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The steric effects of a metal-organic framework (MOF) on the enantioselectivity of a (salen)Mn were
studied using classical atomistic modeling. Rotational energy profiles for the approach of 2,2-dimethyl-
2H-chromene to the active site of (salen)Mn were mapped for the homogeneous catalyst and the catalyst
immobilized as a linker in a MOF. The model corroborated that the Re enantioface is favored by the
homogeneous catalyst. It was shown that the predicted enantioselectivity when chromene approaches
the more accessible (salen)Mn in the MOF is highly sensitive to the distance between the (salen)Mn
Salen)Mn
nantioselective oxidation
etal-organic framework
olecular modeling

linkers of the interpenetrated frameworks. Calculated rotational energy profiles for a hypothetical non-
interpenetrated MOF revealed that this MOF catalyst should exhibit enantioselectivity intermediate to
the interpenetrated MOF and the homogeneous catalyst. Finally, the continuous chirality measure of the
catalyst was found to correlate well with the energy of the homogeneous catalyst–reactant complex,
suggesting that high chirality content is related to high enantioselectivity. This correlation, however, did

e MO
steri
not apply for some of th
induction depends on the

. Introduction

As a well-known asymmetric epoxidation catalyst, (salen)Mn
as been extensively studied to understand the origins of its
igh enantioselectivity [1]. While electronic effects of the 5,5′-
ubstituents on the salen ligand (Fig. 1) have been shown to have
significant impact on the enantioselectivity [2], how the cata-

yst ligand guides the approaching reactant to the active site is
lso thought to be important in the mechanism of asymmetric
nduction. Current understanding of this mechanism maintains
hat the ethylenediamine backbone allows the salen ligand to
wist into a stepped conformation upon oxidation. This con-
ormation then directs the approach and orientation of the
eactant, which is paramount to inducing high enantioselectivity
1,3–6].

The side-on approach where the double bond of the reactant is

arallel to the salen ligand is generally accepted [1], but four main
irections of approach to the Mn-oxo moiety have been proposed

n the literature (Fig. 1). Katsuki and coworkers originally hypothe-
ized that the reactant would approach along the Mn–N bond (path
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∗∗ Corresponding author. Tel.: +1 847 467 2977; fax: +1 847 491 3728.
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F catalysts. For heterogeneous catalysts, the mechanism of asymmetric
c environment in addition to the chirality of the catalyst.

© 2010 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.

A) based on analysis of sterics in epoxidation reactions catalyzed
by a variety of (salen)Mn [7] and on repulsive �–� interactions
between substituents on the approaching olefin and the phenyl ring
of the salen [8]. Similarly, Jacobsen and colleagues [9,10] assumed
that (salen)Mn O has a planar conformation and steric bulk at the
3,3′- and 5,5′-positions forces the reactant to approach over the
ethylenediamine backbone (path B). More recently, the Katsuki
group has proposed approach from direction C over the phenyl
ring bent away from the Mn-oxo moiety in a stepped confor-
mation [11,12]. They rationalized their assumption based on the
facts that some (salen)Mn were experimentally determined to have
stepped structures and an achiral (salen)Mn with a coordinating
chiral ligand performed highly enantioselective epoxidation catal-
ysis because the chiral ligand regulated the conformation of the
(salen)Mn O. Using this hypothesis to design new catalyst ligands,
they showed that a deeply folded (salen)Mn exhibited increased
enantioselective discrimination in the epoxidation of trans-alkenes
[4]. Calculations of the approach of cis-�-methylstyrene to Jacob-
sen’s catalyst supported the approach from C and showed that
the 5,5′-substituents do not block this approach in the stepped
conformation [5]. Finally, Houk et al. [6] demonstrated that the

reactant would approach from path D using classical calculations.
Yet, it is generally accepted that increasing steric bulk in the
3,3′-positions of the salen ligand enhances enantioselectivity, sug-
gesting that the reactant does not approach from this direction
[4,10,13].

dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.molcata.2010.11.001
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/13811169
http://www.elsevier.com/locate/molcata
mailto:broadbelt@northwestern.edu
mailto:snurr@northwestern.edu
dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.molcata.2010.11.001
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Fig. 1. Proposed directions of approach to the active Mn-oxo moiety of (salen)Mn. �
is the dihedral approach angle defined by the midpoint between the oxygen atoms in
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Waals interactions, and Ewald summation was used to calculate
all Coulombic interactions.
he salen ligand, the manganese atom, the oxo ligand, and the carbon of the reactant
orming a bond with the oxo ligand.

