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Ni–Cu ion exchange observed for Ni(II)–porphyrins
on Cu(111)†

Catherine M. Doyle,‡*a John P. Cunniffe,a Sergey A. Krasnikov,a Alexei B. Preobrajenski,b

Zheshen Li,c Natalia N. Sergeeva,§d Mathias O. Senged and Attilio A. Cafollaa

A Ni–Cu ion exchange has been observed for (5,15-dibromo-10,20-

diphenylporphyrinato)nickel(II) (NiDBrDPP) and (5,10,15,20-tetrakis-

(4-bromophenyl)porphyrinato)nickel(II) (NiTBrPP) on Cu(111). The

ion exchange proceeds at a faster rate for the NiDBrDPP/Cu(111)

system compared to NiTBrPP/Cu(111). This is explained in terms of

the macrocycle–substrate distance and the distortions that occur

when the molecules are deposited on the Cu(111) surface.

Porphyrins are organic molecules with significant biological and
technological functionality.1 They can be synthesised in either free
base or metallated form with a wide range of substituents,2 and
hence they may be tailored to various applications. As such there
has been much interest in creating structured porphyrin layers on
surfaces, for example covalently bonded porphyrin nano-
networks.3–5 One area of current interest is in situ modification
of porphyrin molecules on surfaces. In particular, there are several
recent studies of metallation of free base porphyrin molecules on
surfaces through co-deposition of metal atoms.6–8 The first
reported metallation of a free base porphyrin molecule by sub-
strate atoms was for free base 5,10,15,20-tetrabromophenyl-
porphyrin (H2TBrPP) on the Cu(111) substrate.9 Subsequent
papers have reported the metallation of free base tetraphenyl-
porphyrin molecules by substrate atoms.10–12 However, to our
knowledge the in situ modification of an already-metallated por-
phyrin macrocycle whereby the original metal ion is replaced with

a different metal has not been observed before under UHV
conditions. Here it is shown that Ni-metallated porphyrins interact
with the Cu(111) substrate leading to an exchange of the Ni(II) ion
in the macrocycle with a substrate Cu atom, resulting in Cu-
metallated porphyrins and metallic nickel atoms on the surface.

X-ray photoemission (XPS) measurements were performed
using a lab-based Omicron XPS system as well as at the D1011
beamline, MAX-lab and the SX-700 beamline, ISA. X-ray absorption
(XA) measurements were performed at the D1011 beamline. The
porphyrin monolayers were prepared in situ by thermal evaporation
of powder material onto clean Cu(111). The porphyrins studied in
this work were synthesized according to published procedures.3

Fig. 1(a) and (b) show a series of Ni 2p3/2 core level XPS spectra
for approximately 1 monolayer (ML) of NiDBrDPP and NiTBrPP
respectively. The molecules were deposited on Cu(111) at room
temperature (RT) and then sequentially annealed at each of the
temperatures shown for 45 minutes. For both NiDBrDPP and
NiTBrPP the data for the as-deposited layer show two components
– a high binding energy component at 855.2 eV assigned to nickel
in the Ni(II) oxidation state,13 and a lower binding energy

Fig. 1 Ni 2p3/2 XPS for 1 ML of NiDBrDPP (a) and NiTBrPP (b) on Cu(111)
measured at hn = 1253.6 eV after deposition at RT and annealing at
temperatures shown.
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component at 853.0 eV, assigned to nickel in the Ni(0) oxidation
state.14 With increasing temperature, the Ni(II) component for both
molecules decreases in intensity, with a corresponding increase in
the intensity of the Ni(0) component. The total Ni intensity
recorded after annealing the NiDBrDPP and NiTBrPP molecular
layers at 430 K is approximately 80% and 75%, respectively, of the
Ni intensity recorded after initial deposition of the molecule. The
intensity of the corresponding C 1s core level for both molecules
shows no attenuation (see ESI†), indicating that molecules are not
desorbed from the surface during annealing. A possible explana-
tion for the attenuation of the Ni signal is the adsorption of the
metallic Ni atoms on the Cu surface beneath the porphyrin layers.
The presence of a Ni(0) component in the spectra shown in Fig. 1
indicates that Ni atoms have been displaced from the porphyrin
macrocycle. Furthermore, it is evident that this process begins at
RT on the Cu(111) surface. In addition, a single peak has been
observed in the N 1s XPS for the molecules after deposition and
during anneal (see ESI†). This confirms that the molecules remain
metallated at all stages of the experiment, which can only be
achieved by incorporation of a surface Cu atom into the porphyrin
macrocycle while the Ni(II) ion is displaced from it. This metalla-
tion of the macrocycle by surface Cu atoms is not unexpected,
given the previous observation of the metallation of free base
porphyrins by Cu atoms.9

