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The preparation of new geometrically spin-frustrated mag-
netic materials[1] that approximate theoretical models[1,2] is a
challenge. Although theMermin–Wagner theorem[3] indicates
that long-range magnetic order can exist in two dimensions at
zero Kelvin, order can be destroyed either by quantum
fluctuations or geometric frustration even at this temperature.
Theoretical studies indicate that the ground state of a spin-1/2
Heisenberg antiferromagnet is most likely to be semi-
classically ordered.[4] However, the interplay of geometric
frustration and quantum fluctuations has been found to give
rise to a paramagnetic ground state without semi-classical
long-range order in two types of lattice.
The first of these lattices is the famous Kagom+ lattice

(T8) and the second is the so-called “star” lattice (T9;
Scheme 1), which may serve as a new example of a quantum
paramagnet.[4, 5] The triangles are corner-sharing in the
Kagom+ lattice whereas they are separated by a bridge in
the star lattice, which means that their next-nearest-neighbor
exchange interactions are different.[4, 5] The magnetic J
exchange pathways in the Kagom+ lattice are all equivalent,
whereas the intra-triangular JT pathway in the star lattice is
weaker than the inter-triangular JD pathway. In contrast to the
rapid development of Kagom+-type antiferromagetic latti-
ces[6, 7] and related, geometrically spin-frustrated lattices,[8]

there appears to date to be no report of a compound with a
genuine star lattice.

Triangular clusters with superexchange pathways, such as
the widely employedM3(m3-O) clusters, whereMmay be Fe

III,
FeII, CoII, NiII, CuII, VIII, or CrIII, can be used to generate
frustrated lattices,[7–9] including the desired magnetically
frustrated star lattice. This star lattice can be described in
vertex notation as 3.122 (see Scheme S1 in the Supporting
Information), a lattice that is a uniform, three-connected two-
dimensional net with large voids.[10] Three-connected node
subunits that prefer to bond in a planar fashion, such as the
basic cationic iron(III) carboxylate cluster [Fe3(m3-O)(m-
O2CR)6L3]

+,[11] where L may be water, methanol, or pyridine,
must be used to avoid three-dimensional connections. These
carboxylate clusters are good potential building blocks
because they are easily prepared, prefer planar bonding,
and the R groups and L ligands can easily be varied.[12]

The cationic [Fe3(m3-O)(m-O2CR)6L3]
+ moiety has previ-

ously served as a six- or three-connected node (see Scheme S2
in the Supporting Information) to form either three-[12a–e] or
zero-dimensional[12f] porous frameworks depending upon the
nature of the carboxylate, which may be either fully or
partially substituted by dicarboxylates; the L ligands are
usually retained as terminal ligands. Although no example is
known to date, it should be possible to substitute the L ligands
located in the triangular [Fe3(m3-O)(m-O2CR)6L3]

+ cation
plane with other bridging bidentate ligands that are better
at both mediating antiferromagnetic interactions and produc-
ing a two-dimensional star lattice. Herein, we report the use
of bidentate acetate bridging ligands to link [Fe3(m3-O)(m-
OAc)6]

+ cations together to form [Fe3(m3-O)(m-OAc)6-
(H2O)3][Fe3(m3-O)(m-OAc)7.5]2·7H2O (1), a new compound
with the desired star lattice.
Single-crystal X-ray diffraction studies of 1 at 293 and

90 K revealed that isolated [Fe3(m3-O)(m-OAc)6(H2O)3]
+

cations (Figure 1) occupy the dodecagonal channels formed
by the stacking of acetate-bridged [Fe3(m3-O)(m-OAc)7.5]

1/2�

anionic layers; the dihedral angle between the triangular
[Fe3(m3-O)(m-OAc)6(H2O)3]

+ cations and the [Fe3(m3-O)(m-

Scheme 1. A comparison of the Kagom� (T8, left) and star (T9, right)
lattices with indication of the magnetic J exchange pathways.
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OAc)7.5]
1/2� anionic layers is 428 (see Figure S1 in the