When (salen)Mn catalysts are heterogenized, the steric environ-
ent surrounding the catalyst may prevent folding of the ligand

nto the stepped conformation or may block more enantioselec-
ive pathways to the active site. Often, heterogeneous (salen)Mn
ave lower enantioselectivities than their homogeneous coun-
erparts, but the reason for the decrease is typically unclear. A

olecular-level understanding of the steric environment and its
nteractions with reactant molecules would elucidate the role of
upport effects in the mechanism of asymmetric induction. Malek
t al. [14] recently used molecular dynamics simulations to probe
ow chiral induction is affected by confinement of a (salen)Mn

n the pores of MCM-41. The study showed how axial ligation
long with confinement led to a different preferred conformation
f the catalyst ligand, which blocked approach from direction D and
ontributed to the higher enantioselectivity of the heterogenized
atalyst as observed experimentally. Additional studies on similarly
eterogenized (salen)Mn would provide further understanding of
ow (salen)Mn successfully achieves high asymmetric induction
nd how to maximize its potential in heterogeneous catalysis.

Recently, a (salen)Mn was heterogenized in a metal-organic
ramework (MOF) (Fig. 2), in which 2D sheets of biphenyldicarboxy-
ate linkers and zinc ions were connected by (salen)Mn catalysts
o form 3-D nanoporous crystals [15]. The MOF catalyst exhibited
2% ee in the epoxidation of 2,2-dimethyl-2H-chromene, whereas
he homogeneous (salen)Mn catalyzed the same reaction with 88%
e. In the MOF, the 5,5′-substituents are coordinated to zinc ions.
his coordination was proposed to cause the decrease in enantios-
lectivity because it should have an electron-withdrawing effect
n the catalyst, which is known to negatively impact enantioselec-
ivity [15]. This electronic effect of the framework has been probed
ith hybrid quantum mechanics/molecular mechanics calculations

16]. The findings suggested that the electronic effect is too small to
xplain the decrease in enantioselectivity. Instead, it was proposed
hat steric effects of the MOF are the major factor contributing to
he decreased enantioselectivity. Because of the uniformity of the
ctive sites in the MOF, the MOF offers a good case study for analyz-
ng steric effects of heterogeneous environments on the mechanism
f asymmetric induction of (salen)Mn catalysts. Here, a combina-
ion of hybrid Monte Carlo simulations and classical optimizations
as used to determine the preferred approaches of the chromene

eactant molecule to both the homogeneous and MOF catalysts.
he interpenetration of the MOF was found to negatively impact the
nantioselectivity through unfavorable steric interactions between

hromene and the framework and by decreasing the flexibility of
he salen. The insight from these calculations highlights important
onsiderations for designing enantioselective MOF catalysts.
talysis A: Chemical 334 (2011) 89–97

2. Methodology

2.1. Rotational energy profiles

To examine the approach of 2,2-dimethyl-2H-chromene to the
active site of (salen)Mn O, the potential energy surface for rota-
tion around the dihedral angle of approach was mapped using
constrained classical optimizations in RASPA [17], an in-house
molecular modeling code. The method used here follows the work
of Jacobsen and Cavallo [5] and the work of Houk et al. [6], in which
they investigated the approach of cis-�-methylstyrene to similar
salen catalysts. In both studies, the approach angle � was the dihe-
dral angle defined by the midpoint of the oxygen atoms in the salen
catalyst, the manganese atom, the oxo ligand, and the C1 atom of
the reactant that would be forming a bond with the oxo ligand in
the first transition state to the radical intermediate (Fig. 3a). The
C1 atom of chromene was chosen assuming that the phenyl group
would stabilize the radical on the C2 atom [5]. The Si and Re enan-
tiofaces of chromene are defined by the chirality of the C1 atom
in the reactant-catalyst complex. The reactant–catalyst complex
was optimized at 10◦ intervals around �. In these optimizations,
the distance between the oxo ligand and C1 atom was constrained
to 2.0 Å, and the angle defined by the manganese atom, oxo lig-
and, and C1 atom was constrained to 122◦ because this geometry
is similar to that expected in the transition state [5]. Hard con-
straints were employed, using the r2-SHAKE, cos2 �-SHAKE, and
the �-SHAKE algorithms [18] for the bond, bend, and torsion angle
constraints, respectively.

