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ABSTRACT. Electrochemical behavior of the heavy lanthanide complexes of alizarin red S
(ARS) has been investigated by d. c¢. polarography, differential pulse polarogrphy and cyclic
voltammetry.

The reduction mechanism at a mercury electrode of alizarin red S as a complexing ligand showed a
one step of two-electron transfer and the electron process is found to be reversible.

Alizarin red S forms a 3:1 adsorptive complexes with lanthanides and the complexes are reduced via
one step of two-elctron. The reduction potential of complex wave(P:) shifted more negatively than
the ligand wave(P,).

The linear calibration curves of the decreacing P: and increasing P is obtained when the lantha-
nide concentration varies from 2.0 X 10-°M to 6.4 X 10-*M under the condition of pH 9.5, 0.IM LiCl
and | x10-3M ARS. ’
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Fig 1.DC & DP polarograms of alizarin red S
0.1M LiCl, scan rate=10mV/sec, T=25°C

0.01% gelatine, pH=9.5, [ARS]=4 X 10-3M
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Fig. 2. Dependence of peak potential(QO) and peak
current(A) of alizarin red S at different pH
0.1M LiCl, T=25°C, [ARS]=1X 10-*M

Table 1. Logarithmic analysis of the reduction for
alizarin red S

pH —E, ip reciprocal slope
(Vvs. Ag/AgCl) (A)  [AE/Ailog(i/ig-i) )

2.40 0.782 0.70 0.083
3.50 0.717 0.85 0.082
4.50 0.752 1.00 0.062
4.99 0.739 1.12 0.056
6.52 0.748 1.20 0.047
7.05 0.737 1.26 0.046
8.30 0.742 1.12 0.038
9.32 0.742 1.13 0.033
10.43 0.787 1.18 0.035
11.48 0.905 1.25 0.038
12.20 0.966 1.32 0.042
12,52 0.985 1.40 0.044
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Fig. 4 Plot of iy, vs V2 for alizarin red §
[ARS]=1x 10"*M, 0.IM LiCl, pH=9.5, T=
25°C
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Table 2. Cyclic voltammetric data for alizarin red S at different concentration and scan rate,

[ARS] scan rate —Ep —E,. ipe ipa ipe VU2 ipa/ipe AEp
M) (mV/sec) (V vs. Ag/AgCl) (zA) (V)
8x10-° 10 0.717 0.675 0.085 0.075 0.025 0.938 0.042

20 0.719 0.669 0.099 0.093 0.022 0.939 0.050
50 0.727 0.662 0,150 0.140 0.023 0.933 0.065
100 0.740 0.650 0.212 0.175 0.021 0.825 0.090
200 0.760 0.630 0.271 0.195 0.019 0.720 0.130
1x10°* 10 0.730 0.689 0.080 0.070 0.022 0.875 0.041
20 0.733 0.684 0.120 0.100 0.027 0.833 0.049
50 0.752 0.676 0.186 0.161 0.026 0.865 0.076
100 0.757 0.664 0.272 0.200 0.027 0.735 0.095
200 0.766 0.668 0.299 0.212 0.022 0.709 0.098
2x 10 10 0.720 0.661 0.182 0.158 0.058 0.868 0.059
20 0.720 0.663 0.276 0.240 0.062 0.869 0.057
50 0.732 0.660 0.401 0.360 0.057 0.898 0.072
100 0.743 0.650 0.552 0.450 0.055 0.815 0.093
200 0.763 0.620 0.672 0.514 0.048 0.765 0,143
4x10-* 10 0.744 0.650 0.260 0.248 0.075 0.958 0.0594
20 0.750 0.640 0.331 0.318 0.074 0.961 0.110
50 0.760 0.635 0.528 0.508 0.075 0.962 0.125
100 0.754 0.612 0.752 0.680 0.075 0.904 0.142
200 0.765 0.591 1.007 0.824 0.072 0.818 0.174
0.iM LiCl pH=9.5 T=25C HMDE=1.10mm?
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Table 3. Polarographic data for Ln®*-alizarin red S complexes in LiCl supporting electrolyte

Ln Ist Wave 2nd Wave

M] ~E (V vs.Ag/AgCl) ip(A) -E.(V vs.Ag/AgCl) i (zA)

Gd+?* 2x10°¢ G¢.755 1.10 0.840 0.02
4x 1078 0.750 0.87 0.835 0.05

8x 1078 0.746 0.60 0.826 0.08
1.6x10-5 (.738 0.45 0.800 0.17
3.4x1075 0.736 0.25 0.800 0.25
6.4x10°° 0.730 0.08 0.818 0.28
Ho*?* 2x10-% G¢.776 0.860 0.01
4x 108 6.774 0.91 0.845 0.03
8§x10-° G¢.751 0.66 0.836 0.12
1.6X1073 (.748 0.42 0.833 0.21
3.4%107° (:.743 0.19 0.823 0.29
6.4>x10°° 0.743 0.17 0.822 0.36
Er*? 2Xx10-® G¢.793 1.04 0.857 0.02
4x10°8 ¢.770 0.83 0.855 0.04

