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ABSTRACT: myo-Inositol oxygenase (MIOX) catalyzes the
4e− oxidation of myo-inositol (MI) to D-glucuronate using a
substrate activated Fe(II)Fe(III) site. The biferrous and
Fe(II)Fe(III) forms of MIOX were studied with circular
dichroism (CD), magnetic circular dichroism (MCD), and
variable temperature variable field (VTVH) MCD spectros-
copies. The MCD spectrum of biferrous MIOX shows two
ligand field (LF) transitions near 10000 cm−1, split by ∼2000
cm−1, characteristic of six coordinate (6C) Fe(II) sites, indicating that the modest reactivity of the biferrous form toward O2 can
be attributed to the saturated coordination of both irons. Upon oxidation to the Fe(II)Fe(III) state, MIOX shows two LF
transitions in the ∼10000 cm−1 region, again implying a coordinatively saturated Fe(II) site. Upon MI binding, these split in
energy to 5200 and 11200 cm−1, showing that MI binding causes the Fe(II) to become coordinatively unsaturated. VTVH MCD
magnetization curves of unbound and MI-bound Fe(II)Fe(III) forms show that upon substrate binding, the isotherms become
more nested, requiring that the exchange coupling and ferrous zero-field splitting (ZFS) both decrease in magnitude. These
results imply that MI binds to the ferric site, weakening the Fe(III)−μ-OH bond and strengthening the Fe(II)−μ-OH bond. This
perturbation results in the release of a coordinated water from the Fe(II) that enables its O2 activation.

■ INTRODUCTION

Ferritin-like, binuclear non-heme-iron enzymes (diiron enzymes
that have a common four-helical bundle motif) are involved in a
wide range of biochemical processes, many of which either have
implications for human health or perform industrially important
chemical transformations.1−4 The diiron core of ribonucleotide
reductase (RR) catalyzes the formation of a tyrosine radical that
is required in the de novo synthesis of deoxyribonucleotides.4,5

Δ9-Desaturase (Δ9D) catalyzes the insertion of a carbon−carbon
double bond in stearoyl-acyl carrier protein (stearoyl-ACP),
essential in the biosynthesis of oleic acid, the most abundant fatty
acid in human adipose tissue.6−8 The diiron site of methane
monooxygenase (MMO) catalyzes the oxidation of methane, a
green house gas,9 to methanol, a usable fuel.10−13 While myo-
inositol oxygenase (MIOX), a eukaryotic/human enzyme that is
essential to human health, also harbors a binuclear non-heme-
iron cofactor,14 it is structurally and mechanistically distinct from
the ferritin-like diiron oxygenases and oxidases, such as RR,Δ9D,
and MMO.15−18

MIOX catalyzes the 4e− oxidation of myo-inositol (MI) to D-
glucuronate (DG).17,19 This catalytic reaction forms a central

part of the metabolic pathway of MI (Figure 1).20−26 With roles
in osmoregulation, membrane structure, signal transduction, and
transcriptional regulation of hundreds of genes, the reactant
(MI) has been implicated in affecting mood, reproduction,
osteogenesis, the central nervous system, and insulin sensitiv-
ity.19,23−25,27−36 It is a suggested treatment for various psychiatric
and metabolic conditions, polycystic ovary syndrome and in the
inhibition of certain types of cancer.35,36 Its concentration is
associated with glial proliferation, and it is thought to be a glial
marker.37,38 The product (DG) is of interest in biotechnology,
specifically its incorporation into the backbones of polysacchar-
ides (Figure 1).39 In addition to the important medical
implications of the substrate (MI) and the biotech applications
of the product (DG), diabetic complications have been
attributed to an increase in MIOX expression and activity,
making the enzyme a potential drug target.31

