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The spatial dependence of intervalence charge
transfer in an electroactive metal–organic
framework†

Eleanor R. Kearns, ab Bun Chan, c Hunter J. Windsor,b William Lewis d and
Deanna M. D’Alessandro *ab

Metal–Organic frameworks (MOFs) provide an ideal platform to examine intervalence charge transfer

(IVCT) in 3-dimensional coordination space. In the family of TTF-containing MOFs based on the parent

system [Cd(bpdc)2(Py2TTF)2] (1), where H2bpdc = 4,40-biphenyldicarboxylic acid and Py2TTF = (E)-4,40-

di(pyridin-4-yl)-2,20-bi(1,3-dithiolylidene), substitution of the dicarboxylic acid coligand provides

systematic variations in the cofacial arrangement of the IVCT-active mixed-valence TTF-ligand pairs. The

resulting effects on the IVCT and radical behaviour of these frameworks was then quantified, revealing

that the electronic coupling parameter, Hab, and radical characteristics were dependent on both the

cofacial distance and horizontal offset between the cofacial ligands. Elucidating these structure–function

relationships provides a basis for fine-tuning MOFs towards the development of conductive porous

materials for subsequent use in energy technologies such as batteries and electrocatalysts.

Introduction

Characterising and quantifying charge transfer (CT) behaviours
in metal–organic frameworks (MOFs)—a class of permanently
porous coordination networks—is an essential step towards the
design and synthesis of porous conductors.1–4 The periodic and
modular nature of MOFs provides a powerful platform to
examine CT phenomena in 3-dimensional coordination space.

CT mechanisms can be broadly classified as ‘through-bond’
or ‘through-space’. Through-bond CT relies on orbital overlap
and energy level matching between the inorganic building
blocks of the framework and their connecting organic
ligands,5–7 while through-space CT relies on p-orbital overlap
and differing redox states of the participating moieties.6–8

Generally, MOFs are poor electrical conductors due to the
energy mismatch between the closed shell ions and redox-

inactive ligands typically used in their construction, yet great
strides have been made in recent years.2,6,8 Additionally, the
highly porous nature of MOFs means that redox-active func-
tionalities are often too far apart to permit electronic interac-
tions, thus precluding through-space CT.9

Through-bond CT is responsible for the distinct blue colour
of Prussian blue, FeIII

4[FeII(CN)6]3, an archetypal coordination
polymer,10,11 as well as the high conductivity of (NBu4)2[-
FeIII

2(dhbq)3] (dhbq2�/3� = 2,5-dioxidobenzoquinone/1,2-
dioxido-4,5-semiquinone).12 In the latter case, a ligand-to-
ligand Intervalence Charge Transfer (IVCT) process between
dhbq2�/dhbq3� was observed which allowed the material to
exhibit an intrinsic conductivity of 0.16(1) S cm�1. When this
framework was chemically reduced resulting in a greater pro-
portion of dhbq3�, a decrease in the intensity of the IVCT and
in the intrinsic conductivity of the framework was observed.12

This work highlights the importance of mixed valency in CT.13

[Zn2(TTFTB)(H2O)2] (TTFTB4� = tetrathiafulvalene-tetra-
benzoate) provides an elegant example of how structure mod-
ulation can control through-space CT. In this framework,
through-space IVCT occurs through helical stacks of TTF
moieties.14 The TTF:TTF spacing in [Zn2(TTFTB)(H2O)2] was
3.8 Å, a distance comparable to that observed in organic metals
such as TTF/TCNQ (TCNQ = tetracyanoquinodimethane).14,15

The conductivity in this framework depended on the TTF:TTF
spacing, as was demonstrated by varying the coordinating
metal ion.16 Exchanging Zn2+ for M2+ (M = Co, Mn, or Cd)
increased the conductivity by an order of magnitude due to a
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decrease in the TTF:TTF spacing from 3.80 Å in the Zn-MOF to
3.65 Å in the Cd-MOF.14,16 A second MOF containing TTFTB4�

also exhibited a dependence between the TTF spacing and the
conductivity of the framework.17 Through-space CT has also
been observed in discrete molecular rectangles.18,19 Specifi-
cally, the degree of electronic coupling, Hab, for the IVCT
interaction between cofacial ligands in these rectangles
increased with decreasing cofacial distance and with optimisa-
tion of the ligand orientation to promote orbital overlap.

