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THEORETICAL INVESTIGATION OF INTERACTION OF LOW-ENERGY PROTONS
WITH CARBON AND FLUORINATED CARBON NANOSTRUCTURES

P.V. Avramov, B.I. Yakobson
and G.E. Scuseria*
We have performed a comparative study of the interaction process of low-energy protons (2-7 eV)
with carbon (CNS) and fluorinated carbon nanostructures (FCNS) using molecular dynamics and abinitio Unrestricted Hartri-Fock 6-31G* and semiempirical PM3 methods. It has been shown that starting
with a distance of 6 Å from the CNS a charge transfer process transforms a proton and a CNS into
hydrogen atom and positive ion-radical and leads to creation of a new C-H bond outside the carbon
cage. The fluorination of CNS suppresses the charge transfer process, and proton interacts with FCNS
as a point charge with neutral molecule. It leads to reduction of the penetration barriers by 2-4 times.
At the same time the barrier for the escape of H+ out of the FCNS remains high.
I. INTRODUCTION
An endohedral carbon nanostructures are expected to have important future applications in the areas of magnetism,
superconductivity, treatment of cancer, energy production and storage, etc. At present there are only few methods to
synthesize such fascinating structures: (i) High-temperature synthesis of fullerenes and nanotubes with some chemical
substances [1, 2], (ii) synthesis under high pressure (H2, He) [3, 4], (iii) using high-energy ion beams [5] and (iiii)
penetration of some atoms inside the carbon cage as a result of radioactive decay [6]. Only for ion beams in the case of
Li+ [7] the chemical yield reaches 30%, in all other cases the yield is equal to 0.1 ÷ 0.01% or less. Formation of endohedral
and exohedral complexes with metal ions frequently leads to dramatic changes in chemical properties of the carbon
cages [8] due to transformation of the cages to the ion-radicals and creation of a set of polymer structures.
Previously the potential barriers of the proton penetration inside the fullerene cage [9] have been studied at ab initio
PRDDO and DFT levels of theory. The barrier has been calculated as a difference between the energy of the ground state
of C60H (H covalently bounded outside the cage with one of the carbon atom, the system has neutral charge) and the
energy of a neutral transition complex with the proton in the center of the relaxed six member ring. It has been shown that
the potential barrier is equal to 3.8 eV. The potential barrier of the penetration of He atom inside the fullerene cage was
calculated by molecular mechanics [10] (9.4 eV), semiempirical MNDO [11] (11.5 eV) and post Hartre-Fock MP2/6-31G**
[12] (10.7 eV for C6H6) methods. The MD simulation of Li+ ion penetration inside the fullerene cage [13] has been
performed on DFT level of theory. It has been shown that the barrier of the penetration is less than 5 eV.
A creation of an efficient way of synthesis of hollow carbon nanostructure endohedral complexes is an important
goal of modern chemistry. The immediate cause of high penetration barriers and low chemical yield of the existent
schemes is a rich p-electron system of carbon nanostructures, that favors of the creation of new covalent bonds on the
outer surface of the objects. The reasonable way to eliminate the system is saturation of double C-C bonds by fluorine.
At present the most fluorinated derivative of C60 molecule is C60F48 [14].
II. ELECTRONIC STRUCTURE OF HIGLY FLUORINATED FULLERENES
AND COMPUTATIONAL MODELS
The C60F48 molecule (Fig. 1) has S6 symmetry group [14]. There are 3 types of carbon hexagons: with 6 fluorine atoms
(2 pieces), with 5 fluorine atoms (12 pieces) and with 4 fluorine atoms (6 pieces) and 2 types of pentagons with 5 fluorine
atoms (6 pieces) and with 3 fluorine atoms (6 pieces). There are 6 double C-C bonds (1.31 Å) (ab initio 6-31G* results) and
3 types of single C-C bonds (1.49, 1.54, 1.56 1.59 Å). The length of C-F single bond is equal to 1.34 Å. The electronic
structure of highly fluorinated C60F48 [14] was studied by photoelectron spectroscopy and by ab initio RHF/6-31G [15]
method.
In this work we study an interaction of low energy protons (2-7 eV) with CNS (C6H6 and C60) and FCNS (C6F12 and
C60F48). To understand the role of p-electron system we study the potential barriers of He atom penetration into pristine
and fluorinated carbon nanostructures. The atomic and electronic structures of a number of C6H6, C6F12, C60 and C60F48
structures with protons and helium atoms in different positions have been calculated by the Gaussian suite of programs
[16] using ab initio UHF/6-31G* method and semiempirical UHF PM3 method. The geometry optimization has been
carried out using analytic energy gradient. All potential barriers have been calculated with taking into account Basis Set
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Superposition Error (BSSE). The process of penetration of low energy protons inside the carbon cages has been
simulated by molecular dynamics using UHF PM3 (MD/PM3) and ab initio UHF/6-31G* (MD/6-31G*) potentials.
The initial state of the irradiation process is unsteady: there is a proton on infinity and neutral molecule as a target
(Fig. 1). Due to the big energy difference (Table 1) between the ionization potentials of CNS (as C60 etc.) and hydrogen
atom, a charge transfer process should occur at a reasonable distance between the proton and the CNS. Using the first
order perturbation theory we can write (a proton moves along Z-direction):
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In that case we can separate the electron and nuclear parts of the Eq. 1. In the first order of perturbation theory
for the electronic part of the Eq. 1 we can write:
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large distances RCN (Fig.1) the overlapping integrals are equal to 0. Our ab initio UHF/6-31G* calculations show that
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Fig. 1. Chart of the proton beam irradiation process for C60 (A) and C60F48 (B) cases. On the right side the unperturbed