8x 10-8 C¢.764 0.65 0.855 0.08
1.6x1075 G.762 0.48 0.854 0.16
3.4x10°8 C.762 0.17 0.847 0.29
6.4x 1075 G.760 0.826 0.34
Yb? 2x10-¢ G¢.775 1.13 0.870 0.02
4x10°¢ ¢.772 0.88 0.855 0.04

8x 10-¢ ¢.764 0.60 0.855 0.08
1.6x1073 ¢.762 3.38 0.852 0.16
3.4x10°8 G.760 0.15 0.850 0.32
6.4x10°° ¢.760 0.07 0.84] 0.64

< W, & Ln3*-ARS 289 Fxr} F7HHUE o
Zs}A| 9} 2] B2 dFel WE bl
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Z7tel w2} Z7hslkgdch P =3 ARSS] ¥ 29 5
Ftoll et Fhste] S| E o] Fehr} vhA| Akl
tHFig. 10). ARSS FX& ZF7MA71d A& =7}

[ARS]=2X 10-* pH=9.5 T=25C
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Ln?*-ARS #Z¢] %92 Folo} exsbe] AL
Fig. 113} o) £57} 371058 298 olt 27}
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Fig. 9. Relationship between the limitting current & the
concentration of Dy**-ARS complex
0.IM LiCl, pH=9.5, T=18C
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Fig. 10. Dependence of wave height on [ARS] for
Lu3*-ARS complex
[Lu*]=6x 10-°M, 0.IM LiCl, pH=9.5 T=
18°C
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. Fig . 11. Effect of temperature on Yb**-ARS complex

[ARS]=2Xx 10-*M, [Yb**]=3.4x 10-°M, 0.
IM LiCl, pH=9.5
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Table 4. Optimum concentration of Ln3* ions for
calibration curve of Ln3* ~ARS complex

Ln®* | I e e B P8 A F7}
(M) (ligand) (complex)
Gd3* 4X 107%~6.4X10"° 8xX 1075~6.4X 105
Tb3+ 4X 1075~6.4X10® 8X1075~6.4%x 10
Dy3+ 2X 10-8~3 2% 10-% 4x1076~6.4x 1075
Ers+ 2x107%~1.6X 1075 4 107~6,4% 108
Ho®* 4Xx1075~3 21078 4X107~3 2% 10"°
Tm?+ 4X 1075~6.4X10"® 4% 1076~6.4x10°°
Ybh+ 2X1078~3 2% 10°% 2% 107%~6.4X10"°
Lu3+ 2% 107¢~6.4x 1078 2X107%~6 4% 1078

[ARS]=2x10"M 0.IM LiCl pH=9.5 T=I8C

. peak current of ARS

. peak current of Ln®**-ARS complex
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Fig. 13. Relationship between peak current of Yb3+
-ARS(P,) and[Yb3*]

[ARS]=2x 10"*M, 0.1M LiCl, pH=9.5, T=

18°C 18°C
Table 5. Cyclic voltametric data for Dy**-ARS complexes
[Dy+] scan rate -E,(V vs. Ag/AgCl) ip(2A) i (IDV- (1) /C
M) (mV/sec) -Ep(l) -Ep(Il) ~Epu(I) ipe(1)  in(Il) (1)

1.43x10* 10 0.805 1.060 0.680 0.400 0.260 0.315 0.082 1.82
20 0.830 1.100 0.675 0.435 0.275 0.375 0.062 1.92

50 0.855 1.115 0.665 0.560 0.410 0.540 0.058 3.32

100 0.870 1.125 0.650 0.910 0.575 0.890 0.057 4.02

200 0.910 1.190 0.620 1.185 0.690 1,160 0.049 4.88

1.67x 1074 10 0.810 1.090 0.730 0.390 0.275 0.300 0.087 1.64
20 0.845 1.163 0.720 0.450 0.291 0.350 0.065 1.74

50 0.880 1.216 0.700 0.610 0.410 0.550 0.058 2.46

100 0.905 1.263 0.696 0.880 0.540 0.840 0.054 3.54

200 0.904 1.295 0.640 1.035 0.740 0.950 0.052 4.34

2.00x 107 10 0.805 1.047 0.680 0.270 0.300 0.100 0.095 1.50
20 0.870 1.130 0.664 0.285 0.340 0.160 0.076 1.70

50 0.890 1.190 0.660 0.330 0.360 0.375 0.051 1.80

100 0.895 1.200 0.630 0.590 0.580 0.525 0.038 2.90

200 0.909 1.230 0.624 0.700 0.760 0.742 0.064 3.80

2.50x 1074 10 0.858 1.068 0.670 0.180 0.320 0.080 0.101 1.28
20 0.860 1.135 0.668 0.245 0.335 Q.145 0.089 1.60

50 0.880 1.140 0.665 0.340 0.460 0.340 0.065 1.84

100 0.918 1.200 0.650 0.515 0.660 0.515 0.066 2.64

200 0.953 1.290 0.620 0.6% 0.790 0.690 0.056 3.16

[ARS]=1x10"* pH=9.5 T=18C 0.IMLiCl HMDE=1. 10mm?