The effect of orbital overlap was further highlighted by our
group for two isotopological Cd and Zn frameworks containing
cofacial TzTz ligands (TzTz = [2,5-bis(4-(4-pyridinyl)phenyl)-
thiazolo[5,4-d]thiazole]).20–22 Despite the 0.03 Å difference in
cofacial spacing between the ligands, the Cd framework had an
Hab approximately half that of the Zn framework. This was
explained by the larger lateral offset across the cofacial ligands,
diminishing the orbital overlap for this system and thus the
extent of electronic communication between the two TzTz
moieties.

Ab initio computational studies on the effect of orientation
of stacked TTF radicals on their CT characteristics has also
found that increasing the cofacial distance resulted in an
exponential decrease in Hab.23

Most recently, the IVCT of 2 DPTTZ-containing MOFs
(DPPTZ = N,N0-di(4-pyridyl)thiazolo-[5,4-d]thiazole) MOFs and
the effect of intervalence distance has been quantified.24 It was
found that decreasing the cofaical distance resulted in higher
charge carrier mobility, faster charge separation and faster
charge recombination.

Herein, a series of Py2TTF-based MOFs are used to examine
the spatial and electronic requirements for through-space CT.
There are many literature examples analysing the through
space charge transfer behaviour of TTF however this is usually
carried out in delocalised systems and the Hab is rarely
characterised.25,26 The multifunctional photo-mechano-
electroactive MOF, [Cd(bpdc)2(Py2TTF)2], hereafter referred to
as 1 (H2bpdc = 4,40-biphenyldicarboxylic acid, Py2TTF = (E)-4,4 0-
di(pyridin-4-yl)-2,20-bi(1,3-dithiolylidene)),27 is the parent fra-
mework used in this study; substitution of the bpdc2� coligand
for closely related dicarboxylate ligands leads to subtle and
systematic changes in the TTF cofacial arrangement. The sub-
stitution of bpdc2� for stil2� (H2stil =4,40-stilbenedicarboxylic
acid) generates framework 2, while substituting with oba2�

(H2oba = 4,40-oxybis(benzoic acid) or Schiff2� (H2Schiff =
4-[[(4-carboxyphenyl)imino]methyl]benzoic acid) will generate
frameworks 3 and 4, respectively (Fig. 1). Additionally, an
extended photoactive ligand, Py2Ph2TTF (Py2Ph2TTF = (E)-4,4 0-
bis(4-(pyridin-4-yl)phenyl)-2,20-bi(1,3-dithiolylidene)) was synthe-
sised. The replacement of Py2TTF with Ph2Ph2TTF in frame-
works 1 and 3 resulted in the frameworks 1E and 3E, respectively
(Fig. 1).

Crystallographic, electrochemical, and spectroscopic
characterisations, including quantification of near-infrared-
visible (NIR-Vis) spectroelectrochemical data8,28 provide new
insights into the importance of cofacial distance, horizontal
slippage, and vertical slippage on the degree of electronic

communication and through-space CT between cofacial ligands
in MOFs. NIR-Vis and electron paramagnetic resonance (EPR) SEC
data revealed some interesting behaviour in the TTF radicals.

Results and discussion
Synthesis and structure

All frameworks were synthesised in accordance with our pre-
viously reported method, with full details provided in the
ESI.† 27 [Cd(bpdc)2(Py2TTF)2] (1) crystallised in the centrosym-
metric monoclinic space group P21/n with the following unit
cell parameters: a = 10.1851(4) Å, b = 28.1899(11) Å, c =
14.9875(5), b = 97.6751, and V = 4264.6(3) Å3. An 8-membered
ring [Cd–O–C–O]2 between two Cd2+ ions and the carboxylate
coordinating groups from two bpdc2� ligands is common to all
five structures reported here (vide infra). Cofacial Py2TTF
ligands pillar the Cd2+ ions axially, while the bpdc2� coligands
form an undulating sheet in-plane with the [Cd–O–C–O]2 ring
(Fig. 2A). Framework 1 is doubly interpenetrated with DMF and
EtOH guest molecules occupying the pore space.

