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Abstract: The tetracarbonyl complexes of transition metal chalcogenides M2X2(CO)4, where
M = Fe, Co, Ni, Cu and X = S, Se, are examined by density functional theory (DFT). The M2X2

core is cyclic with either planar or non-planar geometry. As a sulfide, it is present in natural enzymes
and has a selective redox capacity. The reduced forms of the selenide and sulfide complexes are
relevant to the hydrogen evolution reaction (HER) and they provide different positions of hydride
ligand binding: (i) at a chalcogenide site, (ii) at a particular cation site and (iii) in a midway position
forming equal bonds to both cation sites. The full pathway of water decomposition to molecular
hydrogen and oxygen is traced by transition state theory. The iron and cobalt complexes, cobalt
selenide, in particular, provide lower energy barriers in HER as compared to the nickel and copper
complexes. In the oxygen evolution reaction (OER), cobalt and iron selenide tetracarbonyls provide
a low energy barrier via OOH* intermediate. All of the intermediate species possess favorable
excitation transitions in the visible light spectrum, as evidenced by TD-DFT calculations and they
allow photoactivation. In conclusion, cobalt and iron selenide tetracarbonyl complexes emerge as
promising photocatalysts in water splitting.

Keywords: chalcogenides; ab initio methods; DFT; artificial photosynthesis; transition metal sulfides;
selenides; carbonyl complexes

1. Introduction

Transition metal chalcogenides as clusters, layers or coordination compounds with var-
ious ligands possess the unique property to accept, store and donate electrons to substrates.
Coordination of cyanide, carbonyl or more complex protein-like ligands, strongly influences
the electron distribution within these clusters and enables their application in redox catalysis,
including water splitting and carbon dioxide reduction. Water dissociation to hydrogen and
oxygen, 2H2O(g) → 2H2(g) + O2(g), is a strongly endothermic process with an enthalpy of
483.7 kJ mol−1 at 298 K [1]. In addition to the high endothermic effect, reaction barriers cer-
tainly add to the overall energy needed to split water. The electrochemical route requires a
four-electron transfer for the cathode reaction delivering hydrogen 4H+ + 4e− → 2H2(g), and
the anode reaction delivering oxygen, 2H2O → 2O2(g) + 4H+ + 4e−. Numerous studies were
focused on the optimization of the electrochemical reaction, its pH dependence and the
well-known overpotential in the oxygen evolution reaction (OER) [2–7]. The OER and
the O–O bond formation chemistry was explored using a variety of materials: theoreti-
cal studies on cobalt oxide clusters and on photosystem II, which includes a manganese
complex [3,4], and heterogeneous metallic electrocatalysts [5,6]. The importance of an
oxygenated intermediate after [H+,e−] removal was outlined [3–8]. The research efforts
have targeted the analogues of natural enzymes, used in photosynthesis, in order to obtain
efficient photocatalysts and overcome the high reaction barriers [9–13]. The photocata-
lysts can either be applied directly as electrode materials, or used as bulk materials in a
photoelectrochemical cell. Theoretical studies help in preliminary studies for discerning
promising photocatalytic materials and in the elucidation of the reaction mechanism.
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As structural analogs of ferredoxin and hydrogenase enzymes, the sulfides of iron
and nickel, with carbonyl or halogen ligands, have been the subject of experimental and
theoretical studies [10–15]. Despite the promising results on hydrogen evolution by pho-
toactivated Fe2S2(CO)6 complexes [10], other transition metal chalcogenide complexes
received much less attention. The present study simulates enzyme analogs of the transition
metals, Fe, Co, Ni and Cu, which form binuclear clusters M2X2 (M = Fe, Co, Ni, Cu and
X = S, Se) and they are coordinated by carbonyl ligands so as to form symmetric tetracar-
bonyl complexes. The electronic structure of these complexes is examined by density
functional theory and the reaction of water splitting is traced by transition state theory.
The catalytic pathway with the possibility of photoactivation of the two half-reactions:
Hydrogen Evolution Reaction (HER) and Oxygen Evolution Reaction (OER) are traced by
time-dependent density functional theory (TD-DFT).

2. Materials and Methods

All calculations were performed with the B3LYP functional [16–19], which includes
local and non-local terms as implemented in the Gaussian 16 package [20]. The standard 6-
311+G(2df) basis set with diffuse and polarization functions was employed, which consists
of the McLean–Chandler (12s, 9p) → (621111,52111) basis sets for second-row atoms and
the Wachters–Hay all-electron basis set for the first transition row, using the scaling factors
of Raghavachari and Trucks [21–25]. In their ground states, selenium-containing clusters
were reoptimized using the QZVP basis set [26,27], but no significant change in bond
lengths (within 1.6%) or relative energies (within 0.9%) occurred. The differences obtained
with the LanL2DZ basis [28–30] were even smaller, differing by only 0.7% regarding bond
lengths and by 0.9% regarding relative energies. The selection of the density functional
and basis set was based on calculations of the diatomic molecules and the diiron disulfide
hexacarbonyl complex from previous studies [31–33], where different density functionals
were compared, as there are sufficiently accurate experimental data for these compounds.
Proton and electron affinities are calculated as the energy required to attach a proton
or electron, respectively. For proton–electron couples a subsequent proton and electron
attachment are calculated.

The spin-unrestricted formalism was applied and calculations in the broken symmetry
(BS) approach were performed, which consists of the localization of the opposite spins
on different parts of the molecule to give a mono-determinant representation of the spin
exchange interactions, thus reducing the symmetry of the space and spin wavefunctions
with respect to that of the nuclear framework [31–34]. The synchronous transit-guided
quasi-Newton (STQN) method was used for the transition state optimizations [35,36].
Intrinsic reaction coordinate (IRC) calculations were performed to confirm the transition
state structures and to evaluate activation energies [37,38]. Reaction studies using water
as a solvent were performed using the Polarizable Continuum Model [39] (PCM). Time-
dependent (TD) DFT was used [40,41] to determine the excitation energies of the ground
state cluster complexes, the reaction intermediates and oscillator strengths. Dispersion
effects were taken into account for the ground states and the reaction intermediates by
using the formula of Grimme with Becke–Johnson damping [42]. The bond populations
and charge distributions were examined by using natural orbitals and natural bond orbital
(NBO) analysis [43,44].