The rotational energy profiles were mapped for the homoge-
neous (salen)Mn and two crystallographically distinct (salen)Mn
in the MOF. These (salen)Mn are found on the two interpene-
trated frameworks and have different steric environments that
could lead to different effects on the enantioselectivity (see Fig. 2).
One (salen)Mn is sterically accessible to the reactant molecule and
will be denoted as Mn1. The (salen)Mn on the other framework
is sterically blocked by the first framework, leaving only approach
direction D as a viable option (Fig. 2). This (salen)Mn is denoted as
Mn2.

Before the classical optimizations, the homogeneous
(salen)Mn O and chromene were optimized separately using
density functional theory (DFT) with the BP86 [19,20] functional
and the TZVP [21] basis set on manganese and SVP [22] on all
other atoms using Gaussian03 [23]. Atomic charges were obtained
from CHelpG [24] calculations on the optimized structures. The
DFT optimized structures served as initial geometries in the con-
strained classical minimizations. The charges for the MOF catalyst
were obtained from CHelpG calculations on clusters of the different
ligands extracted from the MOF where the zinc paddlewheels were
terminated with methyl groups. The periodic MOF structure used
in the constrained minimizations consisted of 2 × 2 × 2 unit cells,
where one (salen)Mn on each of the frameworks was oxidized,
amounting to 2274 atoms (Fig. 3). While it is possible that two
(salen)Mn moieties in close proximity would not be oxidized
simultaneously during catalysis, this allowed a common reference
state to be used, enabling the interactions of chromene with each
(salen)Mn to be directly compared. During the minimizations,
only the two oxidized salens and the chromene molecule were
allowed to optimize, and the rest of the framework was kept rigid
(see Fig. 3). The DREIDING–SALEN force field, a modified version of
DREIDING found to reproduce geometries of (salen)Mn catalysts
well, was used [16]. A cutoff of 12 Å was used for the van der
To probe configuration space and find the global minimum
at each approach angle, the following procedure was employed.
The reactant–catalyst complex was minimized at a given approach
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ig. 2. (a) Space-filling representation of the interpenetrated frameworks of (salen
irections to Mn1 and (d) possible approach directions to Mn2 (C, gray; H, white; O,
gure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of the article.)

ngle using Baker’s minimization algorithm [25,26], which ensures
he location of true minima. At a true energy minimum, all energy
radients are zero, and all eigenvalues of the second derivative
atrix (the Hessian matrix) are positive or zero. The zero eigen-

alues correspond e.g. to the translation of the whole system and
he distance, bend, and dihedral constraints [18]. The convergence
riteria for the root mean square gradient and maximum gradi-
nt were 1 × 10−5 kJ/mol/Å. After the initial minimization of the
eactant–catalyst complex, two runs of 20 iterations were per-
ormed. Each iteration consisted of 100 Monte Carlo (MC) steps
ollowed by minimization. The MC steps were performed to aid in
umping between local minima along the jagged potential energy
urface. At each step, one of two MC moves is randomly chosen:
a) a hybrid MC/MD move [27] or (b) a rotation move. The hybrid

C/MD move consisted of a short NVE molecular dynamics simu-
ation (20 steps of 0.5 fs). During this MD trajectory, the constraints

ere maintained using the RATTLE approach [18,28]. The rotation
ove rotates the reactant randomly around the C1 atom (Fig. 3a)

nd leaves the constraints satisfied. MC moves that resulted in a
hange in the approaching enantioface were rejected. The simu-
ations were carried out in the NVT ensemble at 2000 K. The high
emperature facilitated searching of the configurational space.

After the minimization scheme was completed at each angle for
ne enantioface approaching a given catalyst, the rotational profile
as further refined for the MOF catalysts. The minimum energy

tructures at angles where exceptionally low energy structures

ere found were used as an initial configuration at adjacent angles

long the rotational energy curve. Baker’s minimization of the con-
guration was performed at successive angles until the energy of
he new structure was higher than that previously found with the

inimization routine.
MOF [15] shown in blue and green; (b) ligands in the MOF; (c) possible approach
, blue; Mn, purple; Zn, yellow). (For interpretation of the references to color in this

2.2. Continuous chirality measure

Increasing interest in mechanisms of asymmetric induction has
led to the formulation and use of quantitative measures of chi-
rality to relate enantioselectivity to the chirality content of the
catalyst [29–32]. One method for calculating chirality content is
the continuous chirality measure (CCM), which calculates the dis-
tance between a chiral structure and the nearest achiral structure
[32–34]. In this approach, the chirality is measured as the normal-
ized mean square distance between the atoms of a chiral structure
Q and the atoms of the nearest achiral structure with symmetry
group G.