Journal of the Korean Society of Analytical Sciences
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Fig_14. Plot of iy (II) vs V for Er**-ARS complex
[ARS]=1,0x 10-3M, [Er*]=2.5x 10-*M,
0.1M LiCl, pH=9.5, T=18"C
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Fig . 15. Plot of E.(I) vs V for Gd**~ARS complex
[ARS]=1.0Xx 1073M, [Gd**]=1.25% 10~*M,
0.1M LiCl, pH=9.5, T=18C
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Fig . 16. Plot of i, (1) /C vs V for Dy**-ARS complex
[ARS]=1.0% 10*M, 0.IM LiCl, pH=9.5,
T=18C
a) [Dy**]=1.43X 10*M b) [Dy3*]=1.67 x
107*M ¢) [Dy**]=2.50 % 10-'M
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Fig.17. Plot of 1, (II) V-'? vs V for Ho3*-ARS
complex
[ARS]=1.0x 10-3M, 0.IM LiCl,
T=18C
a) [Ho*]=1.25X 10~*M b) [Ho*]=1.67x
10-*M ¢) [Ho**]=2.50 x 10~*M
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3.2.3. Ln*"-ARS #go] MIUZ of|714F

ARS®2} 7§ FehF o] Atolo] YA BT
pH 9.5 3 0.1M LiCl A2} ) Ao 2] 282} 154A] »)
7 Bhgeld}. ¥ BelEo) 23 ARSE
1:39) 2E-2 s, 2 { ¥ oo ZekR2 1o
A At B3 oot gl ¥R W &
AF2A4 Lni*t-ARS 2E-L A3 o Fateo] &
H4€e 4 F d2 eI}APAFHAMNE FASE,
e ¥ Fo8 FEaEe] M F3%S A4k
v} F5aHEe ghelatel Hodgt HAlpE AlAbEE A
# n=29) st FEaEe fHAHGA{FITA
el F 7o) 3l mle} shte) Akt stel A Abs}ute
Eeldgl 2 $eelane Al s e skt
o} fatsltt. & FEaHEae) Atsbsle EAEkA] o
& 9wzt o] A& FEA Aol BUE o F
A7 #hEls AS A oebd ogwt
22 AR #4H & el 3 5 o)

2k3bAl ] Arizarin red S(ARS)E= 0.1M LiCl ®] =] A
g ol 4] quinonedjo] 243} 15kl FUuk-3E
shsdct.

A5 o Hazto| etz aslo| A pH odgkg FALEE
Az gkl 7k A ghdubgol A Sk &
732 pH 93]2vt. &x9f ofdg za}ste] 30°C7h
A= FAA A QL Fub-8- 2 Falslsdct. llkovie
A& o]-23te] ub-gol Pod7t A7) n=2308 Ut
o},

TcHAGAFFAA ARSY HFukg-2 3hte
A FAlel gt shte) Abshaad 0 2 ey

FAMG ot PEhE o] 2.0 e o] Wil OE B9

HAFel 72715 MY A FASFEL HE4E

Fol 29 FE7t FETE ZIIA A J17te gdukg
£ viehfigdch

standing timeell W&t Y 2-FelHFel W) (o
(alh]=0.446 FAEE(VI2)o) e} £ A A3)2 B
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w2 -2 gelaledr)
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A 1302 wi9lste] BEe ¥A sl Uz o]
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7}= ARSS] ¥E7} | X10-3Mo]5L F&olLe) ¥
7F2X10-9~6.4x10-SM ¥ $]oll A 2 A2 o 2 w3)s)}
deom wd AEste)l B9 HFE ARSY Fxs}
+22] F7tell upel Frlsled S A § o] Fbr) A
3t9l”] wEo) Ln3*-ARS F-Esbe] d3ul-g-2 w9
A7y AF el Y FAlo AFEo] Lo
F 2o vehvhe 34 HE o9& oelr)

TEHAYAFFAANA FASE Wl o} 32}E
stel] W&k B2 e), BUF R AFPLE =
ABEE RS FEe] Zrle) BB B-geldFe B
€ ¥A43te] Ln*"-ARS #Eul= w8l #Ee] &
2eh= B7b A A Fab-golw Ln3t-ARS EHEe] 3
2 232l ARSS #1918 oF &= gldeh

gAle 2
AT 1919 % TS5 2|ubf ) 54 o u) o
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