[Cd(stil)2(Py2TTF)2] (2) (H2stil = 4,40-stilbenedicarboxylic
acid) is isostructural to 1, with stil2� ligands replacing bpdc2�

to create the undulating 2D sheet of coligands (Fig. 2A). Frame-
work 2 crystallises in the centrosymmetric triclinic space group
P%1. Framework 2 possesses an angle of 47.51 between the
pillaring dipyridyl ligand and the stil2+ coligands compared to
57.61 in framework 1. Additionally, framework 2 contains free
Py2TTF ligands in the pore space; the pyridyl ring of the free
Py2TTF forms p–p interactions to the TTF group of the bound
ligand of distance 3.438 Å. The free ligand is approximately
perpendicular to the bound ligand with a distance of 5.345 Å
between the TTF centres. This arrangement precludes the free
TTF ligand from taking part in any observed IVCT interactions.
Due to the high degree of disorder in the pore solvent mole-
cules, frameworks 1E, 2, 3, 3E, and 4 have had their pore
solvent removed using SQUEEZE.29

[Cd(bpdc)2(Py2Ph2TTF)2] (1E) is isostructural to 1, with
Py2Ph2TTF in place of Py2TTF (Fig. 2A and E). 1E crystallises

Fig. 1 Coligands (H2bpdc, H2stil, H2Schiff, and H2oba) and photoactive
ligands (Py2TTF and Py2Ph2TTF) used in this work.

Paper Materials Advances

O
pe

n 
A

cc
es

s 
A

rt
ic

le
. P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
 1

0 
Ja

nu
ar

y 
20

24
. D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
on

 1
2/

4/
20

25
 1

1:
02

:4
5 

A
M

. 
 T

hi
s 

ar
tic

le
 is

 li
ce

ns
ed

 u
nd

er
 a

 C
re

at
iv

e 
C

om
m

on
s 

A
ttr

ib
ut

io
n-

N
on

C
om

m
er

ci
al

 3
.0

 U
np

or
te

d 
L

ic
en

ce
.

View Article Online

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
https://doi.org/10.1039/d3ma00770g


1590 |  Mater. Adv., 2024, 5, 1588–1596 © 2024 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry

in the centrosymmetric monoclinic space group C2/c (Table 1).
Frameworks 1, 1E, and 2 all exhibit the bonding topology
shown in Fig. 2A.

While the [Cd–O–C–O]2 ring is still present in
[Cd(oba)2(Py2TTF)2] (3) the substitution of linear bpdc2� for v-
shaped oba2� caused 3 to adopt a 2D topology (Fig. 2B). Instead
of extending out in two dimensions to form an undulating
sheet as in framework 1, the oba2� coligands instead bend such
that all of the [Cd–O–C–O]2 rings are held in a single line.
Framework 3 crystallises in the space group P%1 (Table 1).

[Cd(oba)2(Py2Ph2TTF)2] (3E) is isostructural with framework
3, with the substitution of Py2TTF for Py2Ph2TTF (Fig. 2B and E).
Framework 3E once again exhibits the same 2D topology observed
in framework 3, and accordingly crystallises in the space group P%1
(Table 1).

Finally, [Cd(Schiff)2((Z)-Py2TTF)2] (4) crystallises in the
centrosymmetric monoclinic space group P2/c (Table 1). Frame-
work 4 still possesses the [Cd–O–C–O]2 ring with Schiff2�

ligands extending in 2D to form an undulating sheet. (Z)-
Py2TTF ligands which are coordinated to the Cd2+ ions pillar
the framework cofacially; however, due to their bent nature, the
next [Cd–O–C–O]2 ring they attach to is rotated by approxi-
mately 901 (Fig. 2C and F). As a result, a second undulating plane

of Schiff2� ligands extend out perpendicularly with respect to the
initial plane. The (Z)-Py2TTF ligands define a sine-like wave
through the extended crystal structure.