Most binuclear non-heme-iron enzymes, including RR, Δ9D,
and MMO, have diiron sites that are housed in four-α-helical
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bundle motifs and coordinated by two histidines and four
carboxylates from protein derived ligand sets (Figure 2,
top).1,2,5,7,8,11,12,40 They are active in the Fe(II)Fe(II) state
(Figure 3, top).1,41−48 They activate O2 by a 2e− reduction,
forming bridged peroxy-Fe(III)Fe(III) intermediates and
catalyze two-electron oxidations. MIOX, however, deviates
from these commonly shared characteristics among diiron
enzymes. The diiron cofactor is housed in an HD-domain
(named after a conserved histidine and aspartate residue
doublet), where five helices contribute a four-histidine/two-
carboxylate ligand set (Figure 2, bottom).16−18 It is, to date, the

only member of the HD-domain protein structural superfamily
known to possess a diiron cluster and oxygenase activity
(although a recent report suggests that there may be more
examples).49 Although MIOX can exist in three oxidation states
(Fe(II)Fe(II), Fe(II)Fe(III), and Fe(III)Fe(III)), the Fe(II)Fe-
(III) form is catalytically active (Figure 3, bottom), and substrate
must first bind to the active site before O2 activation occurs.

27,28

Putatively, the substrate coordinates to the Fe(III) site of the
cofactor via its C1 and C6 alkoxides (Figure 1). While the outer-
sphere 1e− reduction of O2 is thermodynamically difficult (E =
−160mV),50MIOX undergoes an oxidative addition of O2 to the
Fe(II) to form a superoxo-Fe(III) species (Figure 3, bottom),
intermediate G.17,27 Intermediate G initiates MI oxidation by
cleavage of the C1−H bond.27 Steps in the catalysis of MIOX
following hydrogen abstraction from C1 are less well
characterized but are thought to involve one of the following:
homolysis of the O−O bond followed by substrate/hydroxyl
radical recombination, transfer of the hydroperoxyl moiety to the
substrate radical, or generation of a ketone intermediate, which is
attacked by the (hydro)peroxo moiety.17,51 Understanding the
reactivity of this unusual enzyme at the molecular level offers
fundamental insight into how a binuclear non-heme-iron center
may be tuned to use a 1e− rather than 2e− reduction strategy for
O2 activation and has the potential to aid in the development of
new diabetic therapies and glucuronic acid based polysaccharides
for biotech applications.
These studies elucidate several fundamental features of the

MIOX reaction. These features include the unusual lack of
catalytic activity of the Fe(II)Fe(II) state, as well as the modest
O2 reactivity of this form (k≈ 2× 103 M−1 s−1; 100-fold less than
that of the Fe(II)Fe(III)·MI form),27,52 and the necessity for
substrate addition to the mixed-valent Fe(II)Fe(III) species for
O2 activation. Circular dichroism (CD), magnetic circular
dichroism (MCD), and variable temperature variable field
(VTVH) MCD studies of MIOX in its Fe(II)Fe(II), Fe(II)Fe-
(III), and Fe(II)Fe(III)·MI states are presented and provide
structural and mechanistic insight into these requirements for O2
activation.
Near IR CD/MCD is especially useful for studying the high-

spin d6 Fe(II) center in biferrous, Fe(II)Fe(III), and Fe(II)Fe-
(III)·MI forms of MIOX. Non-heme ferrous sites are generally
inaccessible through EPR and absorption spectroscopies, making
them difficult to study.1 Near IR CD/MCD spectroscopies,
however, allow for the observation of ferrous ligand field (LF)
transitions, which are weak in absorption but relatively intense in
CD and MCD.1,53 The energies of these correlate to different
coordination geometries. A six-coordinate (6C) Fe(II) site will
exhibit two LF transitions near 10000 cm−1, split by∼2000 cm−1.
These transitions undergo a larger splitting in a 5C square
pyramidal geometry, giving rise to one band at >10000 cm−1 and
the other at ∼5000 cm−1. For a 5C trigonal bipyramidal site,
these bands shift to <10000 cm−1 and <5000 cm−1. For a 4C
tetrahedral site, two transitions are present in the 5000−7000
cm−1 region.
Transitions involving the Fe(III) in the Fe(II)Fe(III) forms of

MIOX may also be accessible with near IR CD/MCD
spectroscopies. Weak spin-forbidden Fe(III) 6A1 → 4T1 and
6A1 → 4T2 LF transitions may be observed due to exchange
coupling between the irons and mixing with intense charge-
transfer transitions.54−62 These transitions decrease in energy
with increasing ligand-field strength, with LF transitions of 4C
Fe(III) sites at highest energy and those of 6C sites at lowest
energy. In addition, the mixed-valent forms of MIOX could also

Figure 1. Metabolic pathway of myo-inositol.20−26 The oxygenation of
myo-inositol to D-glucuronate, catalyzed by MIOX, is highlighted.
Abbreviations: HK, hexokinase; MIPS, myo-inositol-1-phosphate
synthase; IMP, inositol monophosphate phosphatase; PIS, phosphati-
dylinositol synthase; CDP-DAG, cytidine diphosphate diacylglycerol;
CMP, cytidine monophosphate.