CCMQ (G) = min

[∑N
i=1

∣∣−→q i − −→pi

∣∣2

∑N
i=1

∣∣−→q i − −→q0

∣∣2

]
× 100 (1)

In Eq. (1), qi are the N Cartesian coordinate vectors denoting the
positions of the N atoms in structure Q, q0 is the geometric center
of Q, and pi are the N Cartesian coordinate vectors of the positions
of the N atoms in the achiral structure. To find the nearest structure
of symmetry group G, all operations of a G-symmetry point group
are performed on Q. For achiral structures, G must be an improper
rotational point group, and the symmetry measure is the minimum
from one of these structures.

The CCM has been applied to (salen)Mn in previous studies in
an effort to understand how the chirality content of (salen)Mn

may be related to its mechanism of chiral induction. Malek et al.
[14] showed that the chirality content of (salen)Mn increased
when it was immobilized in the pores of MCM-41, which could
explain its enhanced enantioselectivity. On a more fundamental
level, Lipkowitz and Schefzick [35] investigated the effect of various
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F ydrogen atoms, substituents, and the cyclohexyl backbone are omitted for clarity. (b)
D e (salen)Mn-MOF. Optimized atoms are represented with the ball and stick model, and
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ig. 3. (a) The approach angle � (black line) is shown using the Re enantioface. H
epiction of the Si and Re enantiofaces; (c) the 2 × 2 × 2 unit cell model used for th
xed atoms are represented with lines (C, gray; H, white; O, red; N, blue; Mn, purple
he reader is referred to the web version of the article.)

istortions of the salen ligand on the chirality content of (salen)Mn.
hey pointed out that (salen)Mn has very little chirality content, but
istortion of the ligand occurs when the manganese atom assumes
ifferent spin states, which effectively increases the chirality con-
ent of the catalyst. Twisting of the ligand (related to the twisting
f the backbone) and step induction were found to increase the
CM values for (salen)Mn. It was inferred that it might be possi-
le to distort (salen)Mn in such a way as to destroy its ability for
symmetric induction. It should be noted that in these studies, a
asic premise was that increased chirality content could lead to

ncreased enantioselectivity.
To determine if immobilization of (salen)Mn in the MOF

ecreased its ability to twist and achieve high asymmetric induc-
ion, the CCM values of the catalysts were calculated using the
pproach of Avnir and coworkers [34,36]. The catalyst structures
sed were taken from the optimized reactant–catalyst complex
t each approach angle, and the CCM values of just the catalyst
ithout the reactant were determined. For the homogeneous cata-

yst, two portions of the catalyst were used in CCM calculations:

he catalyst with no substituents or oxo or Cl− ligands and the
atalyst with no substituents, phenyl rings, or oxo or Cl− ligands
see Fig. 4). Interestingly, the CCM values for the smaller portion of
he catalyst were larger and correlated better with the energies of
he reactant–catalyst complex. The smaller portion of the catalyst
Fig. 4. Models of (salen)Mn used to calculate the continuous chirality measure of
the reactant–catalyst complex.

therefore constituted the model employed in the CCM calculations
for the MOF catalysts.

3. Results
3.1. Rotational energy profiles for the homogeneous catalyst

The rotational energy profiles for the Si and Re enantiofaces
approaching the homogeneous catalyst are shown in Fig. 5a. Specif-
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ig. 5. Adsorption energies of 2,2-dimethyl-2H-chromene as a function of the appr
ig. 2c) and Mn2 (circles; see Fig. 2d), and (c) Mn1 with the Mn2 framework remov

cally, the adsorption energies are graphed as a function of the
pproach angle �. Adsorption energies are defined as follows:

Eads = E(chromene − Mn O) − E(chromene) − E(Mn O) (2)

here Mn O represents the oxidized catalyst. The energies of
ll unique minima found using the minimization scheme can be
ound in the Supporting Information. When chromene approaches
he oxidized catalyst from the side where the phenyl ring of the
alen is bent towards the oxo ligand (� = 110–180◦), the adsorption
nergies are unfavorable. These results demonstrate the generally
ccepted assumption that the reactant would not approach from
hat direction.