Supporting Information). It should be noted that an extended
network containing its own building blocks as templates is
unusual in host–guest chemistry.
The anionic layers are packed in an AAA fashion along

the c axis and all the FeIII ions have a pseudooctahedral
coordination environment with mean Fe�O(oxo), Fe�O-
(carboxy), and Fe�O(aqua) bond lengths of 1.907(2),
2.018(3), and 2.065(4) D, respectively, which are in the
normal range for FeIII�O bonds. The mean Fe�O(oxo)�Fe
bond angles in the anionic layer and in the cationic “isolated”
trimer are 120.0(1)8 and 120.3(1)8, respectively. Bond valence
sum calculations[13] with an r0(Fe�O) value of 1.759 D yield a
mean iron valence of 3.14 in 1, thereby confirming that the
iron is unambiguously trivalent, a conclusion that is fully
supported by the MFssbauer spectral results presented below.

The mean intra- and inter-trimer Fe···Fe distances in the
anionic layer are 3.307 and 6.130 D, respectively, and the
expected magnetic interactions within the anionic layer are
consistent with the formation of a “star” lattice. The major
interactions between both the anionic layers and the anionic
layers and the “isolated” cations are hydrogen bonds. The
shortest Fe···Fe distance between the “isolated” cations and
the anionic layers is 6.990 D, and the shortest Fe···Fe distance
between the anionic layers is 7.424 D.
The MFssbauer spectra (Figure 2 and Figure S2 in the

Supporting Information) indicate both that 1 is paramagnetic
between 295 and 10 K and that it exhibits long-range

magnetic order at 4.2 K. The paramagnetic spectra can be
fitted with two doublets in a 2:1 ratio, the resulting hyperfine
parameters of which are characteristic of FeIII (see Table S1a
in the Supporting Information). Full details of the analysis of
the paramagnetic spectra are given in the Supporting
Information.
The spectrum at 4.2 K (Figure 2) can be fitted using four

magnetic components with an area ratio of 4/9:2/9:2/9:1/9.
The first two of these components can be assigned to the
[Fe3(m3-O)(m-OAc)7.5]

1/2� anions and the second two to the
[Fe3(m3-O)(m-OAc)6(H2O)3]

+ cations; the resulting hyperfine
parameters are given in Table S1b of the Supporting Infor-
mation. Two sextets are required for each ion because the
principal axis of the electric field gradient at the FeIII ion
makes two different angles, q, with the easy magnetization
axis, an axis that is normal to the c axis and collinear with the
a axis. As expected, the two q values are 08 and 608 for the
anions. In contrast, although one of the angles for the cation is
908, as expected, the second is 08 rather than the expected
value of 508 based on the 428 tilt of the Fe3O plane of the
cation relative to the plane of the anion (see Figure S1 in the
Supporting Information).
In agreement with the magnetic results presented below,

the hyperfine fields of about 20 T observed for the anions

Figure 1. The structural unit (a) and the “star” anionic framework (b)
of 1 viewed down the c axis. The guest water molecules have been
omitted for clarity. The FeIII ions in the anionic layer are colored blue
and are highlighted as blue polyhedra in (b); the FeIII ions in the
isolated cations are red in (a) and these cations have been omitted in
(b); oxygen atoms are colored orange and carbon atoms grey.

Figure 2. MKssbauer spectra of 1 obtained at 10 and 4.2 K; T: trans-
mission; u : velocity. The fitting lines are assigned according to the
ratio of anions and cations.
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indicate that the magnetization, which most probably results
from long-range magnetic coupling of the moments in the
layered anions, is not saturated at 4.2 K. In contrast, the much
smaller fields observed for the isolated cations result from a
transferred field arising from the anions; the isolated cations
do not contribute to the exchange coupling. In the absence of
information about the magnetic structure, it is difficult to
determine the reason for the very different transferred fields
on the FeIII ions in the isolated cations.
The influence of structure on the magnetic properties of 1

is interesting. The dc susceptibility indicates that cT at 300 K
is 12.44 cm3mol�1K (see Figure S4 in the Supporting Infor-
mation), a value that is much smaller than the expected
39.39 cm3mol�1K spin-only cT for nine fully spin-decoupled
S= 5=2 Fe

