) ESR spectra of the samples
were recorded on a JEOL, X330 spectrometer. The samples were
sealed in quartz glass to prevent them from coming in contact
with air or water. The spectra of polycrystalline samples were
measured with the following parameters, temperature: 293 K,
modulation width: 0.1 mT, power: 1 mW, time constant: 0.03 s.
The simulation and fitting of the EPR spectra were performed
with AniSimu/FA ver.2.4.0 from JEOL RESONANCE inc. Pulsed
ESR spectra were observed on a Bruler ESP380E ESR spectrometer
with a continuous flow helium cryostat. The spectrometer was
fully controlled using SpecMan4EPR software.28 Phase memory
times were measured using the Hahn echo sequence (p/2–t–p–t–
echo) with increasing t from 0.5 ms to 4.5 ms with a pulse length of
tp/2 = 100 ns and tp = 200 ns. Spin–lattice relaxation times were
measured using the standard inversion recovery sequence (p–td–
p/2–t–p–t–echo) with the pulse length of tp/2 = 100 ns and tp = 200
ns. The change in the intensity of two pulse echoes (p/2–t–p–t–
echo) and three pulse echoes (p–td–p/2–t–p–t–echo) with the
length of td and t are fitted using the following equation;

I = Im + km exp(�2t/T2) I = I1 + k1 exp(�td/T1)

where I indicates the echo intensity, and Im, km, I1, and k1

indicate coefficients.

Synthetic procedures

N-(2,6-Dimethylphenyl)maleimide. 2,6-Dimethylaniline 24.2 g
(200 mmol) in 100 mL ether was added to maleic anhydride
19.6 g (200 mmol) in 200 mL of ether for 5 min with stirring at
0 1C. After 1 h of stirring, the precipitated white solids were
collected and dried in vacuo. 100 mL of Ac2O was poured into the
obtained white solid and AcONa 16.4 g (200 mmol), and then
refluxed at 90 1C for 30 min. After cooling to RT, 300 mL of H2O
was added to the solution and stirred for 2 h. 300 mL of ether was
added to the suspension after stirring and the organic layer was
separated. This organic layer was washed with brine twice, dried
with MgSO4, and evaporated using a rotary evaporator. The
resulting white solid was washed with water and vacuum-dried
to give 28.9 g of the desired compound. Yield: 71.8% 1H NMR
(500 MHz, DMSO, 298 K, ppm) d 7.28(t, 1H), 7.25(s, 2H), 7.19(d,
2H), 2.04(s, 6H).

2-Bromo-N-(2,6-dimethylphenyl)maleimide. Bromine 9.59 g
(60 mmol) in 15 mL of CH2Cl2 was added dropwise to N-(2,6-
dimethylphenyl)maleimide 10.05 g (50 mmol) in 100 mL of
CH2Cl2 for 10 min. After refluxing this solution at 55 1C for 1 h,
a pale brown solid was obtained by evaporating the solution.
100 mL of tetrahydrofuran (THF) was poured into the solid and
cooled on ice. To the solution, 5.05 g (50 mmol) of triethyl-
amine dissolved in 10 mL of tetrahydrofuran was added drop-
wise. The precipitated white solid after 2 h stirring was filtered,
and the filtrate was evaporated to obtain the desired yellow oily
substance. In this reaction, the product was not purified and
used in the next reaction.
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2-Dimethylamino-N-(2,6-dimethylphenyl)maleimide. 50 wt%
aqueous NHMe2 solution 4.50 g (50 mmol) in 10 mL of THF and
triethylamine 6.06 g (60 mmol) in 10 mL of THF were added into the
obtained 2-bromo-N-(2,6-dimethylphenyl)maleimide which was dis-
solved into 100 mL of THF with stirring at RT. After stirring for 1 h,
the resulting suspension was filtered and the filtration was evapo-
rated to obtain a yellow crystalline solid. This yellow solid was
washed with H2O and dried to give 5.5 g of 2-dimethylamino-N-
(2,6-dimethylphenyl)maleimide. Yield: 45.0% (the yield from N-(2,6-
dimethylphenyl)maleimide) 1H NMR (500 MHz, DMSO, 298 K,
ppm) d 7.24(t, 1H), 7.16(s, 2H), 5.15(s, 1H), 3.10(br, 6H), 2.04(s, 6H).

N,N0,N00-Tris(2,6-dimethylphenyl)benzenetriimide. 2-Dimethyl-
amino-N-(2,6-dimethylphenyl)maleimide 3.0 g (12.3 mmol) in AcOH :
H2O = 4 : 1 (v/v) 18 mL was refluxed at 80 1C for 30 min without
stirring. After just heating, the resulting dark brown solution was
stirred with additional 30 min reflux. With additional heating and
stirring, a pale yellow solid precipitated in the solution. After cooling
to room temperature, the precipitated pale yellow solid was filtered,
washed with water, and dried in vacuo. The crude sample was
purified through column chromatography with CHCl3 : MeOH =
19 : 1. To obtain the crystals of BTI-xy, thermal recrystallization with
toluene was performed, resulting in yellow crystals of BTI-xy� toluene
640 mg. Yield: 26.1% 1H NMR (500 MHz, DMSO, 298 K, ppm) d
7.38(t, 1H), 7.29(d, 2H), 2.18(s, 6H) Anal. calcd for C43H35N3O6: C,
74.88; H, 5.11; N, 6.03. Found: C, 74.97; H, 5.09; N, 6.05.

CoCp2BTI-xy (1). CoCp2 21.3 mg (11.2 mmol) and BTI-xy�

toluene 51.7 mg (7.5 mmol) were dissolved into 4.5 mL of
dimethylacetamide (DMA). This green solution was put into
grass tubes and diffused with diethy lether at room tempera-
ture for 5 days. Dark green crystals of 1 were obtained from the
solution. Anal. calcd for C46H37CoN3O6: C, 70.23; H, 4.74; N,
5.34. Found: C, 69.94; H, 4.87; N, 5.31.

CoCp*2BTI-xy (2). CoCp*2 16.5 mg (5.0 mmol) and BTI-xy�

toluene 34.5 mg (5.0 mmol) were dissolved into 5 mL of DMA. This
green solution was put into grass tubes and diffused with diethyl
ether at room temperature for 2 days. Dark green crystals of 2 were
obtained from the solution. Anal. calcd for C56H57CoN3O6: C,
72.56; H, 6.20; N, 4.53. Found: C, 71.56; H, 6.39; N, 4.75.
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P. Höfer and T. Takui, Angew. Chem., Int. Ed., 2012, 51,
9860–9864; (h) F. Lombardi, A. Lodi, J. Ma, J. Liu, M. Slota,
A. Narita, W. K. Myers, K. Müllen, X. Feng and L. Bogani,
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