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Abstract

Background: Chalcones are ubiquitous natural compounds with a wide variety of reported biological activities,
including antitumoral, antiviral and antimicrobial effects. Furthermore, chalcones are being studied for its potential
use in organic electroluminescent devices; therefore the description of their spectroscopic properties is important
to elucidate the structure of these molecules. One of the main techniques available for structure elucidation is the
use of Nuclear Magnetic Resonance Spectroscopy (NMR). Accordingly, the prediction of the NMR spectra in this
kind of molecules is necessary to gather information about the influence of substituents on their spectra.

Results: A novel substituted chalcone has been synthetized. In order to identify the functional groups present in
the new synthesized compound and confirm its chemical structure, experimental and theoretical 1H-NMR and
13C-NMR spectra were analyzed. The theoretical molecular structure and NMR spectra were calculated at both the
Hartree-Fock and Density Functional (meta: TPSS; hybrid: B3LYP and PBE1PBE; hybrid meta GGA: M05-2X and
M06-2X) levels of theory in combination with a 6-311++G(d,p) basis set. The structural parameters showed that the
best method for geometry optimization was DFT:M06-2X/6-311++G(d,p), whereas the calculated bond angles and
bond distances match experimental values of similar chalcone derivatives. The NMR calculations were carried out using
the Gauge-Independent Atomic Orbital (GIAO) formalism in a DFT:M06-2X/6-311++G(d,p) optimized geometry.

Conclusion: Considering all HF and DFT methods with GIAO calculations, TPSS and PBE1PBE were the most accurate
methods used for calculation of 1H-NMR and 13C-NMR chemical shifts, which was almost similar to the B3LYP
functional, followed in order by HF, M05-2X and M06-2X methods. All calculations were done using the Gaussian 09
software package. Theoretical calculations can be used to predict and confirm the structure of substituted chalcones
with good correlation with the experimental data.
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Introduction
Chalcones are ubiquitous substances found in a diversity
of plants. They are precursors to other natural products,
such as flavonoids, which have reported a wide range of
biological activities such as antioxidant, antibacterial, anti-
tumoral among others [1]. Due to the importance of these
compounds, diverse studies on synthesis and biological ac-
tivities of molecules containing the chalcone ring system,
have been reported recently [2]. The prenyloxychalcones
are important derivatives of chalcones, which contain a
prenyl-type side chain with different length, including 2,2-
* Correspondence: lmrodrig@uach.mx
1Facultad de Ciencias Químicas. Universidad Autónoma de Chihuahua.
Circuito No. 1, Nuevo Campus Universitario, Chih, Mexico
Full list of author information is available at the end of the article

© 2013 Espinoza-Hicks et al.; licensee Chemist
Creative Commons Attribution License (http:/
distribution, and reproduction in any medium
dimethylallyl, geranyl or farnesyl chains; these compounds
have shown interesting antitumoral activity [3]. In order
to obtain information on the nature and expected activ-
ities of a given organic compound, it is necessary a better
understanding of its spectroscopic properties, as well as
the detection of functional groups. Along chemistry com-
munity, Nuclear Magnetic Resonance (NMR) is one of the
most widely used spectroscopic techniques, and the most
sensitive to study organic compounds molecular structure
[4-6]. On the other hand, quantum chemical calculations
are an important tool for the determination of the rela-
tionship between structure and spectral properties [7].
Predicting structures and compositions of complex sys-
tems through NMR analysis by theoretical methods is a
reachable goal, but an excellent accuracy of few parts per
ry Central Ltd. This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the
/creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0), which permits unrestricted use,
, provided the original work is properly cited.

https://core.ac.uk/display/81911737?utm_source=pdf&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=pdf-decoration-v1
mailto:lmrodrig@uach.mx
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0


Espinoza-Hicks et al. Chemistry Central Journal 2013, 7:17 Page 2 of 11
http://journal.chemistrycentral.com/content/7/1/17
million in the calculations is necessary to obtain good pre-
cision in the calculated spectra [8].
Numerous simulation techniques have been developed

for the calculation of molecular NMR shielding tensors and
magnetic susceptibilities: Gauge-Independent Atomic Or-
bital (GIAO) formalism [9-13], Continuous Set of Gauge
Transformations (CSGT) method [14-16], Individual Gauge
for Local Orbitals (IGLO) method [17-21], and Localized
Orbital/Local Origin (LORG) theory [22] among others.
The large majority of theoretical NMR properties reported
in the literature use the GIAO formalism, which is known
to give satisfactory results for large molecules. Although the
theoretical calculations are limited by the employed meth-
odology, GIAO formalism shows good correlation when
compared with experimental NMR values.
The aim of this work was to present the theoretical

and experimental analyses of 1H and 13C NMR calculations
on a novel synthesized chalcone molecule named (2E)-
1-(3,4-dimethoxyphenyl)-3-{3-methoxy-4-[(3-methylbut-2-
en-1-yl)oxy]phenyl}prop-2-en-1-one, compound 3, (Scheme 1),
by comparing several theoretical methods with experi-
mental values, to attain a good accuracy in the pre-
diction of NMR properties using GIAO formalism at
both the Hartree-Fock and density functional theory
(DFT) levels of theory. Also, the quantum-chemical
calculations were used for a better understanding of
the NMR properties as well as for an analysis of the
geometrical parameters in this novel compound.