The various offsets of the cofacial TTF functionalities with
respect to each other are the spatial parameters of interest for
the discussed frameworks. Three parameters have been
defined, namely the cofacial distance (Dcf), the vertical offset
(Dv), and the horizontal offset (Dh) which were calculated in
OLEX2 (Fig. 3).30 The values and associated errors for each
framework are displayed in Table 2.

Quantifying IVCT

Solid-state cyclic voltammetry (ssCV) on [Cd(bpdc)2(Py2TTF)2]
(1) in TBAPF6/MeCN as the supporting electrolyte revealed two
quasi-reversible oxidation processes at 0.108 V and 0.385 V
which were assigned to the two one-electron oxidations of the

Fig. 2 Topology of the nets: (A) Single net of 1 where the cofacial pairs are clearly shown. (B) Single net of 3 with the 2D nature of the framework clearly
shown. (C) Crystal structure of 4 with the two planes of Schiff2� are indicated. (D) Cofacial arrangement of Py2TTF ligands in 1, 2, and 3. (E) Cofacial
arrangement of Py2Ph2TTF in 1E and 3E. (F) Cofacial arrangement of (Z)-Py2TTF in 4.

Table 1 Spatial parameters of interest in frameworks 1–4

Framework Dcf (Å) Dh (Å) Dv (Å)

1 3.782(4) 0.252(5) 1.60(1)
1E 3.318(4) 1.166(6) 0.434(6)
2 3.9(6) 1.03(2) 0.31(2)
3 3.482(3) 1.523(4) 0.35(1)
3E 3.45029(13) 2.01715(16) 0.4550(2)
4 3.780(5) 0.16(1) 1.16(2) Fig. 3 Graphical representation of the TTF spatial parameters of interest.
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TTF core to the radical cation and subsequent dication,
respectively (Fig. S1, ESI†). At low scan rates (20 mV s�1),
these processes were electrochemically irreversible; however,
they became reversible as the scan rate was increased
(400 mV s�1). The cyclic voltammograms for the other frame-
works were also dominated by processes centered on the TTF
moiety and were confirmed using square-wave voltammetry
(SWV) (Fig. S2, ESI†). As with framework 1, the reversibility of
the electrochemical processes increased at higher scan rates.

In situ solid-state NIR-Vis spectroelectrochemistry (NIR-
Vis_SEC) was performed in the same electrolyte on frameworks
1–4. The diffuse reflectance spectrum of 1 was dominated by a
band centered at 19 740 cm�1 corresponding to the aromatic
p–p* transitions of Py2TTF (Fig. 4).32,33 Upon application of an
oxidising potential, a new band appears in the visible region at
15 370 cm�1, which was assigned to the radical–p* transition of
the TTF+� cation.23,33,34 Increasing the applied oxidising
potential further leads to the appearance of a new band in
the NIR region of the spectrum. This band, which is centered at
6750 cm�1, was formally assigned to the IVCT between a TTF+�

radical cation and neutral TTF ligand.27,35 NIR bands are
typical of IVCT transitions in frameworks containing cofacially
stacked redox-active units.21 The appearance of this transition
coincided with a decrease in the intensity of the radical–p*
transition.

Further increasing the applied oxidising potential resulted
in a second NIR band centered at 10 340 cm�1. This band was
assigned to the IVCT transition between two TTF+� radical
cations.23,26,34 As the oxidising potential increases, the band
at 11 000 cm�1 becomes the dominant feature in the NIR
region. Upon returning the potential to 0 V, the spectrum for
the neutral material was partially restored. The high energy
IVCT transition reverted to approximately 20% of its maximum
absorbance and the low energy IVCT transition returned to
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approximately 50% of its maximum absorbance. An increase in
the intensity of the low energy IVCT transition is initially seen
upon removal of the oxidising potential; once it reaches 50% of
its maximum absorbance, the IVCT signal is relatively stable
and remains visible for several minutes after the oxidising
potential is completely removed.

