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Figure S1: '"H NMR Spectrum of ligand in DMSO-dj.
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Figure S2: 3C NMR Spectrum of ligand in DMSO-ds.
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Figure S3: '"H NMR Spectrum of ligand + Hg?" in DMSO-d.
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Figure S4: '"H NMR Spectrum of ligand + Hg?" in DMSO-d,.
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Figure S5: FT-IR Spectrum of ligand 2.

N

-
(09]

No signal at 2370 cm™

Vs
~ M

2 1675

-
(#))]

B

-
8]

Transmittance [%)]
® O

[6))

Y

4000 3500 3000 2500 2000 1500 1000 L]
Wavenumber (cm™)
Figure S6: FT-IR spectrum of ligand + Hg?*.
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Figure S7: Mass spectrum of ligand.
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Figure S8: Mass spectrum of ligand-mercury complex.




Figure S9: Colorimetric change of ligand 2 solution after addition of mercuric ion and various ions under ambient
light.