III ions. It thus appears that there is significant
antiferromagnetic coupling between the three high-spin FeIII

ions through the oxo bridge.[11] The magnetic susceptibility
observed between 105 and 300 K exhibits Curie–Weiss
behavior (Figure 3) with a Curie constant, C, of

36.52 cm3mol�1K, a corresponding effective magnetic
moment, meff, of 5.78 mB per Fe

III ion, and aWeiss temperature,
q, of �581 K. The reduction of meff from the expected value of
5.92 mB and the large negative q value confirm the presence of
antiferromagnetic interactions in 1.
A measure of magnetic spin frustration, f, is given by j q/

TN j , and an f value above 10 indicates the presence of strong
frustration.[1] From the above q value and the TN value of
4.5 K determined from the dc and ac susceptibility presented
below, a value for f of 129 is obtained for 1, which indicates the
presence of strong spin frustration.[1, 2] cT decreases continu-
ously upon cooling to reach a minimum of 0.56 cm3mol�1K at
5.1 K and then increases to a maximum of 0.75 cm3mol�1K at
about 3.9 K; this increase is probably because the number of
metal centers is odd, which prevents the total cancellation of
the antiferromagnetically coupled spins, and/or because a
spin-canting behavior is induced by Dzyaloshinsky–Moriya
interactions,[14] which lead to the presence of weak ferromag-
netism. To confirm this possibility, we measured c in applied

fields of 0.005–4 T between 3 and 20 K (see the inset to
Figure 3). The observed increase in c below about 4.5 K in a
field of 0.005 Tunambiguously indicates the presence of both
canted antiferromagnetism and long-range magnetic order
below 4.5 K.
The occurrence of magnetic order in 1 below 4.5 K was

further confirmed by the observed difference in its field-
cooled and zero-field-cooled susceptibility (Figure 4), the

irreversible spontaneous magnetization observed at 4 and
2 K, and the sharp peak observed at 4.5 K in both the real and
imaginary components of the ac susceptibility (see Figure S5
in the Supporting Information). In addition, the ac suscept-
ibility of 1 is independent of frequency, which precludes the
presence of any spin-glass like behavior.[15] Further, the small
molar magnetization of 1 (1.38NmB) observed at 2 K in an
applied field of 7 T (see Figure S5 in the Supporting
Information) as well as the hysteresis loop with a coercive
field of only 0.01 and 0.02 T and a remnant magnetization of
only 0.010 and 0.015NmB at 4 and 2 K, respectively (see the
inset to Figure 4), again indicate the presence of weak
ferromagnetism in 1. This behavior is very similar to that
previously reported for some related layered magnets.[16]

Unfortunately, 1 does have limitations as an ideal “star”
antiferromagnet both because of the presence of the [FeIII3(m3-
O)(m-OAc)6(H2O)3]

+ cations, even though they are para-
magnetic at 4.2 K (by MFssbauer spectroscopy) and because
the bridging acetate ligands do not yield magnetic exchange
interactions within the anionic layers that are stronger than
the “localized” exchange interactions within the {FeIII3(m3-O)}
triangular clusters.[17–19] Thus, in the absence of an appropriate
model, we cannot determine the extent of the magnetic
frustration attributable to the star lattice directly. We also
cannot qualitatively compare the f values with those reported
previously for {FeIII3(m3-O)}-based compounds as it is impos-
sible to calculate the latter because of the absence of a N+el
temperature in such oligomeric complexes[11] or magnetically
dilute coordination polymers.[12] The only compounds that can
be used as a reference point are the FeIII-containing jaro-
sites.[7] Although the f values (10–51) of these jarosites are all
smaller than that of 1,[7] it does not follow that the frustration
is stronger in 1 as the inter-trimer magnetic interactions are
very different in the two lattices.