All frameworks containing Py2TTF ligands exhibit similar
SEC UV-Vis behaviour with two clearly distinguishable peaks in
the NIR region (Fig. S14–S18, ESI†). However, frameworks 1E
and 3E, which contain Py2Ph2TTF, showed a different band
structure in the NIR region. The bands associated with IVCT at
5000–7000 cm�1 and 10 000–12 000 cm�1 appear simulta-
neously, and the higher energy transition eventually becomes
sufficiently broad that it dominates the entire NIR region. It is
interesting to note that the intenisty of the transition at 15 000–
16 000 cm�1, which corresponds to the radical–p* transition,
increases over the course of the entire experiment, rather than
varying in intensity as is observed in the frameworks containing
Py2TTF. It is possible that frameworks 1E and 3E stabilise the
radical to some extent. In fact, the radical signal remains
present in the SEC spectra of framework 1E for approximately
five minutes after the oxidising potential has been completely
removed (Fig. S43, ESI†). The SEC spectra for framework 1E are
shown in Fig. 5.

Theoretically, IVCT can be modelled using two-state classi-
cal Marcus–Hush theory.10,11,36 The key parameter of relevance
is Hab, which is a measure of the electronic delocalisation
between the donor and acceptor moieties.10,11,37 The NIR-
region of the SEC spectrum where the absorbance assigned to
the IVCT had been maximised was deconvoluted to reveal a
manifold of Gaussian components. As the lowest energy com-
ponent of each transition corresponds to the thermal excitation
energy for IVCT,22 it was used in the following Hab calculations.

The spectral parameters for the first component of this
manifold, with a maximum at approximately 6000 cm�1 for
frameworks 1–4, are shown in Table 2. The Hab for each of these
frameworks was calculated using the deconvoluted Gaussian
components and a molar extinction coefficient (e) calculated
from single-crystal UV-Vis spectroscopy on the neutral frame-
works (Fig. S29–S40, ESI†).22

In all cases, 2Hab { than vmax, the energy required for
excitation. Thus, all systems would fall into the localised
Robin–Day class II classification.38 Low Hab values are typical
for class II compounds where the charge is not delocalised
throughout the structure.

There is a second IVCT transition centered at approximately
11 000 cm�1 which corresponds to the transfer of an electron
between two radical cations to form one dication and one
neutral ligand.33 The lowest energy component of the transi-
tion, once deconvoluted, and e value derived from SC-UV-Vis
spectra were used in the Marcus–Hush analysis (Fig. S29–S40
and Tables S7–S12, ESI†). The relevant parameters and results
from this analysis are displayed in Table 2. Once again, as 2Hab

{ nmax, these compounds are Robin–Day class II.

Structure–activity relationship between the IVCT transition and
spatial parameters of interest

Inspection of the calculated Hab values shows that in general
the 3D frameworks have a higher degree of electronic commu-
nication than the 2D frameworks. Additionally, those frame-
works incorporating Py2Ph2TTF have larger Hab values than
their Py2TTF analogues. It could be argued that this is due to
the higher degree of conjugation in Py2Ph2TTF leading to larger
and more diffuse molecular orbitals. This in turn would
increase the degree of orbital overlap, thus increasing the
amount of electronic communication. However, for 1 and 1E
there is a large difference in the measured cofacial distances,
with the TTF units in 1E being 0.4 Å closer together and
resulting in increased orbital overlap. The same cannot be said
for 3 and 3E, whose cofacial distances differ by only 0.03 Å.
Additionally, 3E has larger Dv and Dh offsets. Despite this, 3E
has a greater Hab than 3 for both the low and high energy IVCT
transitions.

The degree of electronic communication was examined in
relation to Dcf, Dh, and Dv to examine the structure–activity
relationship. When Hab was plotted against the cofacial dis-
tance a clear trend emerges, with Hab decreasing with increased
Dcf (Fig. 6). This is to be expected as according to the Marcus–
Hush theory, Hab is inversely proportional to the distance
between the CT centers.10,11,31,39,40

The Hab values for the high energy IVCT transition once
again show a clear dependence on cofacial distance (Fig. 7A).
However, unlike for the low energy IVCT transition, the high
energy transition also shows a dependence on the horizontal
slippage of the ligands (Fig. 7B). It is possible that the change in
shape of the molecular orbitals upon oxidation from TTF to
TTF+� renders the horizontal slippage more favourable for an
IVCT transition between two TTF+� radical cations. Previous
work on CT in TTF-based systems has suggested that the highly

Fig. 5 SEC UV-Vis as performed on framework 1E in 0.1 M TBAPF6/MeCN.
Applied potential was increased from 0.0 V (red) to 1.8 V (red). Maximised
TTF/TTF+� occurred at 1.3 V (green). Inset shows deconvolution of the CT
manifold from 5000 cm�1 to 12 500 cm�1.
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nodular nature of the TTF molecular orbitals could lead to
several potential energy minima through which CT can
occur.23,41 It is also worth noting that the Hab values associated
with the high energy transition are greater than those asso-
ciated with the low energy transition.

