Enzymatic synthesis of a chiral gelator with remarkably low molecular weight
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In one enzymatic step, two products of low molecular weight
are obtained: one is a gelator of organic solvents, the other
crystallizes to form an extended hydrogen-bondednetwork.

One product synthesized during our investigations of the
enzymatic synthesis of -hydroxy-«-amino acids using threo-
nine aldolases was an opticaly-active, low molecular weight
gelator of organic solvents.l Compound 1 is remarkably
effective: only 0.2-0.4% of 1 is required for gel formation.
Herein we report our investigations of 1 and 2 utilizing
transmission electron microscopy, single crystal X-ray diffrac-
tion, and computation.

The products of the enzymatic aldol reaction between glycine
and 2,3-O-isopropylideneglyceraldehyde (Scheme 1) are two
diasteriomers which differ only in their absolute stereochem-
istry at C3. While 1 formsagel in most organic solvents (Table
1), 2 crystallizes. This difference led us to investigate this
system further.

While gel formation in aqueous and non-agueous media by
high molecular weight molecules is a well documented
phenomenon, the study of low molecular weight gelatorsisin
its infancy.2 Their potential as nucleating agents for synthetic
polymers and in health care products has been recognized.>-8
All of these molecules contain chiral centers, hydrophobic
regions, and groups capable of forming intermolecular inter-
actions such as hydrogen bonds. Beyond such a description, our
ability to predict which moleculeswill form gelsin not possible:
their discovery occurs serendipitously. In addition to the above
cited small molecules, other recently published examples
include derivatives of cholesterol,® 2,3-bis(n-decyloxy)an-
thracenes,10 calixarenes,2* and fluorinated hydrocarbons.12 A
majority of the gelatorsidentified—especially those which give
guartenary structure visible in electron micrographs—incorpo-
rate large aiphatic (hexadecyl, octadecyl) chains.13-16

Due to the low solubility of 1 in organic solvents, a MeOH
guench strategy is used to form gels. Gels are obtained by first
dissolving 1 in a small volume of MeOH, and then adding the
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solvent of choicewarmedto ~40 °C: MeOH istypically present
in <10% v/v. Subsequent cooling of the solution to room or low
temperature affords the gel. Excess solvent is removed by
alowing the gel to stand at room temperature and decanting.
After solvent release is complete, the molar ratio of 1:solvent
can be calculated (Table 1).

Table 1 Compound 1 forms gels from a variety of solvents

Phase 1/solvent
Solvent formation  (mol/mol) Twt% T/°Ca
H>,O solution — 20.5 —
H,O—EtOH (1:5) gel 125 45 3
MeOH solution — 24 —
MeOH gel 117 49 3
THF gel 702 04 room temp.
EtOH gel 509 0.9 3
BunOH gel 1456 0.2 3
PriOH gel 1245 0.3 room temp.
MeCN gel 1251 0.4 room temp.
Et,O gel 443 9 3
PhCH,CH,0H gel 723 0.24 3
BusOH gel 1369 0.2 3
CsH,;,0H gel 330 0.7 3
Isoamy! & cohol solution — 0.16 0
CgH170H gel 630 0.25 3
Solketal solution — 0.48 0

a Refers to temperature at which the solution of 1 in the indicated solvent
was |eft to stand before gel formation was observed: 3 °C indicates a cold
room at ca. 3 °C; 0 °C indicates an ice bath.

Compound 1 can be visualized by transmission electron
microscopy following staining with OsO, vapor. At ca. 40 °C
the gel becomes a viscous solution which can be transferred via
pipet to acarbon-coated EM grid. After air drying for 5 min, the
grid is placed in a sealed chamber next to avial containing aq.
0s0,. After sitting overnight, the sample is examined in the
EM. We observe fibers that are similar in appearance to those
observed in related systems. Fig. 1(A) shows alow magnifica-
tion image of the fibril network obtained. Fig. 1(B) shows a
higher magnification image in which the dimensions of
individual fibers can be measured. To our eyes, while the fibers
all appear to be greater than 1 um in length, they appear to
terminate by forming alarger diameter fiber. Their widths also
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Fig. 1 Transmission electron micrographs of 1. The scale bars shown
represent (A) 2 um and (B) 200 nm.
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Fig. 2 Packing of 2 occurs with the inclusion of a water molecule
(hydrogens omitted). Hydrogen bonds (calculated) are shown as dashed
lines.

appear to be well defined. That is, we can identify three distinct
sizes: narrow fibers (<5 nm); medium fibers (20 nm); and wide
fibers (>20 nm). In Fig. 1(A) the wide fibers run from right to
left, while medium fibers run between wide fibers. Narrow
fibers are difficult to see at this magnification, but are seen in
Fig. 1(B). Many of the gel fibers formed by higher molecular
weight gelators containing one or more long chain alkanes show
quarternary structure within a fibril: they appear woven like a
rope. While some of the fibers suggest such a helicity, the
images are not as satisfying as those reported by Thierry3 and
Demharter.16d

To infer reasonable patterns of intermolecular interactionsin
1, weinvestigated the crystal structure of 2, which gave crystals
suitable for single-crystal X-ray diffraction from an EtOH—
water solution (similar to that in which 1 gives gels).t Fig. 2
shows the packing of these molecules in the solid state which
contains a hydrophobic domain comprising the isopropylidene
ring, and the hydrophilic domain comprising carboxylate,
amine, and hydroxy groups. In general, hydrophobic groups of
one molecul e pack against the hydrophobic groups of neighbor-
ing molecules in either an edge-to-edge or face-to-face
arrangement.1” The hydrophilic regions pack to form a 3D
network of interactions that are depicted as hydrogen bonds in
Fig. 2.18 Incorporated into the lattice is a highly-coordinated
water molecule. All potential hydrogen bonding interactionsare
satisfied with the exception of the oxygen atoms of the
isopropylidene group.

We envisioned that the difference between the gel and
crystaline states might arise from the dimensionality of
directional intermolecular interactions. That is, inthecrystalline
state, highly directional hydrogen bonds extend in three
dimensions: one dimension is communicated along the hydroxy
group at C3. Changing the geometry of this hydroxy group—
changing from 2 to I—might change directional ordering in the
third dimension leading to a gel state. To investigate this
possibility we performed Monte Carlo calculations in Macro-
model. Unfortunately, we find no conformational preferencefor
the C3 hydroxy group in any of the four diasteriomers.1®

To better evaluate the structure of the gel, we attempted to
prepare gels from acidic or basic solutions of ag. MeOH and
n-butanol—the solvent which most readily forms gels with 1.20

We observed no gel formation even when ca. 10x the
amount of 1 required for gel formation from ‘pH-neutral’
organic solvents was added. It seems very likely that the proton
balance must be maintained for hydrogen bonding or ion-
pairing to facilitate gel formation.

The molecular basisfor the formation of agel stateinstead of
acrystal state remains unclear. We are pleased, however, that
molecules like 1 and 2—which contain three chiral centers and
are available in one enzymatic step—display such interesting
properties.
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