Figure 3. The temperature dependence of the inverse molar magnetic
susceptibility of 1 obtained in an applied dc field of 0.1 T; the solid
line represents the behavior according to the Curie–Weiss law. Inset:
The field dependence of the molar magnetic susceptibility of 1
obtained below 20 K.

Figure 4. The zero-field-cooled (ZFC) and field-cooled (FC) molar
magnetic susceptibility of 1 obtained in a dc applied field of 0.03 T.
Inset: The magnetic hysteresis observed in 1 at the indicated temper-
atures.
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Jarosites and analogous Kagom+ lattice complexes with
FeIII, CoII, and CrIII ions exhibit frustrated low-temperature
antiferromagnetism and, occasionally, long-range order in the
ground state.[6,7] The quantum many body Heisenberg inter-
action theory[6g] indicates that such Kagom+ complexes with
half-odd-integer spins will exhibit strongmagnetic frustration.
In contrast, the degeneracy of the spin excitations in integer-
spin and mixed-spin complexes will produce a spin-gap that
partially or fully removes any geometric lattice-induced
magnetic frustration. If this theory applies to star complexes,
the half-odd-integer spins of 1 should yield ground-state
lattice-induced frustration. However, because of the some-
what reduced lattice symmetry of 1, Dzyaloshinsky–Moriya
interactions may induce spin-canting out of the plane of the
star, which means that the interlayer coupling between the
canted moments[6h] at low temperature, either through the
extensive hydrogen-bonding network between the layers of 1
or through space,[15] may lead to long-range magnetic order.
In summary, we have obtained an iron(III) acetate hybrid

material[20] with a star lattice, which exhibits spin frustration
and long-range magnetic order simultaneously, by linking
triangular {Fe3O(OAc)6} clusters. More importantly, this
“bottom-up” strategy provides a practical way to prepare
frustrated magnetic materials with a specific topology.

Experimental Section
Synthesis of 1: A solution of [Fe3O(OAc)6(H2O)3]Cl·6H2O (0.076 g,
0.1 mmol) in MeCN (10 mL) was carefully layered on an aqueous
solution (10 mL) of FeCl3·4H2O (0.117 g, 0.5 mmol) and NaOAc
(0.166 g, 2 mmol) in a long tube (0.6 M 25 cm2). The tube was sealed
with Parafilm and kept at room temperature. Red plate-like crystals
of 1 were obtained from the bottom of the tube after 4 months (yield:
0.064 g, 37% based on Fe). A simulation of the powder X-ray
diffraction pattern of 1 indicates that it is phase-pure (see Figure S4 in
the Supporting Information). IR data for 1 (KBr): ñ= 3425 (s,br),
2925 (w), 2853 (w), 1599 (vs), 1558 (s), 1519 (s), 1446 (s), 1020 (w), 850
(w), 726 (w), 663 (w), 611 cm�1 (w). Anal. calcd. for 1: C 25.60, H 4.25;
found: C 25.25, H 4.39.
Crystal data for 1 at 293(2) K: C42H83Fe9O55,M= 1970.73 gmol�1,

monoclinic, space group C2/c, a= 29.661(2), b= 17.2693(8), c=
16.0180(8) D, b= 111.053(1)o, V= 7657.0(6) D3, Z= 4, 1=
1.710 gcm�3, qmax= 26.08, total data 21114, unique data 7483, m=
1.762 mm�1, 521 parameters, R1= 0.0426 for I� 2s(I) and wR2=
0.1207 for all data.
Crystal data for 1 at 90(2) K: a= 29.396(1), b= 17.3372(9), c=