Solid-state EPR spectroelectrochemistry (EPR-SEC) was per-
formed on frameworks 1–4 to probe the interesting long-lived
radical behaviour observed upon oxidation. EPR-SEC in a 0.1 M
TBAPF6/MeCN electrolyte using Pt mesh working and counter
electrodes and a silver reference electrode. All frameworks exhib-
ited a similar EPR response to oxidation. The EPR-SEC spectrum
for framework 1 is shown below (Fig. 8). As an oxidative potential
is applied, a rhombic radical signal appears. This signal increases
in intensity and becomes isotropic as the oxidising potential is
increased indicating that as higher potentials are applied, some of
the TTF ligands in the framework are becoming solubilised. The
molecular tumbling of the radical in solution would even out the
rhombic signal expected in a solid-state sample. Upon removal of
the oxidising potential, the intensity of the radical signal
decreases and it once again becomes rhombic in nature. This
indicates that the TTF radicals in solution are returning to their
neutral state while those in the framework remain as radicals. It is
important to note that the radical signal does not completely
disappear upon returning the applied potential to 0 V indicating
that the radicals are stabilised within the framework.

To assess the radical stabilisation in the frameworks, the
area under the radical peak was measured once at 2.0 V and
again once the applied potential was returned to 0 V (Table 3).
The degree of preservation of the TTF radical was determined
by comparing these areas. Interestingly, in the frameworks
containing the Py2Ph2TTF ligand, the radical signal increases
upon removal of the applied potential (Fig. S18–S22, ESI†). It is
possible that removing the oxidising potential facilitates the
reduction of any remaining TTF2+ cations to TTF+� radical
cations which are subsequently stabilised.

An interesting correlation is observed between the amount
of radical character that is preserved and the cofacial spacing
between the TTF-based ligands (Fig. 7A). It appears that a larger
cofacial spacing results in less radical character being pre-
served. As the IVCT transitions also follow this trend, it seems
likely that the CT plays some role in stabilising the radical.
Additionally, a correlation between the horizontal offset of the
ligands and the amount of radical character preserved is
observed such that as the horizontal offset increases so too
does the amount of radical character being preserved (Fig. 7B).

It is possible that the radical may be more stabilised in the
Py2Ph2TTF-containing frameworks over the Py2TTF-containing
frameworks due to the increased degree of aromaticity and
extent of sp2–sp2 conjugation. In the neutral state, TTF mole-
cules are non-aromatic and adopt a boat conformation; upon
oxidation to the radical cation, the TTF molecule adopts a
planar conformation and becomes aromatic.42 Py2Ph2TTF has
a greater degree of conjugation than Py2TTF which may confer
more stability to the planar and aromatic radical state. The TTF
ligands are forced into a planar conformation when

Fig. 6 The effect of TTF cofacial distance on Hab. The horizontal error on
point 2 has been removed for clarity. Further details can be found in the
ESI.†

Fig. 7 (A) The effect of cofacial distance on the high energy IVCT Hab. (B)
The effect of horizontal slippage on the high energy IVCT Hab. The
horizontal error associated with 2 has been removed from the figure for
clarity. Further details can be found in the ESI.†
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coordinated within the framework, which may provide a sec-
ondary route for the radical state to be stabilised in the solid-
state as compared to solution.

Computational analysis

Cofacial models of the TTF-based ligands were created wherein
the terminal pyridyl rings were replaced with phenyl rings. This

was to remove the interaction of the nitrogen lone pair in the
models being examined. When the Py2TTF ligand is coordi-
nated within the frameworks, these lone pairs would be
involved in coordinating to the Cd2+ ions and thus would not
take part in the IVCT transitions.