Experimental
Synthesis
General
The reaction was done under nitrogen atmosphere. Sol-
vents employed for column chromatography were of re-
agent grade. Nuclear magnetic resonance spectra were
recorded in diluted solutions of CDCl3, with a solvent con-
taining tetramethylsilane as reference. The spectra were
recorded using a Varian Spectrometer at 300 MHz. The
chemical shifts are reported as parts per million (ppm).
(2E)–1-(3,4-dimethoxyphenyl)–3-{3-methoxy-4-[(3-methyl-

but-2-en-1-yl)oxy]phenyl}prop-2-en-1-one (3). The syn-
thesis of compound 3 was obtained following the
protocol of Liu et al. [23]. A mixture of prenyloxyvanillin
1 (1.1 g, 5 mmol) and 3, 4–Dimethoxyacetophenone 2
(1.05 g, 5 mmol) was added to a solution of 2:1 ethanol-
CHOO

O

+

O

O

O
NaO

1 2

Scheme 1 Chemical synthesis of (2E)-1-(3,4-dimethoxyphenyl)-3-{3-m
(Compound 3).
water (40 ml) and stirred until dissolution. Then, a solution
of NaOH (0.68 gr, 17 mmol) in 16 mL of water was added
dropwise and the reaction mixture was stirred for 48 hours
at room temperature. The reaction was extracted with ethyl
acetate (50 ml), and the organic layer was washed with
brine, dried (Na2SO4) and concentrated under reduced
pressure. The crude product was purified by column chro-
matography (Silica gel Sigma-Aldrich 60 Å), eluting with
hexane-ethyl acetate 9:1 to give the pure compound 3 as a
yellow solid, 0.73 g. Yield: 38.17%.

1H-NMR, (CDCl3 300 MHz) δ:1.76 (s, 3H), 1.79 (s, 3H),
3.94 (s, 3H), 3.96 (s, 3H), 3.97 (s, 3H), 4.63 (s, 1H), 4.65 (s,
1H), 5.53 (m, 1H), 6.89 (d, 1H, J = 9 Hz), 6.94 (d, 1H, J =
9 Hz), 7.17 (d, 1H, J = 3Hz), 7.22 (dd, 1H, J = 9, 3 Hz), 7.42
(d, 1H, J = 15 Hz), 7.63 (d, 1H, J = 3 Hz), 7.69 (dd, 1H, J = 3,
9 Hz), 7.77 (d, 1H, J = 15 Hz). FT-IR (ATR): 2934, 1651,
1594, 1509, 1420, 1259, 1199, 1140, 1025, 982, 804,
766 cm-1. 13C-NMR (CDCl3 75.48 MHz) δ: 188.68, 153.11,
150.67, 149.6, 149.24, 144.27, 138.22, 131.61, 127.94,
122.87, 122.82, 119.52, 119.44, 112.65, 110.86, 110.46,
109.95, 65.81, 56.1, 56.08, 56.02, 25.87, 18.31.

Computational details
The tested DFT methods include: two hybrid functionals
(B3LYP [24,25] and PBE1PBE [26]), the meta DFT TPSS
[27,28] and two hybrid meta GGA methods (M05-2X
[29,30] and M06-2X [30,31]). These methods are summar-
ized in Table 1. The DFT methods employed were also
compared with the Hartree-Fock calculations. All the theor-
etical calculations were determined in gas phase and in the
approximation of the isolated molecule, using GaussView05
program [32] and Gaussian09 [33] program package.
In order to analyze the geometrical parameters of com-

pound 3, the optimized geometry of the studied com-
pound was obtained through Hartree-Fock and several
DFT methods. For ground state geometry optimization of
the studied chalcone 3, these electronic structure methods
were combined with a 6-311++G(d,p) basis set [34]. Fre-
quency calculations were carried out at the same level of
theory and no negative frequencies were observed. The
absence of imaginary frequencies confirmed that all struc-
tures are global minima of the potential energy hypersur-
faces. Calculated geometries of 3 were compared with
experimental values reported for other structurally related
chalcones. A statistical analysis of paired t-test for each
O

O

O

O

O

H

3

ethoxy-4-[(3-methylbut-2-en-1-yl)oxy]phenyl}prop-2-en-1-one



Table 1 Summary of DFT methods tested in the study

Method Type Exchange/correlation functional Ref

B3LYP Hybrid DFT Becke88/Lee-Yang-Parr [24,25]

PBE1PBE Hybrid DFT PBE/PBE [26]

TPSS Pure or meta DFT TPSS/TPSS [27,28]

M05-2X Hybrid meta DFT M05-2X/M05-2X [29,30]

M06-2X Hybrid meta DFT M06-2X/ M06-2X [30,31]

Espinoza-Hicks et al. Chemistry Central Journal 2013, 7:17 Page 3 of 11
http://journal.chemistrycentral.com/content/7/1/17
method versus experimental data for specific geometrical
parameters was applied. This test allowed the selection of
the best method for geometry optimization. Once selected
the correct theoretical geometry, NMR calculations were
completed using the optimized geometry. The calculated
chemical shifts of 1H NMR and 13C NMR for 3 were
obtained by the GIAO method, at both, the Hartree-Fock
and several DFT methods with 6-311++G(d,p) level of
theory and using tetramethylsilane (TMS) as reference. It
has been reported that the employment of this basis set
(6-311++G(d,p)) along with several electronic structure
methods, predicts chemical shifts with acceptable accur-
acy, and the obtained results present a good correlation
between the experimental and theoretical values, espe-
cially for 13C [16,35-37]. Calculated 1H NMR and 13C
NMR were contrasted with experimental results obtained
for the new synthesized chalcone 3. The obtained theoret-
ical results were helpful for the detailed assignments of ex-
perimental NMR spectra of the studied compound.
Table 2 Experimental geometric parameters reported for som

Structural parameters Pandi et al. [6] Xiang W

Bond length (Å)

C13 – C12 — —

C12 – C19 —

C19 – C10 —

C10 = C8 1.323

C8 – C7 —

C7 – C3 — —

C19 = O20 1.246

Bond angle (º)