15.7527(8) D, b= 111.600(1)8, V= 7464.4(6) D3, Z= 4, 1=
1.754 gcm�3, qmax= 26.08, total data 28063, unique data 7317, m=
1.808 mm�1, 521 parameters, R1= 0.0340 for I� 2s(I) and wR2=
0.0880 for all data. The intensity data were recorded with a Bruker
SMARTApex CCD system with MoKa radiation (l= 0.71073 D). The
structure was solved by direct methods and refined on F2 using
SHELXTL. CCDC 643841 and 643842 contain the supplementary
crystallographic data for this paper. These data can be obtained free
of charge from The Cambridge Crystallographic Data Centre via
www.ccdc.cam.ac.uk/data_request/cif.
The MFssbauer spectra of 1 were recorded with a constant-

acceleration spectrometer equipped with a rhodium matrix cobalt-57
source that had been calibrated at room temperature with a-iron foil.
Magnetic susceptibility measurements for 1 were performed with

a Quantum Design MPMS-XL7 SQUID magnetometer. A diamag-

netic correction of �8.86M 10�4 emumol�1 (calculated from PascalSs
constants) was applied.

Received: May 3, 2007
Revised: June 1, 2007
Published online: July 6, 2007

.Keywords: iron · magnetic properties · materials science ·
MKssbauer spectroscopy · spin frustration

[1] a) A. P. Ramirez, Annu. Rev. Mater. Sci. 1994, 24, 453; b) J. E.
Greedan, J. Mater. Chem. 2001, 11, 37; c) A. Harrison, J. Phys.
Condens. Matter 2004, 16, S553; d) A. P. Ramirez, MRS Bull.
2005, 30, 447; e) J. E. Greedan, J. Alloys Compd. 2006, 408–412,
444.

[2] a) S. H. Lee, C. Broholm, C. Ratcliff, G. Gasparovic, Q. Huang,
T. H. Kim, S. W. Cheong, Nature 2002, 418, 856; b) R. F. Wang,
C. Nisoli, R. S. Freitas, J. Li, W. McConville, B. J. Cooley, M. S.
Lund, N. Samarth, C. Leighton, V. H. Crespi, P. Schiffer, Nature
2006, 439, 303.

[3] N. D. Mermin, H. Wagner, Phys. Rev. Lett. 1966, 17, 1133.
[4] J. Richter, J. Schulenberg, A. Honecher,QuantumMagnetism in

Two Dimensions: From Semi-classical N<el Order to Magnetic
Disorder in Quantum Magnetism (Eds.: U. SchollwFck, J.
Richter, D. J. J. Farnell, R. F. Bishop), Springer, Berlin, 2004.

[5] a) J. Richter, J. Schulenberg, A. Honecher, Phys. Rev. B 2004, 70,
174454; b) C. R. Scullard, Phys. Rev. E 2006, 73, 016107.

[6] a) B. Moulton, J. Lu, R. Hajndl, S. Hariharan, M. J. Zaworotko,
Angew. Chem. 2002, 114, 2945; Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2002, 41,
2821; b) J. J. Perry, G. J. Memanus, M. J. Zaworotko, Chem.
Commun. 2004, 2534; c) C. R. Wiebe, P. L. Russo, A. T. Savici,
Y. J. Uemura, G. J. MacDougall, G. M. Luke, S. Kuchta, J. E.
Greedan, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 2005, 17, 6469; d) C. N. R.
Rao, E. V. Sampathkumaran, R. Nagarajan, G. Paul, J. N.
Behera, A. Choudhury, Chem. Mater. 2004, 16, 1441; e) Y.-Z.
Zheng, M.-L. Tong, W.-X. Zhang, X.-M. Chen, Chem. Commun.
2006, 165; f) S. K. Pati, C. N. R. Rao, J. Chem. Phys. 2005, 123,
234703; g) J. N. Behera, A. Sundaresan, S. K. Pati, C. N. R. Rao,
ChemPhysChem 2007, 8, 217.