The Re enantioface is predicted to be the preferred enantioface,
n agreement with experiments [15,37]. The energy difference at
he minima along the two curves is 13.1 kJ/mol. The Re enantio-
ace favors approach from � = −60◦, approximately equivalent to
pproach from direction C (see Fig. 1). The Si enantioface, however,
refers to approach from direction D, with a minimum in energy at
= −10◦. In fact, the Si enantioface encounters a local maximum in

dsorption energy at � = −60◦, the most preferred approach angle
or the Re enantioface. These results agree with the hypothesis put
orth by Katsuki [38], in which the reactant should approach over
he downwardly bent phenyl group of the catalyst to minimize
epulsive steric interactions between the reactant and catalyst. Kat-
uki also proposed that the preferred enantioface would present
ts bulky substituents on the double bond away from the t-butyl
roups on the salen. At � = −60◦, the phenyl ring on the chromene
olecule is directed away from the t-butyl groups when the Re

nantioface approaches the active site. In the case of the Si enan-
ioface, the phenyl ring closely interacts with the t-butyl groups
t � = −60◦, leading to a maximum on its rotational energy profile

t that angle and explaining the preference for the Re enantioface.
ouk et al. [6] similarly concluded that the Si enantioface of cis-
-methylstyrene is preferred by a (salen)Mn with the same chiral
ackbone because the bulky phenyl group is directed away from
he t-butyl groups at the minimum energy configuration.
ngle on (a) the homogeneous catalyst (structure in inset), (b) Mn1 (diamonds; see
ing the calculations.

3.2. Rotational energy profiles for the (salen)Mn-MOF

The adsorption energies for approach to Mn1 and Mn2 (Fig. 2)
are shown in Fig. 5b. The shape of the rotational energy profiles
for approach to Mn1 is similar to that for approach to the homoge-
neous catalyst, although the Re curve is shifted so that the minimum
occurs at � = −20◦ instead of � = −60◦ and it more closely resem-
bles the Si curve. Generally, adsorption energies of the Re and Si
enantiofaces on Mn1 are similar along the entire rotational energy
profiles. The simulations predict that Mn1 prefers the Si enantioface
by 2 kJ/mol, opposite to the results for the homogeneous catalyst
and to the experimental results in the MOF [15]. This energy value
is within the error of the calculations and suggests that Mn1 is not
enantioselective. To understand the origin of the lack of enantios-
electivity predicted by the simulations, snapshots of the minimum
energy structures along each of the rotational energy profiles are
shown in Fig. 6. At � = −20◦ (Fig. 6a), the phenyl ring of the Re
enantioface closely interacts with the second framework. As the
chromene rotates towards � = −60◦, the steric interactions between
the phenyl ring of the Re enantioface and the second framework
increase, and the reactant and catalyst distort away from their
preferred configuration in an effort to relieve the repulsive steric
interactions. This explains the shift in the minimum for the Re enan-
tioface to � = −20◦. For the Si enantioface, the phenyl ring is directed
away from the second framework at its minimum at � = 0◦ (Fig. 6b).
Less steric interaction with the second framework results in less
distortion of the chromene and of the catalyst, making adsorption
of the Si enantioface more favorable when approaching from this
direction (direction D; see Fig. 2).

If the frameworks could shift away from each other during
catalysis, the repulsive interactions between chromene and the
framework might be relieved and lead to a different prediction

in the enantioselectivity. Framework shifting in interpenetrated
MOFs has been proposed to occur in response to sorbate molecules
in a number of studies [39–43]. In one report, the open space
between two interpenetrated frameworks was shown to have
increased by 0.52 Å [39]. To determine the effect of possible frame-



94 G.A.E. Oxford et al. / Journal of Molecular Catalysis A: Chemical 334 (2011) 89–97

F en)Mn
R Mn1
w the o

w
o
t
�
o
t
p
0
b
t
s
i
t
a
a
r
f
e
e
z
K
e

v

ig. 6. Geometries of the minimum along each rotational energy profile for the (sal
e enantioface approach to Mn2; (d) Si enantioface approach to Mn2. Depictions of
ith 2,2-dimethyl-2H-chromene is represented with the ball and stick model while

ork shifting on the predicted enantioselectivity, manual shifting
f the second framework along the a axis (Fig. 2) and reminimiza-
ion of the Si and Re minima for approach to Mn1 (� = 0◦ and
= −20◦, respectively) was performed. It was found that a shift