C13-C12-C19 124.0 —

C8-C7-C3 123.2 —

O20 = C19-C12 — 11

C12-C19-C10 121.8 11

O20 = C19-C10 — 12

C7-C3-C37 — —

C8 = C10-C19 — 11

C7-C8 = C10 129.9 —
Results and discussion
Geometry
The calculated geometry for 3, was obtained with HF,
B3LYP, PBE1PBE, TPSS, M05-2X, M06-2X and 6-311++G
(d,p) levels of theory. The results were compared with ex-
perimental values reported for geometrical parameters in
similar chalcone derivatives. Since the X-ray crystal struc-
ture of this novel chalcone has neither been reported nor
determined, we decided to use the reported X-ray analyses
for similar chalcone derivatives as reference (see Table 2)
[5,6,38,39]. The molecular structures of these reference
compounds are shown in Figure 1.
As observed in Table 2, the corresponding geometrical

parameters for chalcones 4 [6], 5 [38], 6 [39] and 7 [5]
obtained by X-ray diffraction show similar values even
though the molecules have different substituents in their
structure (See Figure 1). This could indicate that the
introduction of diverse functional groups into the aro-
matic ring system has little effect on specific geometrical
parameters (prop-2-en-1-one chain), as reported in pre-
vious theoretical and experimental studies [40]. Based
on the experimental data reported by Rajesh et al. [5] for
chalcone 7 the reported values were used to compare
with the theoretical bond lengths and bond angles in
compound 3 (Table 2). Table 3 contains theoretical para-
meters of the optimized geometries; and as it can be
observed, all tested methods showed good results for
bond lengths, in particular when compared with the
reported X-ray data. At this point, it was difficult to
e chalcone derivatives

u et al. [38] Sun et al. [39] Rajesh et al. [5]

— 1.406

1.496 1.501 1.472

1.485 1.465 1.487

1.324 1.321 1.319

1.456 1.440 —

— 1.377

1.216 1.217 1.216

123.8 118.5

123.5 —

9.9 118.3 121.0

9.2 — 120.4

0.9 — 118.6

— 121.6

9.8 120.4 120.7

— 128.0
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Figure 1 Chemical structure and atomic numbering for chalcone derivatives with X-ray diffraction parameters reported. A) Compound
4, Pandi et. al [6], B) Compound 5, Xiang Wu et. al. [38], C) Compound 6, Sun et. al. [39], D) Compound 7, Rajesh et. al. [5].
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define which method is more appropriate to use for the
compound under study.
Additionally, a paired t-test analysis was applied in

order to determinate which of the methods employed
presents the best fit for geometry optimizations, in
Table 3 Geometric parameters for chalcone 3 obtained with d
chalcone 7

Structural
parameters

DFT: DFT: DFT:

B3LYP PBE1PBE TPSS

Bond Length (Å)

C13 – C12 1.397 1.393 1.404

C12 – C19 1.498 1.491 1.498

C19 – C10 1.484 1.479 1.483

C10 = C8 1.346 1.343 1.355

C8 – C7 1.460 1.455 1.459

C7 – C3 1.406 1.402 1.413

C19 = O20 1.226 1.221 1.240

Bond angle (º)

C13-C12-C19 124.18 124.23 124.27

C8-C7-C3 123.24 123.13 123.30

O20 = C19-C12 119.964 119.99 119.87

C12-C19-C10 118.96 118.91 119.10

O20 = C19-C10 121.07 121.10 121.05

C7-C3-C37 121.36 121.34 121.28

C8 = C10-C19 120.41 119.87 121.21

C7-C8 = C10 127.95 127.84 127.94
comparison with the corresponding experimental para-
meters for compound 7 [5] (which is structurally similar
to our synthesized chalcone 3). Statistical results, includ-
ing the paired-t value and the corresponding probability
(p-value) for the calculated bond lengths and bond
ifferent theoretical methods vs experimental data for

DFT: DFT: HF Rajesh
et al. [5]M05-2X M06-2X

1.393 1.381 1.381 1.406

1.493 1.497 1.497 1.472

1.485 1.491 1.491 1.487

1.342 1.328 1.330 1.319

1.464 1.473 1.473 —

1.403 1.396 1.396 1.377

1.224 1.196 1.196 1.216

123.51 123.83 123.84 118.5

122.88 123.21 123.21 —

120.05 119.98 120.00 121.0

118.80 118.87 118.88 120.4

121.15 121.14 121.14 118.6

120.94 121.16 121.16 121.6

119.29 119.94 119.95 120.7

127.22 127.80 127.79 128.0



Table 4 Statistical data of paired t-test for geometrical
parameters calculated with several theoretical methods
and compared with experimental values

Theoretical methods/6-311++G(d,p) t-valuea p-valueb

Bond lengths comparison

DFT:B3LYP 1.97 0.105

DFT:PBE1PBE 1.28 0.256

DFT:TPSS 2.63 0.047

DFT:M05-2X 1.65 0.161

DFT:M06-2X 0.24 0.820

HF 0.28 0.792

Bond angle comparison

DFT:B3LYP 0.77 0.473

DFT:PBE1PBE 0.65 0.537

DFT:TPSS 0.89 0.406

DFT:M05-2X 0.60 0.572

DFT:M06-2X 0.33 0.755

HF 0.60 0.568
a Statistic test. t ¼ �d=

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
S2=n

p
b Estimated probability of rejecting the null

hypothesis of “no difference” between experimental and theoretical
values, p < 0.05.
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angles with respect to experimental data are reported in
Table 4. The obtained results show that only for the
DFT:TPSS functional, there was a statistically significant
difference between the experimental and the theoretical
data (p = 0.047). On the other hand, the best results were
obtained with the hybrid meta GGA M06-2X functional,
which has the highest p-value for the comparison be-
tween the theoretical values and the experimental data
reported for bond lengths (paired t = 0.24, p = 0.820) and
bond angles (paired t = 0.33, p = 0.755). The other DFT
methods predicted consistently the geometrical para-
meters, however, these values are not better than those
obtained with M06-2X (See Table 4). It is important to
note the superior performance of HF method, which
Figure 2 Optimized structure of chalcone 3 at DFT:M06-2X/6-311++G
shows good results in the comparison of geometric para-
meters with a paired t = 0.28 and p = 0.792 for bond
lengths, and a paired t = 0.60 and p = 0.578 for bond
angles, very similar values to the obtained results with
DFT:M05-2X, particularly for bond angle data.
Since the M06-2X functional has yielded excellent