3. Results and Discussion
3.1. Structure and Bonding of the Tetracarbonyl Complexes of Metal Disulfides and Diselenides,
M2X2(CO)4

The tetracarbonyl complexes of cobalt, iron and nickel disulfides possess two confor-
mations of the core M2X2: rhombic and planar; see Figure 1. The global energy minimum
structures of all M2S2(CO)4 complexes (M = Fe, Co, Ni, Cu) have a rhombic non-planar
core M2X2. The energy gap between non-planar and planar configurations is 67 kJ mol−1

for Fe2S2(CO)4 and 88 kJ mol−1 for Co2S2(CO)4. It is much smaller for Ni2S2(CO)4, 21 kJ
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mol−1. The selenide complexes M2Se2(CO)4 (M = Fe, Co, Cu) form only a non-planar
rhombic core M2Se2, whereas Ni2Se2(CO)4 is found as a planar and non-planar structure,
the planar being the global minimum and the rhombic one lying by 39 kJ mol−1 higher in
energy. All of the sulfides and selenides with rhombic non-planar structures contain an S-S
or Se-Se bond.
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Figure 1. (a) The global minimum of Co2S2(CO)4 in rhombic non-planar configuration. (b) Co2S2(CO)4

with a planar core. Legend: Co atoms are blue, sulfur atoms—yellow; carbon atoms—grey; oxygen
atoms—red.

According to our results, the geometry flexibility of the metal disulfide and diselenide
core matters to the reactivity of these complexes by providing a favorable orientation
towards substrate molecules. Thus, water adsorption proves to be an exothermic process;
however, the adsorption energy depends on the core configuration: on the planar clusters,
the heat of adsorption is 25–30 kJ mol−1, while on the non-planar clusters, it is weaker,
at 8–13 kJ mol−1. Further, in the subsequent reaction steps (dissociation, HER, OER), the
active site M2X2 may present variable deviation from planarity.

For all M2X2(CO)4 complexes, which have two conformations (planar and non-planar),
the M-X bond lengths in the planar core are shorter than in the non-planar rhombic core, as
shown in Figure 2. The Fe-S and Co-S bond lengths variation is much smaller as compared
to the Ni-S or Ni-Se bond lengths difference. For M2X2(CO)4 complexes studied, the Co-
S/Se bond length is the shortest one and this result corresponds to the strong Co-S bond
found in the diatomic molecule [45]. For the global minimum structures of M2X2(CO)4, the
bond lengths increase as follows: Co-S < Fe-S < Ni-S < Cu-S < Co-Se < Fe-Se < Cu-Se <
Ni-Se < Zn-S. While zinc sulfide exists in the solid state and forms clusters without ligands,
the filled 3d shell does not allow interaction with a strong electron donor as the carbonyl
groups. The Zn-CO bonds reach 2.183 Å, while in the other complexes, they do not exceed
1.95 Å. The Zn-S bonds are also lengthened to 2.541 Å. Thus, Zn2S2(CO)4 is not examined
further in the present study.

The calculated proton affinities of the sulfide complexes M2S2(CO)4 complexes are
higher than the proton affinities of the corresponding selenide complexes Table 1. The
chalcogenide complexes of Cu and Ni have markedly higher proton affinities as compared
to the chalcogenides of Fe and Co, but subsequent electron addition with the formation of
proton–electron couples [H+,e−] indicates lower affinities for Ni2Se2(CO)4, Cu2S2(CO)4 and
particularly for Cu2Se2(CO)4. The protons are always attached at the chalcogenide center
(S, Se), while the hydride ligand formed upon neutralization of the positive charge (H+) can
either remain located at the chalcogenide center or bind at the metal cation sites. Usually,
the hydride ligand is centered between the metal cations and forms equal M-H-M bonds,
and this was experimentally proven in diiron disulfide complexes, but configurations with
a single M-H bond by binding predominantly at one cation site are also possible [9,31–33].
The values of the proton–electron affinities for different sites allow us to discern the stability
of configurations with hydride ligands, as shown in Figure 3. In iron sulfides and selenides,
protonation occurs at a chalcogenide site, and subsequent reduction shifts the hydride
ligand to a single stable position with equal Fe-H bond lengths, as shown in Figure 3c.
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In nickel and copper sulfides and selenides, the hydride ligand remains bonded at the
chalcogenide site. Only cobalt centers provide several stable sites for the coordination of a
hydride ligand: S-H (Se-H) and Co-H-Co for the disulfides and diselenides, as well as a
stable site Co-H, available only in the diselenide complex, as shown in Figure 3a. The role
of hydride ligands is crucial for the hydrogen evolution reaction and for the redox capacity
in other reactions such as carbon dioxide reduction.
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Figure 2. Metal cation-to-chalcogenide bond lengths for M2X2(CO)4 complexes, M = Fe, Co, Ni, Cu,
Zn; X = S, Se.

Table 1. Calculated proton affinities (PA, kJ mol−1) and [H+,e−] affinities (kJ mol−1) for [M2-X2]
tetracarbonyls, M = Fe, Co, Ni, Cu and X = S, Se.