Figure 2. Protein derived ligand sets of ferritin-like binuclear non-heme-
iron enzymes1,2,5,7,8,11,12,40 (top) and MIOX16−18 (bottom).
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have an intervalence charge-transfer (IT, Fe(II) → Fe(III))
transition, which would contribute to the near IR region of the
spectrum but is expected to have little MCD intensity (because
these are strongly polarized along the Fe−Fe bond and MCD C-
term intensity requires two perpendicular transition mo-
ments).54,62−64

VTVH MCD methodology is also a valuable probe of the
ground states of the coupled binuclear Fe sites in both the
Fe(II)Fe(II) and Fe(II)Fe(III) forms of MIOX. It allows for
analysis of the spin system and determination of important spin-
Hamiltonian parameters, specifically the exchange coupling (J)
between the Fe ions, which reflects the nature of the bridging
ligands, and the zero-field splittings (ZFSs) of each of the Fe ions,
which provide information complementary to that obtained from
CD/MCD spectra about the nature of the ligand field at each Fe
site.1,54,62

As presented below, the combined CD, MCD, and VTVH
MCD approach provides insights into the geometric and
electronic structures and, thus, the reactivities of the Fe(II)Fe(II)
and Fe(II)Fe(III) sites and the role of MI binding in activating
the enzyme for O2 addition to the cofactor. They generate a
model where high histidine ligation results in a coordinatively
saturated Fe(II)Fe(II) site. Oxidation to the Fe(II)Fe(III) state
allows for MIOX to bind MI, which modifies a bridge and results
in an open coordination position at the Fe(II) for the activation
of O2 by 1e

−. This mechanism is in sharp contrast to that of the
ferritin-like diiron oxygenases and oxidases, which react from the
biferrous state with open coordination positions on both irons
allowing 2e− reductive activation of O2 to form a peroxo-bridge.

■ EXPERIMENTAL SECTION
Materials. FeSO4·6H2O was obtained from J.T. Baker. Bis-tris

buffer, MI, acetic acid, and sucrose were obtained from Sigma-Aldrich.
Deuterium oxide (D2O; 99.9%

2H) and perdeuterated glycerol (d8-
glycerol; 98% 2H) were obtained from Cambridge Isotope Laboratories
(Andover, MA). Both MI and sucrose were dissolved in D2O and
lyophilized before use. N2(g) (ultrahigh purity) for the glovebox and
Ar(g) (99.9%) for Schlenk line manipulations were obtained from
Praxair. N2(l) and He(l) were also obtained from Praxair. Deoxygenated
deuterated buffer (50 mM bis-tris·acetate in D2O with 10 wt %/wt d8-
glycerol and pD 6.0) was prepared by multiple freeze−pump−thaw
cycles on a Schlenk line with Ar(g). Deoxygenated protein was prepared
(on ice) by multiple (6+) gentle vacuum/purge cycles followed by
purging the sample’s headspace with Ar(g) for 3+ hours.

Preparation of Apo-MIOX. Apo Mus musculus kidney MIOX was
expressed, purified, and quantified according to published procedures.14

Apo-MIOX was exchanged into deuterated buffer (50 mM bis-tris·
acetate in D2O with 10 wt %/wt d8-glycerol, pD 6.0) by 8+ cycles of 4×
dilution with D2O buffer and concentration back to 2−3 mM. The
concentration was determined by the absorption band at 280 nm (ε =
60800 M−1 cm−1).14 Protein was kept at 5−10 °C during buffer
exchange. The voltage associated with the absorption of the CD
spectrum of the apoprotein was checked at 1500 nm (∼6700 cm−1) to
monitor the buffer exchange.