results for geometrical properties, this functional in com-
bination with 6-311++G(d,p) was chosen to perform a
more detailed structural analysis. Thus, according with
M06-2X/6-311++G(d,p) only one potential energy hyper-
surface minimum was obtained (See Figure 2).
The predicted geometry shows that the prenyl side

chain attached to the aromatic ring through 36O and
methoxy groups, joined through 54O and 53O, are
oriented in opposite directions to the B-ring–8C = 10C–
19C–(20O)–A-ring, where both rings are connected
through 7C and 12C atoms with the prop-2-en-1-one
chain (−8C = 10C–19C–(20O)–). The computed geom-
etry presents a nearly flat region in the central zone with
a maximal deviation from total planarity of 16°, approxi-
mately. The methoxy groups at 54O and 53O are located
in neighboring carbon atoms. Regarding the plane of the
benzene A-ring, due to the steric hindrance, the meth-
oxy groups are oriented at opposite sides, maintaining
dihedral angles of 176.46º (48C – 43C – 54O – 44C)
and - 81.43º (43C – 48C – 53O – 49C) and showing a
distance between 53O···54O of 2.679 Å. On the other
hand, the distance between 36O···42O of the prenyl chain
and the methoxy group attached to B-ring is 2.766 Å,
which determines directly the orientation for methoxy
groups. This correlates quite well with the results obtained
by the X-Ray diffraction studies reported for similar struc-
tures [6].
The bond lengths for methoxy groups in chalcone 3

obtained with DFT:M06-2X/6-311++G(d,p) show aver-
age bond distances for O – Caromatic of 1.351 Å (54O –
43C = 1.339 Å, 53O – 48C = 1.355 Å and 42O – 37C =
1.358 Å), while for O – Cmethyl in methoxy groups the
(d,p) level of theory.



Figure 3 Experimental 1H-NMR spectrum for the new synthesized (2E)-1-(3,4-dimethoxyphenyl)-3-{3-methoxy-4-[(3-methylbut-2-en-1-
yl)oxy]phenyl}prop-2-en-1-one (Compound 3).
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average bond distances is 1.407 Å (54O – 44C = 1.401 Å,
53O – 49C = 1.408 Å and 42O – 38C = 1.412 Å). These
average values are lower than the reported data for chal-
cone derivatives, however, they show only a slight dis-
crepancy with the values reported in the literature. The
Figure 4 Experimental 13C-NMR spectrum for the new synthesized (2E
yl)oxy]phenyl}prop-2-en-1-one (Compound 3).
bond distances are: a) 1.375 Å for O – Caromatic, b)
1.421 Å for O – Cmethyl (both for p-methoxybenzyl 2α -
methyl - 2β - [(R) - acetoxy(methoxy)methyl] - 6β -
phenoxyacetamidopenam-3α-carboxylate [41]), and c)
1.373 Å for O – Cmethyl and d) 1.420 Å O – Cmethyl (for
)-1-(3,4-dimethoxyphenyl)-3-{3-methoxy-4-[(3-methylbut-2-en-1-
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Figure 5 Reference compounds used for 1H and 13C NMR assignment confirmation of chalcone 3.
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the compound 1-(2-hydroxy-4-methoxyphenyl)-3(2,3,4-tri-
methoxy-phenyl) prop-2-en-1-one [6]). According to the
obtained results, the M06-2X functional in combination
with a 6-311++G(d,p) basis set, reproduces experimental
geometrical parameters with a good accuracy for bond dis-
tances and bond angles in chalcone derivatives.
NMR analysis
1H-NMR and 13C NMR experimental results
In Figures 3 and 4, the 1H-NMR and 13C-NMR experi-
mental spectra for the new synthesized chalcone 3 are
shown. The signals assigned for the chalcone were based
both on the chemical shifts and coupling constants, for
the proton, and on the chemical shift signals for the car-
bon spectra. These data were also compared with chalcone
8 (See Figure 5), which possesses the same substitution
pattern on the aromatic rings [42-44].
Table 5 Experimental and theoretical data for 1H NMR chemi
311++G(d,p) optimized geometry

Atom label 6

DFT: DFT: DF

B3LYP PBE1PBE TP

33, 34, 35 1.66 1.62 1.7

28, 29, 30 1.73 1.71 1.8

50,51, 52 3.58 3.54 3.6

45, 46, 47 3.73 3.68 3.8

39, 40, 41 3.65 3.59 3.7

23 3.78 3.76 3.9

24 4.62 4.60 4.7

26 5.78 5.85 5.8

18 6.42 6.55 6.3

4 7.03 7.16 7.0

6 7.72 7.83 7.7

5 7.26 7.37 7.3

11 7.51 7.59 7.6

17 8.06 8.14 7.9

16 7.67 7.80 7.6

9 7.88 7.95 7.8

Unsigned difference average * 0.251 0.305 0.2

* Calculated as the difference between experimental and theoretical values.
The assigned and the compared data show an excellent
agreement, thus confirming the structure for the obtained
chalcone. The signals assigned for the prenyloxy side-
chain were also correlated with the data obtained for bor-
opinic acid 9 (Figure 5), a naturally-occurring prenyloxy-
cinnamic acid, also showing an excellent agreement [45].