Cluster/Binding PA [H+,e−]

[Fe2S2H]+(CO)4; S-H 651
[Fe2HS2](CO)4; Fe-H-Fe 229
[Fe2Se2H]+(CO)4; Se-H 639
[Fe2HSe2](CO)4; Fe-H-Fe 228
[Co2S2H]+(CO)4;
[Co2S2H](CO)4; S-H 767 224

[Co2HS2](CO)4; Co-H-Co 177
[Co2Se2H]+(CO)4;
[Co2Se2H](CO)4; Se-H 748 191

[Co2HSe2](CO)4; Co-H-Co 179
[Co2HSe2](CO)4; Co-H 201
[Ni2S2H]+(CO)4;
[Ni2S2H](CO)4; S-H 935 181

[Ni2Se2H]+(CO)4;
[Ni2Se2H](CO)4; Se-H 907 168

[Cu2S2H]+(CO)4;
[Cu2S2H](CO)4; S-H 968 134

[Cu2Se2H]+(CO)4;
[Cu2Se2H](CO)4; Se-H 936 81

The rhombic core efficiently redistributes the positive charges induced by the binding
of protons, substrates, or electron density from electron-donor ligands. The bare chalco-
genide rhombic clusters M2X2 with M = Fe, Co, Ni, Cu and X = S, Se, are structural analogs
of the corresponding oxide clusters, with planar configuration in their global minima,
stabilized by antiferromagnetic coupling [46–49]. They readily coordinate electron-donor
ligands, e.g., water molecules, halogen ligands and carbonyl groups [15,46,47]. Up to six
carbonyl groups can be attached, with three at each cation site [10–14,50]. The loss of a
carbonyl ligand from Fe2S2(CO)6 requires 154 kJ mol−1 and, similarly, for Co2S2(CO)6
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the energy needed is 151 kJ mol−1, but the selenide complexes have low stability as hex-
acarbonyls: our calculations indicate that Co2Se2(CO)6 loses a carbonyl ligand by only
12 kJ mol−1. The tetracarbonyl complexes proved stable for both the sulfide and the se-
lenide complexes—the loss of a carbonyl ligand from Co2Se2(CO)4 requires 197 kJ mol−1.
It is thus useful to compare the electronic structure properties of the hexacarbonyl and
tetracarbonyl complexes of cobalt, which form the shortest Co-S and Co-Se bonds. In
their global minima, the hexacarbonyl and tetracarbonyl complexes contain a non-planar
Co2X2 core with S-S or Se-Se bond, denoted as Co2(X2), as shown in Figure 1a, Table 2.
The metal cation-to-carbon bonds are of typical lengths within 1.75–1.82 Å. Natural orbital
analysis reveals that in disulfides, cobalt valence orbital occupancies vary in the frame
Co 4s(0.43–0.46) 3d(8.32–8.49) 4p(0.80–0.90) and this applies for both the tetracarbonyl
and hexacarbonyl complexes, Co2(S2)(CO)6 and Co2(S2)(CO)4. The electron density on
cobalt centers is thus significantly increased, as compared to the 3d7 electron configura-
tion of Co(II). The 4p orbital population indicates 4s3d4p hybridization on cobalt. The
sulfide and selenide centers also act as ligands, but the population of the sulfur valence
levels is slightly higher than it is on selenium, namely S 3s(1.75) 3p(3.90–4.30) and Se
4s(1.75)4p(3.70–3.91). Cobalt centers in diselenide complexes increase their local valence
orbital population, respectively, to Co 4s(0.45–0.47) 3d(8.4–8.6)4p(1.15–1.23). In the presence
of a hydride ligand, the H 1s orbital population is between 0.83–1.01 and corresponds to
a hydrogen atom, 1s(1), but with a partial positive charge, or minor negative for 1s(1.01)
in [Co2HS2](CO)6, Table 2. Among the cobalt disulfide complexes, the HOMO(SOMO)-
LUMO gaps are higher for the hexacarbonyls than they are for the tetracarbonyls. The
attachment of a hydride ligand increases the HOMO(SOMO)-LUMO gap in the hexacar-
bonyls, but in tetracarbonyls, the binding of a hydride ligand at a chalcogenide center (S,
Se) always lowers the HOMO(SOMO)-LUMO energy gap. When the hydride ligand binds
to the cobalt centers, the SOMO-LUMO gap in the tetracarbonyls strongly increases. In
Co2(Se2)(CO)4, the HOMO-LUMO energy gap is higher than in the disulfide complexes.
The binding of hydride in a midway position between cobalt centers, Figure 2, increases
the SOMO-LUMO gap in [Co2HS2](CO)6 by 0.26 eV relative to the Co2(S2)(CO)6, while in
the corresponding tetracarbonyl, [(Co2H)S2](CO)4, it decreases by 0.21 eV relative to the
Co2(S2)(CO)4 complex. The formation of a single Co-H bond, which is observed only in
selenide complexes, e.g., [Co(Co-H)Se2](CO)4, increases the SOMO-LUMO gap by only
0.04 eV relative to Co2(Se2)(CO)4, but this is the highest energy gap observed among the
sulfide and selenide complexes with or without hydride ligand.
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Legend as in Figure 1.
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Table 2. HOMO(SOMO)-LUMO (H-L) energy gaps (eV) and electron distribution on the hydride
ligand, in cobalt tetracarbonyl and hexacarbonyl complexes calculated by natural population analysis.

Hexacarbonyl
Complexes H-L H 1s Tetracarbonyl

Complexes H-L H 1s Tetracarbonyl Complexes H-L H 1s

Co2(S2)(CO)6 2.84 Co2(S2)(CO)4 2.83 Co2(Se2)(CO)4 3.29
[Co2S2H](CO)6 2.91 0.89 [Co2S2H](CO)4 1.67 0.87 [Co2Se2H](CO)4 1.56 0.91
[Co2HS2](CO)6 3.10 1.01 [(Co2H)S2](CO)4 2.62 0.86 [(Co2H)Se2](CO)4 2.31 0.85

[Co(Co-H)Se2](CO)4 3.33 0.83

According to the TD-DFT calculations, the protonated and reduced cobalt complexes
possess intense light-absorption bands in the visible part of the spectrum, as shown in
Table 3. Typically, the bands are blue shifted for the selenide complexes when analogous
conformations are compared. The TD-DFT calculated highest intensity bands in the UV-Vis
spectra correspond to multiple vertical electron excitations within the Co2X2 core, with
dominant Co → X and Co → H transitions, or metal to ligand charge transfer bands,
MLCT. Though the hydride-bonded complexes are powerful reducing agents even without
photoactivation, the presence of intense bands in the visible region allows excitation and
further enhancement of reactivity towards inert molecules such as CO2.