[7] a) A. S.Wills, A. Harrison, J. Chem. Soc. Faraday Trans. 1996, 92,
2161; b) S.-H. Lee, C. Broholm, M. F. Collins, L. Heller, A. P.
Ramirez, C. Kloc, E. Bucher, R. W. Erwin, N. Lacevic, Phys. Rev.
B 1997, 56, 8091; c) A. S. Wills, A. Harrison, C. Ritter, R. I.
Simith, Phys. Rev. B 2000, 61, 6156; d) J. Frunzke, T. Hansen, A.
Harrison, J. S. Lord, G. S. Oakley, D. Visser, A. S. Wills, J. Mater.
Chem. 2001, 11, 179; e) A. S. Wills, G. S. Oakley, D. Visser, J.
Frunzke, A. Harrison, K. H. Andersen, Phys. Rev. B 2001, 64,
094436; f) D. G. Nocera, B. M. Bartlett, D. Grohol, D. Papout-
sakis, M. P. Shores, Chem. Eur. J. 2004, 10, 3850; g) D. Grohol, K.
Matan, J.-H. Cho, S.-H. Lee, J. W. Lynn, D. G. Nocera, Y. S. Lee,
Nat. Mater. 2005, 4, 323; h) F. C. Coomer, A. Harrison, G. S.
Oakley, J. Kulda, J. R. Stewart, J. A. Stride, B. Fak, J. W. Taylor,
D. Visser, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 2006, 18, 8847.

[8] a) R. Wiebe, J. E. Greedan, P. P. Kyriakou, G. M. Luke, J. S.
Gardner, A. Fukaya, I. M. Gat-Malureanu, P. L. Russo, A. T.
Savici, Y. J. Uemura, Phys. Rev. B 2003, 68, 134410; b) A. S.
Wills, N. P. Raju, J. E. Greedan, Chem. Mater. 1999, 11, 1510;
c) J. E. Greedan, N. P. Raju, A. S. Wills, C. Morin, S. M. Shaw,
Chem. Mater. 1998, 10, 3058; d) D. Cave, F. C. Coomer, E.
Molinos, H.-H. Klauss, P. T. Wood,Angew. Chem. 2006, 118, 817;
Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2006, 45, 803; e) M.-H. Zeng, W.-X.
Zhang, X.-M. Chen, Dalton Trans. 2006, 5294.

[9] a) M. J. Zaworotko, Chem. Commun. 2001, 1; b) B. Moulton,
M. J. Zaworotko, Chem. Rev. 2001, 101, 1629; c) S. R. Batten,
Curr. Opin. Solid State Mater. Sci. 2001, 5, 107; d) S. R. Batten,
K. S. Murray, Coord. Chem. Rev. 2003, 246, 103; e) S. R. Batten,

Angewandte
Chemie

6079Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2007, 46, 6076 –6080 � 2007 Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim www.angewandte.org

http://www.angewandte.org


J. Solid State Chem. 2005, 178, 2475; f) R. J. Hill, D.-L. Long,
N. R. Champness, P. Hubberstey, M. SchrFder, Acc. Chem. Res.
2005, 38, 337; g) D. Bradshaw, J. B. Claridge, E. J. Cussen, T. J.
Prior, M. J. Rosseinsky, Acc. Chem. Res. 2005, 38, 273; h) M. J.
Zaworotko, Cryst. Growth Des. 2007, 7, 4.

[10] A. F. Wells, Three-Dimensional Nets and Polyhedra, Wiley, New
York, 1977.

[11] a) G. J. Long, W. T. Robinson, W. P. Tappmeyer, D. L. Bridges, J.
Chem. Soc. Dalton Trans. 1973, 573; b) R. D. Cannon, R. P.
White, Prog. Inorg. Chem. 1988, 36, 95; c) R. D. Cannon, U. A.
Jayasooriya, R. Wu, S. K. arapKoske, J. A. Stride, O. F. Nielsen,
R. P. White, G. J. Kearley, D. Summerfield, J. Am. Chem. Soc.
1994, 116, 11869; d) F. E. Sowrey, C. Tilford, S. Wocadlo, C. E.
Anson, A. K. Powell, S. M. Bennington, W. Montfrooij, U. A.
Jayasooriya, R. D. Cannon, J. Chem. Soc. Dalton Trans. 2001,
862; e) W. Hibbs, P. J. van Koningsbruggen, A. M. Arif, W. W.
Shum, J. S. Miller, Inorg. Chem. 2003, 42, 5645.