Comparison of theoretical methods for 1H and 13C
experimental chemical shifts
Once assigned the experimental signals of the new com-
pound, a comparison between the experimental and the-
oretical chemical shifts was carried out. In Tables 5 and
6 the values for 1H and 13C chemicals shifts are given.
The theoretical values were obtained with the GIAO
method at the Hartree-Fock and several DFT levels of
theory, in combination with the 6-311++G(d,p) basis set
(using the previously M06-2X/6-311++G(d,p) optimized
geometry of compound 3 and TMS as reference).
cal shifts in ppm, calculated for compound 3 in M06-2X/6-

-311++G(d,p) Experimental
dataT: DFT: DFT: HF

SS M05-2X M06-2X

3 1.69 1.66 1.61 1.76

2 1.42 1.51 1.66 1.79

8 3.37 3.58 3.39 3.97

4 3.72 3.87 3.51 3.94

5 3.58 3.63 3.44 3.97

6 3.70 3.70 3.35 4.63

4 4.55 4.48 4.37 4.65

6 6.39 6.65 5.67 5.53

6 6.85 7.00 6.58 6.89

6 7.49 7.77 7.28 6.94

0 8.32 8.44 7.95 7.17

1 7.85 7.81 7.39 7.22

0 8.02 8.29 7.26 7.42

3 8.28 7.97 8.55 7.63

6 8.42 8.37 7.90 7.69

2 8.15 8.34 8.37 7.77

25 0.517 0.541 0.438 —



Table 6 Experimental and theoretical data for 13C NMR chemical shifts in ppm, calculated for compound 3 in M06-2X/
6-311++G(d,p) optimized geometry

Atom label 6-311++G(d,p) Experimental
dataDFT: DFT: DFT: DFT: DFT: HF

B3LYP PBE1PBE TPSS M05-2X M06-2X

TMS

C 184.3 189.4 185.4 190.9 188.8 195.2 188.1a

Chalcone 3

19 184.38 183.78 175.00 206.29 202.74 187.04 188.68

43 160.65 159.54 151.48 177.15 171.63 161.87 153.11

21 160.94 159.86 153.17 177.15 174.30 158.80 150.67

37 160.09 158.78 152.27 175.56 173.06 156.64 149.60

48 155.40 153.63 146.72 172.47 164.48 151.23 149.24

8 149.15 148.98 140.81 167.53 165.44 153.45 144.27

31 145.64 144.50 138.93 162.86 164.26 143.28 138.22

12 138.25 136.97 130.95 155.14 151.63 134.82 131.61

1 129.15 129.14 122.61 147.00 143.97 129.38 127.94

13 128.09 128.14 120.58 145.25 141.22 133.61 122.87

10 120.47 120.80 114.52 136.30 134.81 118.52 122.82

7 138.29 136.98 131.58 154.11 152.28 135.95 119.52

25 128.25 128.05 122.39 143.87 142.90 126.28 119.44

2 134.78 134.68 128.02 151.28 150.14 136.05 112.65

3 123.44 123.67 116.70 140.14 138.96 126.45 110.86

14 128.61 129.00 120.78 146.10 141.89 135.42 110.46

15 109.45 109.52 103.29 124.48 121.61 109.87 109.95

22 73.10 72.30 72.10 74.10 73.80 64.50 65.81

49 59.20 58.80 58.00 60.60 60.00 55.20 56.10

44 54.40 54.00 54.30 53.10 54.60 49.10 56.08

38 60.40 60.00 59.20 61.00 61.30 55.80 56.02

27 28.00 27.90 27.20 26.30 25.90 25.50 25.87

32 18.90 19.10 18.30 19.60 20.50 17.40 18.31

Unsigned difference average * 7.221 6.653 5.226 17.376 15.760 7.355
a Experimental value for TMS was taken from reference: Chem. Phys. Lett. 1987, 134, 461–466.
* Calculated as the difference between experimental and theoretical values.

Table 7 Correlation coefficient of the comparison
between experimental and calculated 1H and 13C
chemical shifts

Optimization//
NMR

r
1H 13C

M06-2X //B3LYP 0.990 0.989

M06-2X // PBE1PBE 0.990 0.989

M06-2X //TPSS 0.991 0.989

M06-2X //M05-2X 0.986 0.988

M06-2X//M06-2X 0.984 0.987

M06-2X //HF 0.982 0.985
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The shielding constants obtained with the GIAO
method were found to converge almost to the same
experimental value using a sufficiently large basis set.
The convergence of the GIAO method with respect to
the experimental data is adequate to predict chemical
shifts, with a good accuracy for relatively large molecules
such as 3.
The comparisons shown in Tables 5 and 6 indicate

that the DFT methods may predict good results when
these are compared to experimental values, however, it
can also be seen that these methods provide only a small
improvement over the Hartree-Fock method, as can be
observed in the 13C data where the chemical shifts are
too deshielded with respect to the experimental values.
The tendency in the GIAO calculations for 1H chemical
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shifts using DFT methods shows that the best method
with an unsigned difference average of 0.225 ppm is the
TPSS functional, followed in order of accuracy by B3LYP,
PBE1PBE, HF, M05-2X and M06-2X, where all of them
present an unsigned difference average below 0.541 ppm.
The most popular functional B3LYP which is used fre-
quently in NMR studies shows an unsigned difference
average of 0.251 ppm. It can be noticed that in 1H NMR
calculations the same behavior is exhibited for chemical
shifts calculated with different methods (Table 5). Some
of these obtained values are overestimated, especially,
Figure 6 Correlation plots for 1H and 13C NMR chemicals shifts of cha
for hydrogen atoms located in B-ring–8C = 10C–19C–
(20O)–A-ring segment.
On the other hand, in the 13C NMR calculations, (See