Table 3. TD-DFT results for protonated and reduced (H+,e−) cobalt sulfides and selenides. The most
intense light absorption bands listed.

Complex Light Absorption Bands, nm Oscillator Strength

[Co2(S2H)]+(CO)4 703; 910 0.0012; 0.0130
[Co2S-SH](CO)4 689; 824 0.0060; 0.0010
[Co-H-CoS2](CO)4 750; 803 0.0020; 0.0040
[Co2(Se2H)]+(CO)4 519; 753 0.0028; 0.0036
[Co2Se-SeH](CO)4 628; 749 0.0011; 0.0017
[Co-H-CoSe2](CO)4 748; 1610 0.0006; 0.0250
[Co(Co-H)Se2](CO)4 546; 639 0.0017; 0.0024

3.2. The Hydrogen Evolution Reaction (HER) on Tetracarbonyl Complexes of Metal Disulfides and
Diselenides, M2X2(CO)4

The reaction path in water dissociation with hydrogen evolution includes an interme-
diate step of breaking an H-OH bond with the formation of an S-H or Se-H bond and a
bridging hydroxyl group, as shown in Figure 4.

In a photoactivated reaction, the following elementary steps are followed:

[M2X2](CO)4 + H2O + hν ⇒ [M2X2H*](CO)4 + OH* ⇒ [M2(OH)X2H](CO)4 ⇒ [M2OX2](CO)4 + H2 (1)

The reaction mechanism was traced for the global minima of the complexes, which
correspond to either a diamagnetic (d) singlet or antiferromagnetic (afm) singlet ground
states. The chalcogenide complexes of cobalt and iron are presented in Figure 4. Dicobalt
diselenide, Co2Se2(CO)4 (d) and diiron disulfide, Fe2S2(CO)4 (afm) provide a more favorable
energy path in the first reaction step of water dissociation, but in the following step of
dihydrogen formation, the corresponding energy barriers are with the highest values. The
reverse case is observed with Fe2Se2(CO)4 (afm), and though it reaches the highest energy
barrier in the first reaction step, in the next step of dihydrogen formation, it provides the
lowest energy path. Overall, it may be concluded that Co2Se2(CO)4, (d), Co2S2(CO)4 (afm),
and Fe2Se2(CO)4 (afm) perform best: for Co2Se2(CO)4, the first reaction barrier is 107 kJ
mol−1 and the second reaction barrier is 135 kJ mol−1, whereas the lowest value for the
second step of hydrogen formation is for Fe2Se2(CO)4, 75 kJ mol−1, preceded by a barrier
of 174 kJ mol−1. Co2S2(CO)4 stays between these values—the first barrier at 167 kJ mol−1

and the second barrier at 88 kJ mol−1. The chalcogenide complexes of the remaining
elements—nickel and copper perform worse in the water dissociation and HER, as shown
in Figure 5. The lowest energy barrier for the first step is 167 kJ mol−1 for Ni2Se2(CO)4,
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followed by 369 kJ mol−1 for dihydrogen formation. Among these complexes, Cu2Se2(CO)4
performs best, with a first reaction step barrier of 175 kJ mol−1 and a second barrier of
305 kJ mol−1. Though the reaction barriers for the second reaction step look prohibitively
high, the role of the first step of water dissociation is important, as pointed out in studies
on carbon dioxide trapping and activation [51,52]. It provides surface hydroxyl or sulfonyl
groups, which are able to activate the CO2 molecule and promote in this way carboxyl or
carbonate formation.
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Figure 4. (a) The reaction path of water dissociation and hydrogen evolution (HER) on different
tetracarbonyl complexes of iron and cobalt. TS1 corresponds to the reaction barrier of primary
dissociation, and TS2 to dihydrogen formation. afm denotes antiferromagnetic singlet ground states.
∆E is the energy difference relative to the ground state complexes; RC—reaction coordinate. The
excitation energies of representative most intense singlet-singlet transitions induced by light absorp-
tion are denoted by vertical arrows. (b) Structure of the water adsorption complex on Fe2S2(CO)4;
(c) structure of TS1; (d) dissociated water on Fe2S2(CO)4; (e) structure of TS2; (f) structure of the
product with bridging oxygen after hydrogen desorption. Cartesian coordinates of intermediate
species are presented in Supporting Information.
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Figure 5. The reaction path of water dissociation and hydrogen evolution (HER) on different
tetracarbonyl complexes of nickel and copper. TS1 corresponds to the reaction barrier of primary
dissociation, and TS2 to dihydrogen formation. afm denotes antiferromagnetic singlet ground states.
∆E is the energy difference relative to the ground state complexes; RC—reaction coordinate.

In addition, the triplet potential energy surfaces of the complexes M2X2(CO)4 were
also examined as all of them have stable triplet states (local minima); see Supporting
Information (SI). All of the triplet states are higher in energy than the singlet ground states
(by 47 ÷ 152 kJ mol−1) and the energy gaps between the triplet and singlet state minima are
presented in Table S1 in SI. The calculated triplet HER pathway of chalcogenide complexes
of cobalt and iron in Figure S1 (SI) showed that the lowest energy barrier in the first step is
provided by Co2Se2(CO)4, but in the following step of dihydrogen formation, it reaches the
highest energy value of 213 kJ mol−1. This triplet state was found to be 68 kJ mol−1 higher
in energy than the singlet ground state. The triplet state reaction path does not provide a
lowering of the second reaction barrier, which is rate determining. The triplet state reaction
path for nickel and iron chalcogenide complexes is highly unfavorable: the lowest energy
barrier for the rate-determining step is 670 kJ mo−1 for Ni2Se2(CO)4, see Figure S2 in SI.