To further investigate the energetics of this exchange reaction,
NiDBrDPP and NiTBrPP were deposited on Cu(111) at RT and then
repeatedly annealed at 373 K in order to follow the evolution of the
Ni signal. The Ni 2p3/2 core level XPS spectra for NiDBrDPP and
NiTBrPP are shown in Fig. 2(a) and (b), respectively, while Fig. 2(c)
and (d) show the normalised intensities of the Ni(II) and Ni(0)
components as a function of time. The time dependence of the
Ni(II) intensity for NiDBrDPP shows an exponential decay with a
time constant of 5.5 minutes (Fig. 2(c)), while the Ni(II) intensity for
NiTBrPP exhibits an exponential decay with a time constant of
11.6 minutes (Fig. 2(d)). The NiDBrDPP/Cu(111) system reaches a
steady state after annealing at 373 K for 25 minutes, with 70% of
the Ni atoms in the Ni(0) oxidation state (Fig. 2(a) and (c)), while the
NiTBrPP/Cu(111) system reaches a steady state after 40 minutes,
with 60% of the Ni atoms in the Ni(0) oxidation state (Fig. 2(b) and
(d)). Hence the ion exchange proceeds at a slower rate for NiTBrPP
than for NiDBrDPP, indicating the presence of a larger energy
barrier for NiTBrPP/Cu(111) than for NiDBrDPP/Cu(111). This
difference in exchange rate likely arises due to the Br positions in
each molecule. The interaction between the Cu substrate and the
Br atoms bonded directly to the meso carbon atoms of NiDBrDPP
may cause a reduced macrocycle–substrate distance for
NiDBrDPP/Cu(111). It has been shown that the phenyl rings
of tetraphenyl porphyrin molecules adsorbed on a surface tend
to rotate with respect to the macrocycle.10,15 Such a rotation of
the phenyl rings of NiTBrPP would cause an increased macro-
cycle–substrate separation for NiTBrPP/Cu(111). A larger
macrocycle–substrate distance for NiTBrPP compared to
NiDBrDPP would result in a larger energy barrier and a slower
exchange rate, as is observed. As the NiDBrDPP and NiTBrPP
molecular systems reach a steady state after 25 and 40 minutes,
respectively, it is assumed that the spectra shown in Fig. 1(a)

and (b), recorded after annealing for 45 minutes, correspond to
a dynamic equilibrium state of each system.

Fig. 3(a) and (b) show Ni L3 XA spectra for NiDBrDPP and
NiTBrPP, measured after deposition on Cu(111) at RT and sub-
sequent annealing at 510 K and 580 K, respectively. The Ni L3 XA
spectra for both molecules measured after deposition exhibit a
main peak, B, at 854.3 eV accompanied by a shoulder, C, at
856.2 eV, which are characteristic for a nickel atom in the
porphyrin macrocycle.16 The low-energy shoulder, A, in each
spectrum is due to the presence of the Ni(0) component. This
indicates that the exchange reaction on the Cu(111) surface begins
at RT for both molecules, in agreement with the Ni 2p3/2 XPS
results (Fig. 1). The Ni L3 XA spectra recorded after annealing the
molecular layers to 510 K and 580 K, respectively, show a sharp
onset with an intense peak, A, at 853.1 eV and an asymmetric
profile characteristic of metallic nickel.17 The energy difference of
1.2 eV measured between the Ni(II) and Ni(0) absorption edges is
in good agreement with previously reported values.17 The metallic
character of the Ni present on the Cu(111) substrate after anneal-
ing the NiDBrDPP and NiTBrPP samples to 510 K and 580 K,
respectively, is further evidence that the Ni ions have been
displaced from the porphyrin macrocycle. However, the presence
of the structures B and C in each annealed spectrum in Fig. 3
indicates that some fraction of the molecules remain unchanged