Table 6) TPSS is the best method, with an unsigned differ-
ence average of 5.226 ppm followed by PBE1PBE, B3LYP,
HF, M06-2X and M05-2X. The latter has the highest dif-
ference average value of 17.376 ppm. For other methods
as PBE1PBE, B3LYP and HF, the obtained chemical shifts
for 13C are roughly equal within a few ppm of difference;
whereas the PBE1PBE and B3LYP functionals provide a
small improvement over HF calculations. The calculated
lcone 3 calculated with theoretical methods vs experiment.
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13C NMR indicates that almost all the obtained values
with HF and DFT-based methods were overestimated
(when comparing with the experiment), and it seems to
be no strong advantage of DFT over HF method. Never-
theless, the difference average shows that only two func-
tionals give a difference higher than 10 ppm (M06-2X and
M05-2X) for 13C NMR signals.
In order to analyze with more detail the accuracy of

the theoretical methods employed in the prediction of
NMR chemical shifts for chalcone 3, a Pearson's correl-
ation statistical method was applied. Table 7 and Figure 6
show the obtained values for the correlation coefficient
(r). As can be seen from these results, all the methods
employed are in good agreement with the experimental
values, however, the lowest values of the correlation coeffi-
cient were obtained for M05-2X and M06-2X DFT func-
tionals. It can be noticed that the values of the correlation
coefficient obtained with this methodology showed a good
correlation for 1H NMR calculations (See Table 7). This
could indicate that an accurate description of the molecu-
lar structure is necessary to achieve a more precise NMR
theoretical data, since the chemical shifts are known to be
quite dependent on the molecular geometry.
Figure 6 illustrates the correlation between calculated

and measured chemical shifts for 1H and 13C obtained
with the GIAO formalism in the M06-2X/6-311++G(d,
p) optimized geometry. It is important to note that the
functionals with the best performance for geometry opti-
mizations (M05-2X and M06-2X) do not present good
results in the prediction of NMR values, especially for
13C NMR signals. However, all the tested methods
showed high values for the correlation coefficient, with
an excellent performance-to cost ratio in molecules with
similar structures.

Conclusions
In this work, a novel chalcone derivative was synthe-
sized: (2E)-1-(3,4-dimethoxyphenyl)-3-{3-methoxy-4-[(3-
methylbut-2-en-1-yl)oxy]phenyl}prop-2-en-1-one (chal-
cone 3); the compound was also characterized by NMR.
For a detailed molecular structure description some
quantum-chemical calculations were performed with
several HF and DFT methods. The comparison of the
theoretical results with experimental X-ray diffraction
data for similar compounds, showed that, from all the
tested methods, the best performance for geometrical
parameters in chalcone derivatives was for M06-2X (in
combination with a large basis set 6-311++G(d,p)). The
geometrical study indicates that the presence of different
substituents have little effect on the geometric para-
meters in the main structure of chalcones. Additionally,
these parameters are well reproduced by theoretical cal-
culations for structurally similar compounds.
According to our results, the methodology employed for
NMR calculations show a good performance in the accur-
acy of the predicted signals, mostly when NMR calculations
were made using a optimized geometry obtained with
M06-2X/6-311++G(d,p). This fact indicates that a good de-
scription of the molecular structure is necessary to obtain
more accurate values. It was found that the calculated 1H
and 13C chemical shifts correlate quite well with the experi-
mental data for all tested methods. However, the best out-
come for theoretical NMR values was for the DFT:TPSS
method in the geometry optimized at M06-2X/6-311++G
(d,p). The Pearson's correlation coefficient showed that all
the tested methods are in good agreement with the experi-
mental data, while the unsigned difference average between
experimental and theoretical NMR values follows the order
TPSS ≈ B3LYP < PBE1PBE <HF <M05-2X ≈M06 -2X for
1H chemical shifts, and for 13C chemical shifts the order is
TPSS < PBE1PBE < B3LYP ≈HF <M06-2X <M05 -2X.
The theoretical information collected in this study can

be further used in the analysis of the molecular geometry
and in the more detailed assignments of experimental
NMR signals for either natural or synthetic molecules
containing similar structures.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Authors’ contributions
JCEH and AACD carried out the synthesis and NMR characterization of
synthesized compound, NRFH, DGM and LMRV implemented and carried out
the computational studies. AACD, GVNM and LMRV drafted the manuscript.
All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Author details
1Facultad de Ciencias Químicas. Universidad Autónoma de Chihuahua.
Circuito No. 1, Nuevo Campus Universitario, Chih, Mexico. 2Centro de
Investigación en Materiales Avanzados, S.C. Blvd. Miguel de Cervantes 120,
Complejo Industrial Chihuahua, Chih, Mexico.

Received: 22 November 2012 Accepted: 22 January 2013
Published: 26 January 2013

References
1. Dimmock JR, Elias DW, Beazely MA, Kandepu NM: Bioactivities of

Chalcones. Curr Med Chem 1999, 6:1125–1149.
2. Tomar V, Bhattacharjee G, Kamaluddin, AshokKumar: Synthesis and

antimicrobial evaluation of new chalcones containing piperazine or 2,5-
dichlorothiophene moiety. Bioorg Med Chem Lett 2007, 17:5321–5324.

3. Nimmanapalli PR, Aparoya P, Mohan Reddy C, Achari C, Ramu Sridhar P,
Reddanna P: Design, synthesis, and biological evaluation of prenylated
chalcones as 5-LOX inhibitors. Bioorg Med Chem 2010, 18:5807–5815.