The activation barriers in HER differ largely depending on the type of system stud-
ied [53–56] and the calculated values for TS1 varied in the range of 40–210 kJ mol−1 for
(MO2)n clusters (M = Ti, Zr, Hf, n = 1–3) [56]. The barriers for TS2 were not much larger,
ranging from 63 to 210 kJ mol−1. A systematic dependence on the type and size of the
clusters was not reported. Our results on the chalcogenides of cobalt and iron fall within a
similar range, 68–174 kJ mol−1 for TS1 and 88–213 kJ mol−1 for TS2 and we also observe a
lack of systematic change depending on the composition of the complexes.

3.3. The Oxygen Evolution Reaction (OER) on Tetracarbonyl Complexes of Metal Disulfides and
Diselenides, M2X2(CO)4

Previous studies outlined the role of pH and oxygenated reaction intermediates after
proton–electron removal [4–8,53–55]. The oxygen evolution reaction on the chalcogenide
complexes also proved to be pH dependent and in acidic media it proceeds via protonation
and a peroxo intermediate OOH*, which is the more favorable route, Equation (2). Here
again, the lowest energy barriers of 91 and 93 kJ mol−1 are obtained for the selenide
complexes, Fe2Se2(CO)4, and Co2Se2(CO)4, followed by the disulfides of iron and cobalt,
Fe2S2(CO)4 and Co2S2(CO)4 with barriers of 114 and 109 kJ mol−1, as shown in Figure 6.
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The OER reaction begins with an oxygen-bridged complex, which comes out from the HER
reaction.

[M2OX2](CO)4 + O[H+,e−] + hν ⇒ [M2(OOH)X2](CO)4 ⇒ [M2HX2](CO)4 + O2 (2)
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Figure 6. The reaction path of oxygen formation and oxygen evolution for cobalt and iron chalco-
genide complexes. ∆E is the energy difference relative to the ground state complexes; RC—reaction
coordinate. The global minima of the complexes were used, as denoted in Figure 4. The excita-
tion energies of representative most intense transitions induced by light absorption are denoted by
vertical arrows.

The reaction barriers for OER are thus not prohibitively high, but the presence of
favorable light absorption bands would certainly allow a photocatalytic pathway. TD-DFT
calculations indeed indicate the presence of intense bands in the visible spectrum for the
dioxygen intermediates and for the peroxo intermediates, Table 4. They are slightly blue-
shifted, as compared to the reduced forms of the corresponding complexes. The energy
provided by light absorption is sufficient to provide activation relevant to the reaction
barriers of OER via OOH*, and for the high-lying barriers of dioxygen formation. Among
the most favorable energy pathways for OER, as reported in the literature, is that on a
molecular cubane complex, and a reaction barrier of 84 kJ mol−1 was experimentally de-
termined [8]. Theoretical modeling with small cobalt oxide clusters provided an accurate
estimate of this barrier and the reported calculated value is 97 kJ mol−1 [4]. The cobalt
and iron chalcogenides thus provide comparable reaction barriers, according to our re-
sults, via the peroxo intermediate OOH*, as shown in Figure 6. The OER can be started
from the triplet state of the complexes, but the resulting activation barriers are higher by
87–150 kJ mol−1; see Figure S3 in SI.

In a pH-neutral or alkaline solvent, Co2Se2(CO)4 and Co2S2(CO)4 provide the lowest
energy path for dioxygen formation with barriers of 170 and 183 kJ mol−1, respectively.
The reaction pathway in this case is the following Equation (3):

[M2OX2](CO)4 + 2OH* + hν ⇒ [M2(OO)X2](CO)4 + [H+,e−]-OH ⇒ [M2X2](CO)4 + H2O + O2 (3)

Both reaction paths include proton–electron transfer. The light absorption bands
correspond to electron excitations within the M2X2 core, M → X of MLCT character, but
they include the bonded dioxygen species with transitions O → M, which correspond to
ligand-to-metal charge transfer (LMCT). This is another proof of the great capacity of the
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M2X2(CO)4 complexes to redistribute electron density. The transitions are of the type triplet
to triplet for Equation (3) and doublet to doublet for Equation (2).

Table 4. TD-DFT results for OER intermediates of selected sulfide and selenide tetracarbonyl com-
plexes. The most intense light absorption bands are listed.

Complex Light Absorption Bands, nm Oscillator Strength

Co2S2(CO)4; O-O 651 0.0014
Co2Se2(CO)4; O-O 582 0.0091
Fe2Se2(CO)4; O-O 807 0.0131
Cu2Se2(CO)4; O-O 430 0.0094
Co2S2(CO)4; OOH* 507; 573 0.0023; 0.0027
Co2Se2(CO)4; OOH* 531 0.0014
Fe2Se2(CO)4; OOH* 798 0.0052
Cu2Se2(CO)4; OOH* 590 0.0130
Ni2Se2(CO)4; OOH* 558 0.0023

For the complexes of nickel and copper, the role of acidity is not pronounced, as shown
in Figure 7. The lowest reaction barrier is indeed for OOH* formation on Cu2Se2(CO)4 and it
is 156 kJ mol−1, followed by OOH* formation on Ni2S2(CO)4 with a barrier of 169 kJ mol−1.
The formation of dioxygen on Ni2S2(CO)4 does not change the barrier significantly—it
goes up to 185 kJ mol−1. On Ni2Se2(CO)4 the barrier heights for OOH* and OO formation
are reversed: dioxygen formation requires 203 kJ mol−1, while the pathway via OOH*
intermediate goes through a slightly higher barrier of 211 kJ mol−1. The OER can be started
from the triplet state of the complexes, but the resulting activation barriers are higher by
157–250 kJ mol−1 higher; see Figure S3 in SI.
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4. Conclusions