0
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(in read) of hydrogen is presented. On the left side the unperturbed eigenvalue ε

CN

'
(in black) is presented. In the middle perturbed ε
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0
and ε are presented. WT is
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a probability of electronic charge transfer transition at different distances from carbon nanostructure to proton.
At the distances of 0 ÷ 6 Å for the C60 case WT varies from 0 to 1. For the C60 case the transition converts
an exited configuration with fully occupied unperturbed ϕ 0 ( r

CN CN

) and vacant ϕ 0 (r ) states
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( r ) and occupied ϕ ' (r ) states. For the C60F48 case the
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Table 1

Theoretical and experimental ionization potentials of H, C60 and C60F48
Object

UHF PM3 (eV)

ab initio UHF 6-31G* (eV)

Experiment (eV)

H

13.1

13.6

13.6

C60

9.5

7.6

7.6 [17]

C60F48

14.2

13.8

12.3 [14]

overlapping integrals change from 0 to 0.5 at distances of 6 ÷ 0 Å from the center of a six member carbon ring (RC < 6.3 Å,
RF < 5.8 Å). For that interval r(RCN) is equal to several Å, so wT≈SH-CN. At the distance of 6 Å for the C60F48 (PM3 results)
∆ε

H

= 0.1eV and

∆ε
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= −13.7eV  . So, at distances ≤6 Å the configuration
= −1.4eV  ε ' = −13.5, ε '
CN
 H


C60F48+proton becomes the ground state of the system and FCNS should interacts with the proton as neutral molecule
with a point charge (Fig. 1).
For the C 60 ∆ε

H

= 0.0eV (Mulliken charge of carbon atoms are equal to 0) and ∆ε

CN

= −1.15eV

 ε ' = −13.6eV , ε '
= −8.7eV  . The frequency ω is equal to 1016 s-1, so wT≈1 (4). A low energy proton (~2 eV)
CN
 H

overcomes the distance of 6 Å in the T=5*10-14 sec. (the number of periods of electronic transition from the occupied