f 0.09 Å was sufficient to cause a reversal in the predicted enan-
ioselectivity. Increasing the shift beyond 0.09 Å led to increasing
reference for the Re enantioface. At shift values of 0.25 Å and
.50 Å, adsorption of the Re enantioface was calculated to be favored
y 4.3 kJ/mol and 11.0 kJ/mol, respectively. These results indicate
hat the predicted enantioselectivity of the MOF catalyst is highly
ensitive to the distance between the frameworks. This sensitiv-
ty may be a consequence of the hardness of the force field or of
he constraints used. Still, framework flexibility is likely to have
noticeable impact on the enantioselectivity of the MOF catalyst

s the interpenetrated frameworks are expected to shift apart to
educe repulsive steric interactions between chromene and the
ramework. To fully capture the effect of framework shifting on
nantioselectivity would require a completely flexible model, how-
ver, and models are unavailable for treating the full flexibility of
inc paddlewheel MOFs. Moreover, the simulations here are at zero

, while the experimental results are at higher temperatures. It is
xpected that framework shifting may increase with temperature.

While the adsorption energies for Mn1 are exothermic at all
alues of �, adsorption of chromene at Mn2 is exothermic only
-MOF. (a) Re enantioface approach to Mn1; (b) Si enantioface approach to Mn1; (c)
and Mn2 are shown in Fig. 2. The framework containing the (salen)Mn interacting
ther framework is represented with lines.

over a small range of approach angles corresponding to approach
from direction D (Fig. 2) as shown in Fig. 5b. Specifically, the Re
enantioface is predicted to adsorb on Mn2 between � = −100◦ and
� = 50◦, while the Si enantioface adsorbs on Mn2 between � = −70◦

and � = 30◦. The deep wells around the minima on the curves
for approach to Mn2 indicate that sampling of other approach
angles is unlikely. In contrast, the difference in adsorption energy
between the minima and maxima on the Mn1 curves never reaches
90 kJ/mol, and chromene may sample many approach angles during
the catalysis.

Because of the steric environment around Mn2 and the forced
approach from direction D, Mn2 was found to be significantly more
enantioselective than Mn1. The energy difference between the
minima on the Si and Re rotational energy profiles is 17.6 kJ/mol,
indicating that Mn2 is at least as enantioselective as the homoge-
neous catalyst. Snapshots of the minima for Si and Re adsorption
on Mn2 elucidate the origin of this high enantioselectivity (Fig. 6).
The phenyl ring on chromene lies near the cyclohexyl backbone of
Mn1 at the minimum for the Si enantioface at � = −40◦ (Fig. 6d) and
causes repulsive steric interactions and distorted geometries. For

the Re enantioface, the phenyl ring on chromene is directed away
from the cyclohexyl backbone of Mn1 at its minimum at � = −20◦

(Fig. 6c), and nonbonded interactions between chromene and the
framework are more favorable. Although Mn2 is predicted to be
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ore enantioselective than the homogeneous catalyst, the adsorp-
ion energies for Mn2 are almost 50 kJ/mol higher than those for

n1, probably due to the unfavorable steric interactions experi-
nced by chromene when approaching Mn2 compared to Mn1.
hese unfavorable interactions are not relieved by framework shift-
ng, with the adsorption energies on Mn2 still at least 45 kJ/mol
igher than those on Mn1 at a shift value of 0.50 Å. Therefore, it is
nlikely that Mn2 participates in the catalysis, explaining why the
OF did not exhibit higher enantioselectivity in the experiments.
These results imply that an environment that sterically inhibits

pproach of the reactant from all directions but one may be highly
nantioselective. One way to enhance the enantioselectivity of the
OF catalyst could be to block Mn1 (possibly by ligation of a bulky

roup to the manganese atom), only allowing the reactant access
o Mn2 from pathway D. Another possible improvement would
nvolve attenuating the steric interactions between chromene and
he second framework when chromene adsorbs on Mn1, which
ed to the poor enantioselectivity predicted by the simulations. If
he second framework were removed, the MOF catalyst might be
ble to achieve enantioselectivities closer to those obtained by the
omogeneous catalyst.