The chalcogenide tetracarbonyl complexes of the 3d transition metal elements (Fe-
Cu) follow a pathway with similar intermediates in the reaction of water splitting, with
low energy barriers for the singlet pathway, and the presence of visible light-absorption
bands favor photoactivation. Though only sulfides are direct structural analogs of natural
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enzymes, selenides have similar proton affinities, proton–electron affinities, and light
absorption bands and may outperform sulfides in the OER reaction. Cobalt and iron
sulfides and selenides perform better than the corresponding complexes of nickel and
copper for both the HER and OER reactions. Protonation affects positively the energy
barriers for OER in the case of cobalt and iron chalcogenide complexes, but the effect is
weaker for the nickel and copper analogs. The hydride intermediates, relevant to hydrogen
evolution, and also the oxidized intermediates possess favorable light absorption bands in
the visible spectrum. They allow photoactivation in the complexes, for which the reaction
barriers are high.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https://
www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ma17010056/s1, Cartesian coordinates of the complexes presented
in Figures S1, S3, S4b,c,d,e,f. HER/OER reaction path on the triplet potential energy surface, as
Figures S1–S3 and singlet to triplet excitation energies as Table S1.
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E.U., I.G. and T.Z.; investigation, E.U., I.G. and T.Z.; writing—original draft preparation, E.U.;
writing—review and editing, E.U., I.G. and T.Z.; visualization, E.U., I.G. and T.Z. All authors have
read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received funding by TwinTeam project Д01-272 “European Network on
Materials for Clean Technologies” for providing the opportunity to present the results at the SizeMat4
conference, as well as for the publication financial support and also thanks to the funding by the
Bulgarian National Science Fund of Bulgarian Ministry of Education and Science, Grant КΠ-06-Н59/6
(2021), project (PhotoMetalMod).

Data Availability Statement: Data are contained within the article and Supplementary Materials.

Acknowledgments: The authors thank the TwinTeam Project Д01-272 “European Network on
Materials for Clean Technologies”, funded by the Ministry of Education and Science under the
National Program “European Scientific Networks” for providing the opportunity to present the
results at the SizeMat4 conference, as well as for the publication financial support. The authors
acknowledge the financial support of the Bulgarian National Science Fund of the Bulgarian Ministry
of Education and Science, Grant КΠ-06-Н59/6 (2021), project (PhotoMetalMod). This work was
supported by the European Regional Development Fund within the Operational Programme “Science
and Education for Smart Growth 2014–2020” under the Project CoE “National Center of Mechatronics
and Clean Technologies” (BG05M2OP001-1.001-0008) (for supplying a license for program package
Gaussian16). The authors also acknowledge the access provided to the e-infrastructure of the
NCHDC—part of the Bulgarian National Roadmap on RIs, with financial support through Grant No
D01-168/28.07.2022.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Chase, M.W., Jr. NIST-JANAF Thermochemical Tables, 4th ed.; American Institute of Physics: College Park, MD, USA, 1998.
2. Song, J.; Wei, C.; Huang, Z.-F.; Liu, C.; Zeng, L.; Wang, X.; Xu, Z. A review on fundamentals for designing oxygen evolution

electrocatalysts. Chem. Soc. Rev. 2020, 49, 2196–2214. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
3. Greife, P.; Schönborn, M.; Capone, M.; Assunção, R.; Narzi, D.; Guidoni, L.; Dau, H. The electron–proton bottleneck of

photosynthetic oxygen evolution. Nature 2023, 617, 623–628. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. Li, X.; Siegbahn, P.E.M. Water Oxidation Mechanism for Synthetic Co–Oxides with Small Nuclearity. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2013, 135,

13804–13813. [CrossRef]
5. Birss, V.I.; Damjanovic, A.; Hudson, P.G. Oxygen Evolution at Platinum Electrodes in Alkaline Solutions: II. Mechanism of the

Reaction. J. Electrochem. Soc. 1986, 133, 1621. [CrossRef]
6. Conway, B.E.; Liu, T.C. Characterization of electrocatalysis in the oxygen evolution reaction at platinum by evaluation of behavior

of surface intermediate states at the oxide film. Langmuir 1990, 6, 268–276. [CrossRef]
7. Gerencsér, L.; Dau, H. Water Oxidation by Photosystem II: H2O–D2O Exchange and the Influence of pH Support Formation of an

Intermediate by Removal of a Proton before Dioxygen Creation. Biochemistry 2010, 49, 10098–10106. [CrossRef]
8. McCool, N.S.; Robinson, D.M.; Sheats, J.E.; Dismukes, C. A Co4O4 “Cubane” Water Oxidation Catalyst Inspired by Photosynthesis.

J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2011, 133, 11446–11449. [CrossRef]

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ma17010056/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ma17010056/s1
https://doi.org/10.1039/C9CS00607A
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32133479
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-023-06008-5
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37138082
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja4053448
https://doi.org/10.1149/1.2108978
https://doi.org/10.1021/la00091a044
https://doi.org/10.1021/bi101198n
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja203877y


Materials 2024, 17, 56 12 of 13

9. Appel, A.M.; Bercaw, J.E.; Bocarsly, A.B.; Dobbek, H.; DuBois, D.L.; Dupuis, M.; Ferry, J.G.; Fujita, E.; Hille, R.; Kenis, P.J.A.; et al.
Frontiers, Opportunities, and Challenges in Biochemical and Chemical Catalysis of CO2 Fixation. Chem. Rev. 2013, 113, 6621–6658.
[CrossRef]

10. Nann, T.; Ibrahim, S.K.; Woi, P.-M.; Xu, S.; Ziegler, J.; Pickett, C.J. Water Splitting by Visible Light: A Nanophotocathode for
Hydrogen Production. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2010, 49, 1574–1577. [CrossRef]

11. Dubois, M.R.; Dubois, D.L. Development of Molecular Electrocatalysts for CO2 Reduction and H2 Production/Oxidation. Acc.
Chem. Res. 2009, 42, 1974–1982. [CrossRef]

12. Gloaguen, F.; Rauchfuss, T.B. Small molecule mimics of hydrogenases: Hydrides and redox. Chem. Soc. Rev. 2009, 38, 100–108.
[CrossRef]