ϕ ' (r ) state (Fig.1) into vacant ϕ ' (r ) state for the system C60+proton at the distance <6 Å is proportional to
CN CN
H H
102 ÷ 103). Based on the values of experimental width of electronic transitions from the photoelectron spectra (0.2 ÷ 0.3 eV)
of C60 [20, 21] and C60F48 [14] we can estimate the life time of the exited electronic state τ~5*10-15÷3*10-15, which is big
enough for the transition of the system into ground state (neutral hydrogen atom + C60+1 ion-radical).
Both theoretical methods used in the work correctly
describe the initial state of the FCNS+proton system due to
overestimation of the first ionization potential of the C60F48
(Table 1). This feature allows us to use MD/PM3 and MD/631G* methods to simulate collisions of protons with FCNS
(C6F12 and C60F48) under different kinetic energies. For a
comparison we performed the same ab initio MD simulations
for C60 and C6H6 with one exception: to avoid of the incorrect
description of the initial electronic state (proton on infinity
and a neutral carbon nanostructure as a target) the starting
distance between the proton and the center of a carbon
hexagon was equal to 2 Å. For the C6H6, and C6F12 we used
both UHF PM3 and ab initio UHF 6-31G* potentials and for
C60 and C60F48 only UHF PM3 one.
To test the adequacy of PM3 method for MD simulations
we compared density of electronic states (DOS) (Fig. 2)
obtained with UHF PM3 and ab initio UHF/6-31G* methods
with experimental DOS obtained by photoelectron
spectroscopy [14]. Fig. 2 demonstrates the quantitative
agreement of theoretical DOSes obtained by UHF PM3 and
ab initio UHF/6-31G* with experimental one.

Fig. 2. Experimental [14] PES (solid black line),
ab initio UHF 6-31G* (blue dots)
and PM3 UHF (pink triangles) DOS of C60F48

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
To study the process of penetration of a proton into the
carbon cages we calculated the potential energy curves for
interaction of the proton with C60 (Fig. 3b) and C60F48 (Fig.
3a) using UHF PM3 and ab initio UHF/6-31G* methods.
The distance RCN is measured between the proton and the
center of a carbon hexagon (fully fluorinated in the case of
C60F48). Black solid lines are ab initio UHF 6-31G* potential
curves, blue dots are UHF PM3 potential curves. Black (ab
initio UHF 6-31G*) and blue (UHF M3) triangles at distances

Ôèçè÷åñêàÿ õèìèÿ

Fig. 3. Potential curves of C60F48 + H+ (a) and C60 +H+
interactions (b). Black solid lines are ab initio
UHF 6-31G* potential curves, blue dots are UHF PM3
potential curves. Black (ab initio UHF 6-31G*)
and blue (UHF M3) triangles at distances R= ∞ indicate
total energies of C60F48 (a) and C60 molecules. Solid
(ab initio UHF 6-31G*) and empty (UHF PM3) red
circles indicate total energies of optimized H-C60F48+ (a)
(in the center of hexagon ring (R=0 Å) and covalently
bounded inside the carbon cage (R=-5 Å)) and H-C60+ (b)
(covalently bounded outside the carbon cage
(R=1 Å)) structures