To test this hypothesis, rotational energy profiles were cal-
ulated for chromene approaching the active site of Mn1 with
he Mn2 framework removed. As shown in Fig. 5c, the shapes of
he rotational energy profiles are strikingly similar to those cal-
ulated for the homogeneous catalyst, indicating that the MOF
oes not block approach from any direction. The minima for
he Si and Re enantiofaces occur at � = 0◦ and � = −60◦, respec-
ively. The difference in adsorption energies between the Si and Re
nantiofaces is 7.4 kJ/mol, which falls between the differences in
dsorption energy calculated for the interpenetrated MOF and the
omogeneous catalyst (−2 kJ/mol and 13.1 kJ/mol, respectively).
non-interpenetrated form of the MOF should therefore exhibit

n enantioselectivity intermediate to the interpenetrated MOF
nd the homogeneous catalyst in the epoxidation of chromene.
he main factors leading to a prediction of lower enantioselec-
ivity in the non-interpenetrated MOF catalyst compared to the
omogeneous catalyst are less favorable salen geometries and less

avorable van der Waals and Coulombic interactions between the
OF and chromene for the Re enantioface relative to the Si enan-

ioface. Specifically, distorted geometries, nonbonded interactions
etween the salen catalyst and chromene, and nonbonded inter-
ctions between the rest of the MOF and chromene account for
pproximately 16%, 55%, and 29% of the decrease in the difference in
dsorption energies, respectively. It is likely that the coordination of
he salen to the MOF framework reduces the flexibility of the salen
uch that the salen cannot assume the most favorable configuration
n the MOF for the Re minimum compared to the homogeneous cat-
lyst. This could contribute to an inability to minimize nonbonded
nteractions between the salen and chromene to the same extent
n the MOF.

For the (salen)Mn-MOF, the highly constrained geometries
f the catalysts made searching the configurational space at
ach approach angle difficult. Although many unique minima
ere found at each approach angle (see Supporting Information),

he refinement procedure described previously was necessary to
btain correct results. The refinement procedure found minima
hat were not found using the minimization scheme. Ideally, the

inimization scheme would be carried out many more times to
btain the global minimum at each angle without using the refine-
ent procedure; however, the computational expense to do so
s prohibitive. As the steric interactions around the active site
ncreased, the number of minima found with the minimization
cheme that fell on the rotational profile traced out from the
efinement procedure decreased. Only 14–31% of the minima for
pproach to Mn2 (Fig. 2) presented in Fig. 5b were found with
talysis A: Chemical 334 (2011) 89–97 95

the minimization method, while this method was able to locate
44–78% of the minima for approach to Mn1 (Fig. 2) and 100% of
the minima for the homogeneous catalyst. These results illustrate
the increasing difficulty of configurational searches with increas-
ing steric constraints on the system. Although hybrid MC typically
offers an efficient means for probing configurational space, the sys-
tem size studied here presents a significant challenge to this and
other configurational search methods.

3.3. Chirality content of the reactant–catalyst complexes

Because the chirality of (salen)Mn has been associated with the
mechanism of asymmetric induction [11,12,14,35], the chirality
content of (salen)Mn along the rotational energy profiles was inves-
tigated. The CCM values were calculated and plotted as a function
of the energy of the reactant–catalyst complex at each point along
the rotational energy curves (Fig. 7). Intriguingly, a good correlation
exists between the CCM values and the energies of the complexes
for the homogeneous catalyst (Fig. 7a). This result indicates that
high chirality content of the homogeneous catalyst is indeed related
to the most favorable configurations of the reactant–catalyst com-
plex. The oxidized catalyst classically optimized in isolation had a
CCM value of 0.86. Most of the complexes have CCM values lower
than this, meaning that the interactions between the catalyst and
the reactant force the catalyst to adopt a conformation with lower
chirality content. The CCM values for the complex increase relative
to the oxidized catalyst in isolation only when the Re enantioface
approaches from an angle between � = −30◦ and � = −90◦ and the
Si enantioface approaches from � = −20◦ and � = −30◦. For these
complexes and for the homogeneous catalyst, the N–C–C–N dihe-
dral angle of the backbone is at least −53.6◦, whereas this angle
has values lower in magnitude for the other complexes. Because
the CCM values correlate with the value of this backbone dihe-
dral when it is large in magnitude (lower than −45◦; not shown),
high CCM values are likely due to twisting of the salen ligand, in
agreement with results from Lipkowitz and Schefzick [35]. When
chromene approaches from the preferred directions for the Re and
Si enantiofaces (� = −60◦ and � = −10◦, respectively), the catalyst
achieves considerable twisting, and thus high chirality content,
since the steric interactions between the catalyst and reactant are
minimized. The Re enantioface induces higher chirality in the cat-
alyst than the Si enantioface as reflected in the CCM values of 0.98
and 0.86 at their respective minima. These results show that the
ability of the catalyst to twist is related to its ability for asymmetric
induction.