Computation on the expected UV bands for the mono-
oxidised system, i.e., those exhibiting low energy IVCT are
shown in Fig. 9A. It is immediately obvious that frameworks
1E and 3E do not exhibit strong bands in the 0.5–0.75 eV region
(approximately corresponding to the 4000–6000 cm�1 region).
This is observed experimentally as the low energy IVCT transi-
tion in 1E and 3E having much lower intensites compared to
their Py2TTF counterparts. An examination of the orbitals
involved in the intense transition in the computed UV-Vis
spectra shows that they correspond to intramolecular transi-
tions rather than an intermolecular IVCT process. Frameworks
1 and 3 exhibit strong bands in the low energy IVCT region,
while framework 2 does not. This agrees well with the calcu-
lated Hab values of which framework 2 has the lowest. The
frameworks 1–3 also exhibit strong intramolecular transitions
in the singly oxidised state.

The computed UV-Vis spectra for the high energy IVCT
transitions are shown in Fig. 9B. Here, the frameworks have
been doubly oxidised. It is immediately obvious that the bands
associated with the low energy IVCT transitions have disap-
peared. This agrees with what was observed in the SEC-NIR-Vis
experiment. The transitions associated with frameworks 1E and

Fig. 8 SEC-EPR spectra of 1: (A) from 0.0–2.0 V in 0.5 V intervals and (B)
from 2.0–0.0 V in 0.5 V intervals.

Table 3 Magnetic field shift, g-values, and percentage of the radical signal
that is preserved once the oxidising potential is removed for frameworks
1–4

Framework
Magnetic
field shift (G)

g-Values
(gx, gy, gz)

% of radical signal
retained upon
returning potential
to 0.0 V

1 3425 2.0136, 2.0136, 2.00136 36
2 3429 2.0154, 2.0206, 2.0206 44
3 3430 2.0210, 2.0210, 2.0131 89
4 3428 93
1E 3428 2.0098, 2.0125, 2.0125 117
3E 3427 2.011, 2.0247, 2.0218 254

Fig. 9 (A) Computed UV-Vis spectra for frameworks 1–3E in their mono-
oxidised state. (B) Computed UV-Vis spectra for frameworks 1–3E in their
doubly-oxidised state.
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3E are more intense than those associated with their Py2TTF
counterparts. This once again agrees with experimental obser-
vations and the calculated Hab values for these frameworks.
Note that the 1E and 3E models are isomeric; likewise, the
models for 1, 2, and 3 are also isomers. The differences in the
calculated spectra illustrate the significant distinctions in the
photochemical properties that can result from relatively subtle
structural differences induced by different complementary
ligands in the crystal.

Conclusions

In this work, a series of TTF-based MOFs, all of which exhibit
cofacially aligned TTF pairs, were evaluated in terms of their solid-
state CT properties. In their radical cation mixed-valence states, all
frameworks displayed two distinct IVCT processes. The first, a
low-energy process corresponding to a one-electron transfer
between a neutral ligand and a radical TTF cation ligand and a
second, high-energy process, occurring between two ligands con-
taining radical TTF cations. The calculated Hab values indicate
that all examined MOFs can be classified as Robin–Day Class II
materials. As expected, both IVCT processes show a decrease in
intensity with an increasing cofacial distance between the TTF
ligands. Interestingly, the higher energy IVCT process shows some
dependence on the horizontal slippage of the system.

EPR-SEC spectroscopy was employed to investigate the
behaviour of the generated radicals during oxidation. A surpris-
ingly long-lived radical was found in frameworks containing the
Py2Ph2TTF ligand, while all frameworks showed some retention
of the TTF radical after the oxidising potential was removed.
The amount of radical character preserved showed a positive
correlation with the Hab of the respective MOFs. This indicates
that the IVCT process may be involved in stabilising the radical.
Finally, computational modelling was used to test the experi-
mentally derived results, supporting the observed differences in
IVCT behaviour between the Py2TTF- and Py2Ph2TTF-based
frameworks, however it was inconclusive regarding the effect
of the coligand.
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