R= ∞ indicate total energies of C60F48 and C60 molecules. Solid (ab initio UHF 6-31G*) and empty (UHF PM3) red circles
indicate total energies of optimized H-C60F48+ (a) (in the center of hexagon ring (R=0 Å) and covalently bounded with sp2
carbon inside the carbon cage (R=-5 Å)) and H-C60+ (b) (covalently bounded with sp2 carbon outside the carbon cage
(R=1 Å)) structures.
The potential curves demonstrate smooth behavior for the C60F48 + H+ process without big potential barriers outside
the carbon wall and in the center of the fully fluorinated hexagon. A deep potential hole exists inside the carbon (R=-5
Å) nanocage due to covalent bonding of a proton with sp2 carbon atom. The C60 + H+ process demonstrates a different
behavior of the potential curves along z-direction: There is a big energy minimum at infinity (neutral C60 molecule) and
outside the carbon cage (R=1 Å, covalently bonded hydrogen). It is necessary to note that the last energy minimum does
not belong to the z-direction and reflects ordinary C-H sp3 covalent bond.
The potential barriers of proton penetration have been calculated as a energy difference between the transition state
of the process (guest atom in the center of the hexagon carbon ring) and the initial state (the proton coordinated to a
carbon atom on the equilibrium C-H distance outside the cage [9] *or as energy difference between the transition state
and free C60 molecule). For the penetration of He atom the initial state is C60/C60F48 molecule + He on infinity. A kinetic
energy of penetration has been calculated by the MD simulations as a minimal kinetic energy which is necessary to
proton to penetrate through the carbon hexagon. In the case of C60F48 we performed the MD simulations trough the fully
fluorinated carbon hexagons. The results are presented in Table 2 (ab initio UHF 6-31G*) and Table 3 (UHF PM3).
The ab initio UHF/6-31G* calculations (Table 2) have demonstrated a great reduction (up to 4 times in the case of
C6H6 and C6F12) of the potential barrier for H+ penetration through the fluorinated carbon nanostructures (C6F12 and
C60F48) in comparison with the pristine C60 and C6H6 molecules. We explain the result by the existence of active p electron
system on the top of the valence band of the CNS. The elimination or decreasing the π-density prevents a creation of the
new C-H bond outside the carbon cage in the process of proton interaction with a FCNS. On the other hand (see Fig. 3)
a potential barrier for escape of a proton from the carbon cage remains high (~5 eV, Fig. 3) due to creation of a new C-H
covalent bond inside the cage.
The potential barrier for He atom is 25% lower in the case of the C60F48 in comparison with C60 (Table 2). The
interatomic C-C distance in C60F48 (1.59Å) is 12.5% larger than the same distance (1.40Å) for the C60 molecule, so the
decreasing of the barrier can not be explained only by the increasing of the hexagon diagonal for the FCNS and can be
induced by the elimination of the p-electron density in the center of the hexagon. That fact also clearly demonstrates an
importance of the chemical interaction of a proton with the carbon wall in the process of penetration.
We performed the MD/6-31G* simulations for C6H6 and C6F12 molecules. Kinetic energy of a proton for penetration
through the C6 fragment is 2.6 times lower for C6F12 molecule (2.6 eV) in comparison with the C6H6 (6.7 eV) (Table 2). We
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Potential barriers and kinetic energies of proton for penetration through the carbon hexagon ring.
Ab initio 6-31G* UHF results.
Object

Potential barrier, eV

Kinetic energy, eV

C6H6+H+

5.6

6.7

C6F12+H

1.4

2.6

+

C60+H

6.2 (6.3*)

-

C60F48+H+

3.1

-

C60+He

14.0

-

C60F48+He

10.5

-

+

Table 2

*
Potential barrier has been calculated as energy difference between the transition state (proton in the center of the carbon hexagon) and
C60 molecule. BSSE error has been taken into account.

Potential barriers and kinetic energies of proton for penetration through the carbon hexagon ring.
PM3 UHF results
Object

Potential barrier, eV

Kinetic energy, eV

+

C6H6+H

6.5

5.6

C6F12+H+

4.8

3.7

C60+H

6.5 (12.0*)

5.7

C60F48+H+

1.8

1.4

+

Table 3

Potential barrier has been calculated as energy difference between the transition state (proton in the center of the carbon hexagon) and
C60 molecule.
*