13. Tard, C.; Pickett, C.J. Structural and Functional Analogues of the Active Sites of the [Fe]-, [NiFe]-, and [FeFe]-Hydrogenases.
Chem. Rev. 2009, 109, 2245–2274. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Tard, C.; Liu, X.; Ibrahim, S.K.; Bruschi, M.; De Gioia, L.; Davies, S.C.; Yang, X.; Wang, L.-S.; Sawers, G.; Pickett, C.J. Synthesis of
the H-cluster framework of iron-only hydrogenase. Nature 2005, 433, 610–613. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Varley, J.B.; Hansen, H.A.; Ammitzbøll, N.L.; Grabow, L.C.; Peterson, A.A.; Rossmeisl, J.; Nørskov, J.K. Ni–Fe–S Cubanes in CO2
Reduction Electrocatalysis: A DFT Study. ACS Catal. 2013, 3, 2640–2643. [CrossRef]

16. Becke, A.D. Density-functional thermochemistry. III. The role of exact exchange. J. Chem. Phys. 1993, 98, 5648–5652. [CrossRef]
17. Becke, A.D. Density-functional thermochemistry. IV. A new dynamical correlation functional and implications for exact-exchange

mixing. J. Chem. Phys. 1996, 104, 1040–1046. [CrossRef]
18. Lee, C.; Yang, W.; Parr, R.G. Development of the Colle-Salvetti correlation-energy formula into a functional of the electron density.

Phys. Rev. B 1988, 37, 785–789. [CrossRef]
19. Miehlich, B.; Savin, A.; Stoll, H.; Preuss, H. Results obtained with the correlation-energy density functionals of Becke and Lee,

Yang and Parr. Chem. Phys. Lett. 1989, 157, 200–206. [CrossRef]
20. Frisch, M.J.; Trucks, G.W.; Schlegel, H.B.; Scuseria, G.E.; Robb, M.A.; Cheeseman, J.R.; Scalmani, G.; Barone, V.; Petersson, G.A.;

Nakatsuji, H.; et al. Gaussian 16, Revision C.01; Gaussian, Inc.: Wallingford, CT, USA, 2016.
21. McLean, A.D.; Chandler, G.S. Contracted Gaussian basis sets for molecular calculations. I. Second row atoms, Z = 11–18. J. Chem.

Phys. 1980, 72, 5639–5648. [CrossRef]
22. Krishnan, R.; Binkley, J.S.; Seeger, R.; Pople, J.A.J. Self-consistent molecular orbital methods. XX. A basis set for correlated wave

functions. Chem. Phys. 1980, 72, 650–654. [CrossRef]
23. Wachters, A.J.H. Gaussian basis set for molecular wavefunctions containing third-row atoms. J. Chem. Phys. 1970, 52, 1033–1036.

[CrossRef]
24. Hay, P.J. Gaussian basis sets for molecular calculations—Representation of 3D orbitals in transition-metal atoms. J. Chem. Phys.

1977, 66, 4377–4384. [CrossRef]
25. Raghavachari, K.; Trucks, G.W. Highly correlated systems: Excitation energies of first row transition metals Sc-Cu. J. Chem. Phys.

1989, 91, 1062–1065. [CrossRef]
26. Weigend, F.; Ahlrichs, R. Balanced basis sets of split valence, triple zeta valence and quadruple zeta valence quality for H to Rn:

Design and assessment of accuracy. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2005, 7, 3297–3305. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
27. Weigend, F. Accurate Coulomb-fitting basis sets for H to Rn. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2006, 8, 1057–1065. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
28. Hay, P.J.; Wadt, W.R. Ab initio effective core potentials for molecular calculations—Potentials for the transition-metal atoms Sc to

Hg. J. Chem. Phys. 1985, 82, 270–283. [CrossRef]
29. Wadt, W.R.; Hay, P.J. Ab initio effective core potentials for molecular calculations—Potentials for main group elements Na to Bi.

J. Chem. Phys. 1985, 82, 284–298. [CrossRef]
30. Hay, P.J.; Wadt, W.R. Ab initio effective core potentials for molecular calculations—Potentials for K to Au including the outermost

core orbitals. J. Chem. Phys. 1985, 82, 299–310. [CrossRef]
31. Uzunova, E.L.; Mikosch, H. Electronic, Magnetic Structure and Water Splitting Reactivity of the Iron-Sulfur dimers and their

Hexacarbonyl Complexes: A Density Functional Study. J. Chem. Phys. 2014, 141, 044307. [CrossRef]
32. Uzunova, E.L. Pathways of selective catalytic CO2 two-step reduction on di-iron, di-cobalt and iron-cobalt disulfide carbonyls—

An electronic structure study. Catal. Sci. Technol. 2019, 9, 1039–1047. [CrossRef]
33. Uzunova, E.L. Cation binding of Li(I), Na(I) and Zn(II) to cobalt and iron sulphide clusters—Electronic structure study. Phys.

Chem. Chem. Phys. 2022, 24, 20228–20238. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
34. Lovell, T.; Himo, F.; Han, W.-G.; Noodleman, L. Density functional methods applied to metalloenzymes. Coord. Chem. Rev. 2003,

238–239, 211–232. [CrossRef]
35. Halgren, T.A.; Lipscomb, W.N. The Synchronous Transit Method for Determining Reaction Pathways and Locating Transition

States. Chem. Phys. Lett. 1977, 49, 225–232. [CrossRef]
36. Peng, C.; Ayala, P.Y.; Schlegel, H.B.; Frisch, M.J. Using redundant internal coordinates to optimize equilibrium geometries and

transition states. J. Comp. Chem. 1996, 17, 49–56. [CrossRef]
37. Fukui, K. The path of chemical-reactions—The IRC approach. Acc. Chem. Res. 1981, 14, 363–368. [CrossRef]
38. Hratchian, H.P.; Schlegel, H.B. Accurate reaction paths using a Hessian based predictor-corrector integrator. J. Chem. Phys. 2004,