4. Jasinski JP, Butcher RJ, Mayekar AN, Yathirajan HS, Narayana B: Structures of
three chalcones derived from 6-Methoxy-2-naphthaldehyde. J Chem
Crystallogr 2009, 39:157–162.

5. Rajesh Kumar PC, Ravindrachary V, Janardhana K, Manjunath HR, Karegouda
P, Crasta V, Sridhar MA: Optical and structural properties of chalcone NLO
single crystals. J Mol Struct 2011, 1005:1–7.

6. Subbiah Pandi A, Velmurugan D, Shanmuga Sundara Raj S, Fun HK, Bansal
MC: 1-(2-Hydroxy-4-methoxyphenyl)-3-(2,3,4-trimethoxyphenyl)prop-2-
en-1-one. Acta Crystallogr C 2003, 59:o302–o304.

7. Yunsheng X, An L, Youguang Z, Zhang L, Gong X, Qian Y, Liu Y: Structure
and electronic spectral property of coumarin–chalcone hybrids: A
comparative study using conventional and long-range corrected hybrid
functionals. Comput Theor Chem 2012, 981:90–99.



Espinoza-Hicks et al. Chemistry Central Journal 2013, 7:17 Page 11 of 11
http://journal.chemistrycentral.com/content/7/1/17
8. Heine T, Goursot A, Seifert G, Weber J: Performance of DFT for 29Si NMR
Chemical Shifts of Silanes. J Phys Chem 2001, 105:620–626.

9. London F: Théorie quantique des courants interatomiques dans les
combinaisons aromatiques. J Phys Radium 1937, 8:397–409.

10. McWeeny R: Perturbation theory for the Fock-Dirac density matrix. Phys
Rev 1962, 126:1028–1034.

11. Ditchfield R: Self-consistent perturbation theory of diamagnetism I, A
gauge-invariant LCAO method for NMR chemical shifts. Mol Phys 1974,
27:789–807.

12. Dodds JL, McWeeny R, Sadlej AJ: Self-consistent perturbation theory,
Generalization for perturbation-dependent non-orthogonal basis set. Mol
Phys 1977, 37:1779–1791.

13. Wolinski K, Hilton JF, Pulay P: Efficient implementation of the gauge-
independent atomic orbital method for NMR chemical shift calculations.
J Am Chem Soc 1990, 112:8251–8260.

14. Keith TA, Bader RFW: Calculation of magnetic response properties using
atoms in molecules. Chem Phys Lett 1992, 194:1–8.

15. Keith TA, Bader RFW: Calculation of magnetic response properties using a
continuous set of gauge transformations. Chem Phys Lett 1993, 210:223–231.

16. Cheeseman JR, Trucks GW, Keith TA, Frisch MJ: A comparison of models
for calculating nuclear magnetic resonance shielding tensors. J Chem
Phys 1996, 104:5497–5509.

17. Kutzelnigg W: Theories of magnetic susceptibilities and NMR chemical
shifts in terms of localized quantities. Isr J Chem 1980, 19:192–200.

18. Schindler M, Kutzelnigg W: Theory of magnetic susceptibilities and NMR
chemical shifts in terms of localized quantities, II. Application to some
simple molecules. J Chem Phys 1982, 76:1919–1933.

19. Schindler M, Kutzelnigg W: Theory of magnetic susceptibilities and NMR
chemical shifts in terms of localized quantities. 4. Some small molecules
with multiple bonds (N2, HCN, CO, C2H2, CO2, N2O, O3, FNO). Mol Phys
1983, 48:781–798.

20. Schindler M, Kutzelnigg W: Theory of magnetic susceptibilities and NMR
chemical shifts in terms of localized quantities. 3. Application to
hydrocarbons and other organic molecules. J Am Chem Soc 1983,
105:1360–1370.

21. Schindler M: Magnetic properties in terms of localized quantities. 5.
Carbocations. J Am Chem Soc 1987, 109:1020–1033.

22. Hansen AE, Bouman TD: Localized orbital/local origin method for
calculation and analysis of NMR shieldings. Applications to 13C shielding
tensors. J Chem Phys 1985, 82:5035–5047.

23. Liu Z, Yoon G, Cheon HS: An enantioselective total synthesis of (S)-
(−)-licochalcone E: determination of the absolute configuration.
Tetrahedron 2010, 66:3165–3172.

24. Becke AD: Density-‐functional thermochemistry, III. The role of exact
exchange. J Chem Phys 1993, 98:5648–5652.

25. Stephens PJ, Devlin FJ, Chabalowski CF, Frisch MJ: Ab initio calculation of
vibrational absorption and circular dichroism spectra using density
functional force fields. J Phys Chem 1994, 98:11623–11627.

26. Adamo C, Barone V: Toward reliable density functional methods without
adjustable parameters: The PBE0 model. J Chem Phys 1999, 110:6158–6169.

27. Tao J, Perdew JP, Staroverov VN, Scuseria GE: Climbing the Density
Functional Ladder: Nonempirical Meta–Generalized Gradient
Approximation Designed for Molecules and Solids. Phys Rev Lett 2003,
91:146401–146404.

28. Staroverov VN, Scuseria GE, Tao J, Perdew JP: Comparative assessment of a
new nonempirical density functional: Molecules and hydrogen-bonded
complexes. J Chem Phys 2003, 119:12129–12136.

29. Zhao Y, Schultz NE, Truhlar DG: Design of density functionals by
combining the method of constraint satisfaction with parametrization
for thermochemistry, thermochemical kinetics, and noncovalent
interactions. J Chem Theory Comput 2006, 2:364–382.