[12] a) C. T. Dziobkowski, J. T. Wrobleski, D. B. Brown, Inorg.
Chem. 1981, 20, 671; b) M. Leblanc, G. F+rey, Y. Calage, R.
de Pape, J. Solid State Chem. 1984, 53, 360; c) C. Serre, F.
Millange, S. Surbl+, G. F+rey, Angew. Chem. 2004, 116, 6445;
Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2004, 43, 6285; d) S. Surbl+, F. Millange,
C. Serre, G. F+rey, R. I. Walton, Chem. Commun. 2006, 1518;
e) C. Serre, F. Millange, S. Surbl+, J.-M. GrenWche, G. F+rey,
Chem. Mater. 2004, 16, 2706; f) A. C. Sudik, A. R. Millward,
N. W. Ockwig, A. P. CXt+, J. Kim, O. M. Yaghi, J. Am. Chem. Soc.
2005, 127, 7110.

[13] I. D. Brown, D. Altermatt,Acta Crystallogr. Sect. B 1985, 41, 244.
[14] a) I. Dzyaloshinsky, J. Phys. Chem. Solids 1958, 4, 241; b) T.

Moriya, Phys. Rev. 1960, 120, 91.
[15] J. A. Mydosh, Spin Glasses: An Experimental Introduction,

Taylor and Francis, London, 1993.

[16] a)Magnetic Properties of Layered Transition Metal Compounds
(Ed.: L. J. de Jongh), Kluwer, Dordrecht, The Netherlands,
1990 ; b) P. Rabu, M. Drillon, Adv. Eng. Mater. 2003, 5, 189; c) P.
Day, J. Chem. Soc. Dalton Trans. 1997, 701; d) A. S. Wills, N. P.
Raju, C. Morin, J. E. Greedan, Chem. Mater. 1999, 11, 1936.

[17] A fit of the magnetic properties of 1 between 15 and 300 K with
the model of Adams et al. (R. W. Adams, C. G. Barraclough,
R. L. Martin, G. Winter, Inorg. Chem. 1966, 5, 346) yields an
average antiferromagnetic exchange coupling constant, J, of
�26(1) cm�1. Values of �18(1) and �33(1) cm�1 are obtained if
separate J values are used for the cation and the anion. The
estimated value of J within the {Fe3(m3-O)} trimer is �28.4 or
�23.3 cm�1 according to the model of Gorun and Lippard (S. M.
Gorun, S. J. Lippard, Inorg. Chem. 1991, 30, 1625) or Haase et al.
(R. Werner, S. Ostrovsky, K. Griesar, W. Haase, Inorg. Chem.
Acta 2001, 326, 78),respectively. All these values are reasonable
for {Fe3(m3-O)} trimers.

[11]

[18] To the best of our knowledge, there is only one example of a
study of the magnetic interaction between FeIII ions through an
anti-anti bridging carboxylate, which gives a coupling constant in
the range�5.1 to�4.0 cm�1, depending on the coplanarity of the
system: P. Angaridis, J. W. Kampf, V. L. Pecoraro, Inorg. Chem.
2005, 44, 3626.

[19] For some other metal ions bridged by anti-anti carboxylates, see:
a) J. Overgaard, E. Rentschler, G. A. Timco, F. K. Larsen,
ChemPhysChem 2004, 5, 1755; b) A. RodrYguez-Fortea, P.
Alemany, S. Alvarez, E. Ruiz, Chem. Eur. J. 2001, 7, 627;
c) X.-Y. Wang, H.-Y. Wei, Z.-M. Wang, Z.-D. Chen, S. Gao,
Inorg. Chem. 2005, 44, 572.

[20] Complex 1 belongs to the I0O2 class of hybrid materials, a class
which indicates a zero-dimensional inorganic component and a
two-dimensional hybrid; see: A. K. Cheetham, C. N. R. Rao,
R. K. Feller, Chem. Commun. 2006, 4780.

Communications

6080 www.angewandte.org � 2007 Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2007, 46, 6076 –6080

http://www.angewandte.org