did not study a potential surface for the C6F12+H+ system due to sufficient deformation of the C6 fragment in the
molecule.
The similar results have been obtained by semiempirical PM3 method (Table 3). The potential barrier (1.8 eV) for the
C60F48 is 3.6 times lower than in the case of C60 (6.5 eV). The same ration for the pair C6F12 (4.8 eV) and C6H6 (6.5 eV) is much
lower (~1.4) due to the fact that PM3 method predicts a breaking of C-C bond in C6F12 molecule by H+. The MD/PM3
simulations gave the same ratios of the kinetic energy of a proton for C60/C60F48 (4.1) and C6H6/C6F12 (1.5). It is necessary
to note that after the penetration through the carbon wall of the C60F48 a proton creates new C-H covalent bond with a
sp2 carbon atom inside the cage. The next steps of protonation can create either a new C-H bond or a H2 molecule by
destroying previously created C-H bond.
We studied other channels of inelastic scattering of a proton on C60F48 by MD/PM3 simulations. To perform the
study we choose the next targets for a proton:
1) a carbon atom not covered by fluorine
2) center of double C-C bond
3) center of a pentagon
4) a fluorine atom
5) center of C-F bond
6) off-center position of a hexagon
7) off-center position of a pentagon.
It has been shown by MD/PM3 simulations that there are some inelastic scattering channels of a proton with energy
higher the 1.8 eV:
1. Breaking of C-F bond (collisions with a carbon atom, with center of C-C double bond, with center of C-F bond).
2. Penetration into the carbon cage (collisions with the center of pentagon ring and partially off-center collisions
with hexagon rings).
3. Reflection with partial dissipation of the proton kinetic energy due to creation of molecular oscillations of C60F48
(off-center collisions with pentagon and hexagon rings, collisions with F atoms).
Using the MD/PM3 simulations it has been shown that a hole with 1.5Å diameter exists in the center of all hexagon
rings for penetration of a proton with a kinetic energy ~1.8 eV. It means that approximately 25% of surface of C60F48 is
accessible for penetration of low energy protons.
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VI. CONCLUSIONS
It has been shown that charge transfer process plays the main role in proton-CNS interaction at distance smaller than
6 Å. Due to the process the low energy protons turn into hydrogen atoms and interact with pristine carbon nanostructures
as radicals with ion-radicals with creation new covalent C-H bonds outside the carbon cage. Fluorination of the carbon
cage suppresses the charge transfer process and the low energy protons interact with the FCNS as point charges with
neutral molecules. Based on the ab initio UHF/6-31G* and UHF PM3 calculations, MD/6-31G* and MD/PM3 simulations
it has been shown that fluorination of hollow carbon nanostructures can decrease the penetration barrier for H+ by 2-4
times. Up to 25% of the surface of carbon cage can be accessible for low energy proton penetration. On the other hand
the potential barrier for escape remains high due to the formation of a new covalent C-H bond inside the carbon cage.
Other channels of inelastic scattering can lead to the breaking of the C-F chemical bond. The elimination of the p-system
can decrease the penetration barrier for He atom up to 25%.
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Â ðàáîòå ïðîâåäåíî ñðàâíèòåëüíîå ìîäåëèðîâàíèå ïðîöåññà âçàèìîäåéñòâèÿ íèçêîýíåðãåòè÷åñêèõ ïðîòîíîâ ñ óãëåðîäíûìè è ôòîðóãëåðîäíûìè íàíîñòðóêòóðàìè ìåòîäàìè êâàíòîâîé
õèìèè è ìîëåêóëÿðíîé äèíàìèêè. Áûëî ïîêàçàíî, ÷òî íà÷èíàÿ ñ ðàññòîÿíèÿ 6 Å îò óãëåðîäíîé
ñòåíêè ïðîöåññ çàðÿäîâîãî ïåðåíîñà ïðåâðàùàåò ïðîòîí â àòîì óãëåðîäà, à óãëåðîäíóþ íàíîñòðóêòóðó  â ïîëîæèòåëüíûé èîí-ðàäèêàë, ÷òî ïðèâîäèò ê îáðàçîâàíèþ êîâàëåíòíîé ñâÿçè
óãëåðîä-âîäîðîä ñ âíåøíåé ñòîðîíû óãëåðîäíîé ñòåíêè. Ôòîðèðîâàíèå óãëåðîäíûõ íàíîñòðóêòóð ïðèâîäèò ê ïîäàâëåíèþ ïðîöåññà çàðÿäîâîãî ïåðåíîñà, è íèçêîýíåðãåòè÷åñêèå ïðîòîíû
âçàèìîäåéñòâóþò ñ ôòîðóãëåðîäíûìè íàíîñòðóêòóðàìè êàê òî÷åíûå çàðÿäû ñ íåéòðàëüíûìè
ìîëåêóëàìè. Ýòî, â ñâîþ î÷åðåäü, ïðèâîäèò ê óìåíüøåíèþ áàðüåðîâ ïðîíèêíîâåíèÿ ïðîòîíà
âíóòðü ôòîðóãëåðîäíûõ ñòðóêòóð â 2-4 ðàçà ïî ñðàâíåíèþ ñ íåìîäèôèöèðîâàííûìè óãëåðîäíûìè ñòðóêòóðàìè. Ñ äðóãîé ñòîðîíû, áàðüåð âûõîäà ïðîòîíà èç óãëåðîäíîé ñôåðû îñòàåòñÿ
âûñîêèì â ëþáîì ñëó÷àå.