30. Zhao Y, Truhlar DG: Density functionals with broad applicability in
chemistry. Acc Chem Res 2008, 41:157–167.

31. Zhao Y, Truhlar DG: The M06 suite of density functionals for main group
thermochemistry, thermochemical kinetics, noncovalent interactions,
excited states, and transition elements: two new functionals and
systematic testing of four M06-class functionals and 12 other
functionals. Theor Chem Acc 2008, 120:215–241.

32. Dennington R, Keith T, Millam J: GaussView. Version 5. Shawnee Mission KS:
Semichem Inc; 2009.
33. Frisch MJ, Trucks GW, Schlegel HB, Scuseria GE, Robb MA, Cheeseman JR,
Scalmani G, Barone V, Mennucci B, Petersson GA, Nakatsuji H, Caricato M, Li
X, Hratchian HP, Izmaylov AF, Bloino J, Zheng G, Sonnenberg JL, Hada M,
Ehara M, Toyota K, Fukuda R, Hasegawa J, Ishida M, Nakajima T, Honda Y,
Kitao O, Nakai H, Vreven T, Montgomery JA Jr, Peralta JE, Ogliaro F, Bearpark
M, Heyd JJ, Brothers E, Kudin KN, Staroverov VN, Kobayashi R, Normand J,
Raghavachari K, Rendell A, Burant JC, Iyengar SS, Tomasi J, Cossi M, Rega N,
Millam JM, Klene M, Knox JE, Cross JB, Bakken V, Adamo C, Jaramillo J,
Gomperts R, Stratmann RE, Yazyev O, Austin AJ, Cammi R, Pomelli C,
Ochterski JW, Martin RL, Morokuma K, Zakrzewski VG, Voth GA, Salvador P,
Dannenberg JJ, Dapprich S, Daniels AD, Farkas O, Foresman JB, Ortiz JV,
Cioslowski J, Fox DJ: Gaussian 09, Revision A.1. Wallingford CT: Gaussian,
Inc; 2009.

34. Krishnan R, Binkley JS, Seeger R, Pople JA: Self-‐consistent molecular
orbital methods. XX. A basis set for correlated wave functions. J Chem
Phys 1980, 72:650–654.

35. Qian Z, Feng H, He L, Yang W, Bi S: Assessment of the accuracy of
theoretical methods for calculating 27al nuclear magnetic resonance
shielding tensors of aquated aluminim species. J Phys Chem 2009,
113:5138–5143.

36. Kolev TM, Angelov P: 1,1,1-Trichloro-3-(1-phenethylamino-ethylidene)-
pentane-2,4-dione – synthesis, spectroscopic, theoretical and structural
elucidation. J Phys Org Chem 2007, 20:1108–1113.

37. Ledesma AE, Zinczuk J, López-González JJ, Ben Altabef A, Brandán SA:
Structural and vibrational study of 4-(2'-furyl)-1-methylimidazole. J Mol
Struct 2009, 924–926:322–331.

38. Wu X, Tiekink ERT, Kostetski I, Kocherginsky N, Tan ALC, Khoo SB, Wilairat P,
Go ML: Antiplasmodial activity of ferrocenyl chalcones: Investigations
into the role of ferrocene. Eur J Pharm Sci 2006, 27:175–187.

39. Sun YF, Xu SH, Wu RT, Wang ZY, Zheng ZB, Li JK, Cui YP: The synthesis,
structure and photoluminescence of coumarin-based chromophores.
Dyes Pigm 2010, 87:109–118.

40. Xue Y, An L, Zheng Y, Zhang L, Gong X, Qian Y, Liu Y: Structure and
electronic spectral property of coumarin–chalcone hybrids: A
comparative study using conventional and long-range corrected hybrid
functionals. Comput Theor Chem 2012, 981:90–99.

41. Domiano P, Nardelli M, Balsamo A, Macchia B, Macchia F: Crystal and
molecular structure of p-methoxybenzyl 2α-methyl-2β-[(R)-acetoxy
(methoxy)methyl]-6β-phenoxyacetamidopenam-3α-carboxylate. Acta
Crystallogr B 1979, 35:1363–1372.

42. Ducki S, Rennison D, Woo M, Kendall A, Dit Chabert JF, McGown AT,
Lawrence NJ: Combretastatin-like chalcones as inhibitors of microtubule
polymerization. Part 1: Synthesis and biological evaluation of
antivascular activity. Bioorg Med Chem 2009, 17:7698–7710.

43. Juvale K, Pape VFS, Wiese M: Investigation of chalcones and
benzochalcones as inhibitors of breast cancer resistance protein. Bioorg
Med Chem 2012, 20:346–355.

44. Bandgar BP, Gawande SS, Bodade RG, Totre JV, Khobragade CN: Synthesis
and biological evaluation of simple methoxylated chalcones as
anticancer, anti-inflammatory and antioxidant agents. Bioorg Med Chem
2010, 18:1364–1370.

45. Ito C, Itoigawa M, Otsuka T, Tokuda H, Nishino H, Furukawa H: Constituents
of Boronia pinnata. J Nat Prod 2000, 63:1344–1348.

doi:10.1186/1752-153X-7-17
Cite this article as: Espinoza-Hicks et al.: Experimental and quantum
chemical studies of a novel synthetic prenylated chalcone. Chemistry
Central Journal 2013 7:17.


	Abstract
	Background
	Results
	Conclusion

	Introduction
	Experimental
	Synthesis
	General

	Computational details

	Results and discussion
	Geometry
	NMR analysis
	1H-NMR and 13C NMR experimental results
	Comparison of theoretical methods for 1H and 13C experimental chemical shifts


	Conclusions
	Competing interests
	Authors&rsquor; contributions
	Author details
	References