Fig. 2 Ni 2p3/2 XPS measured at hn = 1253.6 eV for (a) 1 ML of NiDBrDPP
on Cu(111), deposited at RT and annealed at 373 K for a total of 45 minutes,
(b) 1 ML of NiTBrPP on Cu(111), deposited at RT and annealed at 373 K for a
total of 60 minutes. (c) and (d) Normalised areas of Ni(II) and Ni(0) peaks as
a function of annealing time measured from (a) and (b), respectively.
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after annealing, which is also in agreement with the Ni 2p3/2 XPS
results (Fig. 1).

The intensities of the Ni components following annealing at
different temperatures have been used to analyse the energetics of
the Ni–Cu ion exchange. As the spectra shown in Fig. 1 correspond
to equilibrium states, a van’t Hoff plot18 can be used to calculate the
reaction enthalpy and change in entropy for each of the molecular
systems. The Ni–Cu exchange reaction can be expressed as follows:

Ni(II)P + Cu(0) 2 Cu(II)P + Ni(0) (1)

The equilibrium constant for the reaction is given by

K ¼ ½CuðIIÞP�½Nið0Þ�
½NiðIIÞP�½Cuð0Þ� ¼

½1�NiðIIÞP�½Nið0Þ�
½NiðIIÞP� (2)

where the concentration of surface Cu atoms is in large excess
relative to the Ni porphyrin molecules and can be considered
constant throughout the exchange reaction, and the concentrations
have been normalised to the initial concentration of Ni porphyrins.

The intensities of the Ni(II) and Ni(0) peaks in Fig. 1(a) and (b)
can then be used to calculate the equilibrium constant at each
anneal temperature. The relationship between the equilibrium
constant, K, and temperature, T, is given by the van’t Hoff equation

lnK ¼ �DrH

RT
þ DS

R
(3)

where DrH is the reaction enthalpy, DS is the change in the entropy
and R is the gas constant, 8.314 J mol�1 K�1. Plots of ln K as a
function of 1/T for both NiDBrDPP and NiTBrPP are shown in the
ESI.† The negative slope indicates that the Ni–Cu exchange is an
endothermic reaction. From these data the reaction enthalpy DrH is
calculated as 50 � 2 kJ mol�1 and 49 � 5 kJ mol�1 for NiDBrDPP
and NiTBrPP, respectively. The change in the entropy, DS, is 141 �
8 J mol�1 K�1 and 125 � 17 J mol�1 K�1 for NiDBrDPP and
NiTBrPP, respectively. As the reaction enthalpy is the same for each
system within experimental error, the difference between the two
molecular systems is likely due to entropic contributions. Such
contributions may be due to distortions of the macrocycle and
rotation of the phenyl rings of the molecules. It has been shown

that for CuTPP on Cu(111) the phenyl rings exhibit a rotation angle
of 40–501.10 Similar rotation of phenyl substituents has been
observed for porphyrins on other metallic surfaces.15 In addition,
saddling and ruffling of the pyrrole rings of porphyrins in general,2a

and Ni porphyrins in particular,19 have been reported. Such distor-
tions will be factors in determining the entropy of each system.

In summary, a Ni–Cu exchange reaction has been observed
for NiDBrDPP and NiTBrPP molecules on Cu(111), resulting in
the incorporation of a surface Cu atom into the porphyrin
macrocycle during annealing of molecular layers. In turn, the
Ni(II) ions have been displaced from the porphyrin macrocycle
and observed as metallic Ni(0) atoms on the copper surface.

The authors thank Science Foundation Ireland for funding
through Principal Investigator Awards 09/IN.1/I2635 and 09/IN.1/
B2650. We are grateful for the financial support from the Swedish
Research Council for access to the MAX-lab facility. Funding from
the European Union Access to Research Infrastructure was received
to undertake research at the ISA facility. CMD thanks the Irish
Research Council for Science, Engineering and Technology,
funded by the National Development Plan.

Notes and references
1 The Porphyrin Handbook – Applications: Past, Present and Future,

ed. K. M. Kadish, K. M. Smith and R. Guilard, Academic Press,
San Diego, 1st edn, 2000, vol. 6.