120, 9918–9924. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.1021/cr300463y
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.200906262
https://doi.org/10.1021/ar900110c
https://doi.org/10.1039/B801796B
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr800542q
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19438209
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature03298
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15703741
https://doi.org/10.1021/cs4005419
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.464913
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.470829
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.37.785
https://doi.org/10.1016/0009-2614(89)87234-3
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.438980
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.438955
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1673095
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.433731
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.457230
https://doi.org/10.1039/b508541a
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16240044
https://doi.org/10.1039/b515623h
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16633586
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.448799
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.448800
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.448975
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4890650
https://doi.org/10.1039/C8CY02203H
https://doi.org/10.1039/D2CP02415B
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35983907
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0010-8545(02)00331-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0009-2614(77)80574-5
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1096-987X(19960115)17:1%3C49::AID-JCC5%3E3.0.CO;2-0
https://doi.org/10.1021/ar00072a001
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1724823
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15268010


Materials 2024, 17, 56 13 of 13

39. Tomasi, J.; Mennucci, B.; Cammi, R. Quantum Mechanical Continuum Solvation Models. Chem. Rev. 2005, 105, 2999–3093.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

40. Bauernschmitt, R.; Ahlrichs, R. Treatment of electronic excitations within the adiabatic approximation of time dependent density
functional theory. Chem. Phys. Lett. 1996, 256, 454–464. [CrossRef]

41. Furche, F.; Ahlrichs, R. Adiabatic time-dependent density functional methods for excited state properties. J. Chem. Phys. 2002, 117,
7433–7447. [CrossRef]

42. Grimme, S.; Ehrlich, S.; Goerigk, L. Effect of the damping function in dispersion corrected density functional theory. J. Comput.
Chem. 2011, 32, 1456–1465. [CrossRef]

43. Reed, A.E.; Curtiss, L.A.; Weinhold, F. Intermolecular interactions from a natural bond orbital, donor-acceptor viewpoint. Chem.
Rev. 1988, 88, 899–926. [CrossRef]

44. Weinhold, F.; Carpenter, J.E. The Structure of Small Molecules and Ions; Plenum: New York, NY, USA, 1988.
45. Flory, M.A.; McLamarrah, S.K.; Ziurys, L.M. High-resolution spectroscopy of CoS (X4∆i): Examining 3d transition-metal sulfide

bonds. J. Chem. Phys. 2005, 123, 164312. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
46. Haider, S.; Di Tommaso, D.; de Leeuw, N.H. Density functional theory simulations of the structure, stability and dynamics of iron

sulphide clusters in water. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2013, 15, 4310–4319. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
47. Terranova, U.; de Leeuw, N.H. Aqueous Fe2S2 cluster: Structure, magnetic coupling, and hydration behaviour from Hubbard U

density functional theory. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2014, 16, 13426–13433. [CrossRef]
48. Staemmler, V.; Reinhardt, P.; Allouti, F.; Alikhani, M.E. A theoretical study of the electronic structure of the Co2O2 molecule.

Chem. Phys. 2008, 349, 83–90. [CrossRef]
49. Gutsev, G.L.; Weatherford, C.A.; Jena, P.; Johnson, E.; Ramachandran, B.R. Competition between surface chemisorption and cage

formation in Fe12O12 clusters. Chem. Phys. Lett. 2013, 556, 211–216. [CrossRef]
50. Kunkely, H.; Vogler, A. Photoreactivity of Fe2S2(CO)6 originating from dσ* metal-to-ligand charge transfer excitation. J. Organomet.

Chem. 1998, 568, 291–293. [CrossRef]
51. Rybakov, A.A.; Trubnikov, D.N.; Larin, A.V. The role of water in the catalytic CO2 binding by alkaline earth Y faujasitеs.

Microporous Mesoporous Mater. 2022, 343, 112125. [CrossRef]
52. Uzunova, E.L.; Seriani, N.; Mikosch, H. CO2 Conversion to Methanol on Cu(I) Oxide Nanolayers and Clusters: Electronic

Structure Insight into the Reaction Mechanism. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2015, 17, 11088–11094. [CrossRef]
53. Gust, D.; Thomas, A.; Moore, T.A.; Ana, L.; Moore, A.L. Solar Fuels via Artificial Photosynthesis. Acc. Chem. Res. 2009, 42,

1890–1898. [CrossRef]
54. Wang, N.; Wang, M.; Liu, J.; Jin, K.; Chen, L.; Sun, L. Preparation, Facile Deprotonation, and Rapid H/D Exchange of the

µ-Hydride Diiron Model Complexes of the [FeFe]-Hydrogenase Containing a Pendant Amine in a Chelating Diphosphine Ligand.
Inorg.Chem. 2009, 48, 11551–11558. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

55. Camara, J.M.; Rauchfuss, T.B. Mild Redox Complementation Enables H2 Activation by [FeFe]-Hydrogenase Models. J. Am. Chem.
Soc. 2011, 133, 8098–8101. [CrossRef]

56. Fang, Z.; Dixon, D.A. Computational Study of H2 and O2 Production from Water Splitting by Small (MO2)n Clusters (M = Ti, Zr,
Hf). J. Phys. Chem. A 2013, 117, 3539–3555. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1021/cr9904009
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16092826
https://doi.org/10.1016/0009-2614(96)00440-X
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1508368
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcc.21759
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr00088a005
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2083507
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16268702
https://doi.org/10.1039/c3cp43560a
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23407642
https://doi.org/10.1039/C4CP00984C
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemphys.2008.02.040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cplett.2012.11.054
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-328X(98)00846-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micromeso.2022.112125
https://doi.org/10.1039/C5CP01267H
https://doi.org/10.1021/ar900209b
https://doi.org/10.1021/ic901154m
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20000647
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja201731q
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp401443x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23544659

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Results and Discussion 
	Structure and Bonding of the Tetracarbonyl Complexes of Metal Disulfides and Diselenides, M2X2(CO)4 
	The Hydrogen Evolution Reaction (HER) on Tetracarbonyl Complexes of Metal Disulfides and Diselenides, M2X2(CO)4 
	The Oxygen Evolution Reaction (OER) on Tetracarbonyl Complexes of Metal Disulfides and Diselenides, M2X2(CO)4 

	Conclusions 
	References