In the (salen)Mn-MOF, the catalysts are restricted in their twist-
ing motion due to the close proximity of the interpenetrated
networks. The CCM values for Mn1 and Mn2 complexes with
chromene fall in the range between 0.27 and 0.79 and are lower
than the value of 0.86 for the classically optimized homogeneous
oxidized catalyst (Fig. 7b). The smaller CCM values demonstrate
that the MOF catalysts are unable to maximize their chirality con-
tent in the presence of chromene due to steric constraints of the
MOF. For chromene adsorbed on Mn1, only a poor correlation exists
between CCM and the energy of the reactant–catalyst complex,
while a better correlation is found for chromene adsorption on Mn2.
These results suggest that the existence of a correlation between
chirality content and the energy of the reactant–catalyst complex
is dependent on the steric environment on the periphery of the
reactant–catalyst complex.

To assess this supposition, the CCM values of (salen)Mn were

calculated for the non-interpenetrated version of Mn1. In this
hypothetical MOF, the framework does not block certain approach
directions as it does in the interpenetrated MOF. This catalyst
should also be able to achieve greater flexibility in the non-
interpenetrated MOF because of the large volume of empty space
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ig. 7. Continuous chirality measure (CCM) as a function of energy for the (a) hom
atalysts (see Fig. 2; energies relative to the minimum of the Si enantioface on Mn
elative to the minimum of the Re enantioface). The portion of the catalyst used in t

urrounding the catalyst. The CCM values of this MOF catalyst
ere found to range between 0.27 and 1.0, and a good correla-

ion was found between the CCM values and the energy of the
eactant–catalyst complex (Fig. 7c). These results are very sim-
lar to those obtained for the homogeneous catalyst; yet, the
on-interpenetrated MOF catalyst is predicted to be less enantios-
lective than the homogeneous catalyst. It appears that while high
hirality content is necessary for favorable conformations of the
eactant–catalyst complex and is thus related to high enantioselec-
ivity for the homogeneous catalyst, other factors besides chirality
ontent have to be considered in the mechanism of asymmetric
nduction for the heterogeneous environment. Therefore, CCM val-
es of the heterogeneous catalyst do not necessarily give insight

nto its enantioselectivity.

. Conclusions

Rotational energy profiles have been calculated for the approach
f 2,2-dimethyl-2H-chromene to a homogeneous (salen)Mn and
ts heterogenized counterparts found in a (salen)Mn MOF. For
he homogeneous catalyst, the model correctly predicted the
,R-enantiomer product would be produced in excess. The Re
nantioface was found to approach along pathway C while the
i enantioface favored approach from direction D (Fig. 1). These
esults contrast with the results for the (salen)Mn-MOF where
pproach from direction D was preferred for both enantiofaces.
he MOF environment effectively cut off approach from direction C,
orcing chromene to approach over the t-butyl groups. The change
n approach direction upon heterogenization may have contributed
o the decrease in enantioselectivity observed experimentally.

The interpenetration of the MOF was determined to affect the

nantioselectivity in a number of ways. Steric interactions between
he two frameworks resulted in the two MOF catalysts exhibit-
ng different enantioselectivities and accessibility to chromene.
hifting the interpenetrated frameworks away from each other sig-
ificantly impacted the predicted enantioselectivity of the MOF
eous catalyst (relative to the minimum of the Re enantioface), (b) (salen)Mn-MOF
d (c) Mn1 when the Mn2 framework is removed during the calculations (energies
M calculations is shown in the inset in (a).

catalyst, suggesting that framework flexibility may play a role in
the enantioselectivity. Removal of the second framework led to
higher calculated enantioselectivity due to the decrease in unfavor-
able steric interactions between the frameworks and chromene. It is
therefore recommended that new (salen)Mn MOF catalysts should
be non-interpenetrated to achieve enantioselectivities approach-
ing that of their homogeneous counterparts.

Chirality content of the catalyst along each of the rotational
energy profiles was calculated using the CCM method. The most
favorable conformations of the reactant–catalyst complex exhib-
ited the highest CCM values for the homogeneous catalyst. The
ability of the catalyst to twist in these conformations is likely
the cause of the high chirality content and the high enantiose-
lectivity of the catalyst. The CCM values for the MOF catalysts,
however, do not necessarily correlate with the energies of the
reactant–catalyst complex, implying that high chirality content is
not the only factor in achieving asymmetric induction in heteroge-
neous environments. For heterogeneous catalysts, the mechanism
of asymmetric induction might be different than that for the homo-
geneous catalyst, depending on steric constraints that prevent the
reactant from approaching from certain directions or hinder cata-
lyst flexibility.
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