2 (a) M. O. Senge, Chem. Commun., 2006, 243; (b) M. O. Senge, Chem.
Commun., 2011, 47, 1943.

3 L. Grill, M. Dyer, L. Lafferentz, M. Persson, M. Peters and S. Hecht,
Nat. Nanotechnol., 2007, 2, 687.

4 M. In’t Veld, P. Iavicoli, S. Haq, D. B. Amabilino and R. Raval, Chem.
Commun., 2008, 1536.

5 S. A. Krasnikov, C. M. Doyle, N. N. Sergeeva, A. B. Preobrajenski,
N. A. Vinogradov, Y. N. Sergeeva, A. A. Zakharov, M. O. Senge and
A. A. Cafolla, Nano Res., 2011, 4, 376.

6 T. E. Shubina, H. Marbach, K. Flechtner, A. Kretschmann, N. Jux,
F. Buchner, H. P. Steinrueck, T. Clark and J. M. Gottfried, J. Am.
Chem. Soc., 2007, 129, 9476.

7 A. Kretschmann, M. M. Walz, K. Flechtner, H. P. Steinrueck and
J. M. Gottfried, Chem. Commun., 2007, 568.

8 J. Gottfried, K. Flechtner, A. Kretschmann, T. Lukasczyk and
H. P. Steinrueck, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2006, 128, 5644.

9 C. M. Doyle, S. A. Krasnikov, N. N. Sergeeva, A. B. Preobrajenski,
N. A. Vinogradov, Y. N. Sergeeva, M. O. Senge and A. A. Cafolla,
Chem. Commun., 2011, 47, 12134.

10 K. Diller, F. Klappenberger, M. Marschall, K. Hermann, A. Nefedov,
C. Woell and J. V. Barth, J. Chem. Phys., 2012, 136, 014705.

11 J. Xiao, S. Ditze, M. Chen, F. Buchner, M. Stark, M. Drost, H. P. Steinrueck,
J. M. Gottfried and H. Marbach, J. Phys. Chem. C, 2012, 116, 12275.

12 K. Diller, F. Klappenberger, F. Allegretti, A. C. Papageorgiou,
S. Fischer, A. Wiengarten, S. Joshi, K. Seufert, D. Ecija,
W. Auwaerter and J. V. Barth, J. Chem. Phys., 2013, 138, 154710.

13 M. Chen, X. Feng, L. Zhang, H. Ju, Q. Zu, J. Zhu, J. M. Gottfried,
K. Ibrahim, H. Qian and J. Wang, J. Phys. Chem. C, 2010, 114, 9908.

14 P. Marcus and C. Hinnen, Surf. Sci., 1997, 392, 134.
15 F. Buchner, I. Kellner, W. Hieringer, A. Goerling, H. P. Steinrueck

and H. Marbach, Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys., 2010, 12, 13082.
16 S. A. Krasnikov, N. N. Sergeeva, M. M. Brzhezinskaya, A. B. Preobrajenski,

Y. N. Sergeeva, N. A. Vinogradov, A. A. Cafolla, M. O. Senge and A. S.
Vinogradov, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter, 2008, 20, 235207.

17 S. A. Krasnikov, A. B. Preobrajenski, N. N. Sergeeva, M. M. Brzhezinskaya,
M. A. Nesterov, A. A. Cafolla, M. O. Senge and A. S. Vinogradov, Chem.
Phys., 2007, 332, 318.

18 P. W. Atkins, Atkins’ Physical Chemistry, Oxford University Press,
Oxford, 8th edn, 2006.

19 J. L. Hoard, Ann. N. Y. Acad. Sci., 1973, 206, 18.

Fig. 3 Ni L3 XA for 1 ML of NiDBrDPP (a) and NiTBrPP (b) on Cu(111),
measured after deposition at RT and annealing at temperatures shown.

ChemComm Communication

Pu
bl

is
he

d 
on

 1
3 

Fe
br

ua
ry

 2
01

4.
 D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
by

 T
ri

ni
ty

 C
ol

le
ge

 D
ub

lin
 o

n 
03

/0
2/

20
15

 0
9:

33
:0

2.
 

View Article Online

http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3cc48913b