Preparation of Biferrous MIOX (MIOX(II,II)). Deoxygenated apo-
MIOX in deuterated buffer was brought into the glovebox and kept at 7
°C on a cold plate while 1.70 equiv of deoxygenated ferrous ammonium
sulfate (in deuterated buffer) was added. Fe(II) loading was confirmed
by near IR CD.

Preparation of Biferric MIOX (MIOX(III,III)).MIOX(II,II) (∼1−2
mM) was treated with excess O2 by diluting the sample with an O2
containing buffer (∼4 °C,∼300−400 μMofO2)

65 to 30 μMand leaving
it in an aerobic atmosphere (∼4 °C) for 8 h.MIOX(III,III) samples were
then concentrated to 2−3 mM. Complete oxidation to MIOX(III/III)
by this protocol was verified by Mössbauer spectroscopy after MI
addition (see Figure S13 (middle) in the Supporting Information).

Preparation of Mixed-Valent Fe(II)Fe(III) MIOX (MIOX(II,III)).
Equimolar amounts of deoxygenated MIOX(II,II) and MIOX(III,III)
were mixed in an anaerobic environment (glovebox) and incubated for 1
h at 7 °C. Mössbauer spectra taken on samples prepared according to
this protocol and then treated with saturating MI showed 60−70%
conversion to the mixed-valent species with equal quantities (15−20%)
of biferrous and biferric components (see Figure S13 (bottom) in the
Supporting Information).

Preparation of MI Complexes of MIOX.MIOX·MI samples (1−3
mM) were prepared by adding (anaerobically for MIOX(II,III)·MI and
MIOX(II,II)·MI and aerobically for MIOX(III,III)·MI) a small volume
(10−20 μL) of a concentrated MI solution to the MIOX samples for
final MI concentrations of 50−100 mM.

Instrumentation. Near IR (600−1900 nm region) CD and MCD
spectroscopies were performed on a JASCO J730D spectropolarimeter
with an N2(l) cooled InSb detector. The MCD and VTVH MCD data
for the 800−500 nm region were collected on a JASCO J810
spectropolarimeter equipped with a photomultiplier tube that has an
S1 photocathode. For CD spectroscopy, a circulator connected to the
CD cell holder was used to cool the anaerobic quartz CD cell. For MCD
spectroscopy, a He(l) cooled Oxford Instrument SM4000 7T-
superconducting magnet was used for field and temperature variation.
An Agilent 8453 UV−visible spectrophotometer was used to determine
protein concentrations.

CD and MCD Spectroscopy. All CD experiments were performed
in an anaerobic quartz cell at 4 °C. CD titrations were performed by
adding 120 μL of deoxygenated apo-MIOX to the anaerobic quartz cell

Figure 3. Comparison of the mechanistic strategies of most binuclear non-heme-iron enzymes1,41−48 (top) and MIOX16−18,27,28 (bottom).
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in a glovebox. For each addition of ferrous ammonium sulfate (at 0, 0.25,
0.5, 0.75, 1, 1.25, 1.5, 1.75, 2, 2.5, and 3 equiv of Fe(II)), a CD spectrum
was taken after a 15−20 min incubation. MCD samples were prepared
by adding sucrose to saturation and separating out any solid sucrose
through centrifugation in a glovebox. A CD spectrum was taken after
sucrose addition to confirm that it did not perturb the diiron site (see
Figures S3 and S5 in Supporting Information). Sucrose-saturated
samples were then added toMCD cells in the glovebox and immediately
transferred to N2(l). MCD spectra were taken at ±7, ±5, ±3, ±1, and 0
T at 2 K and ±7 and 0 T for temperatures of 5, 10, and 20 K. The MCD
baseline was corrected by averaging positive and negative fields (e.g.,
((+7 T) − (−7 T))/2). CD and MCD spectra were analyzed by a
nonlinear least-squares fitting procedure to resolve them into the
minimum number of Gaussian bands required to fit both data sets while
allowing for limited sharpening and shifting of peaks in the MCD (taken
at low temperature). For both the CD and MCD spectra reported,
multiple scans (5−20) were averaged.
VTVH MCD Spectroscopy. VTVHMCD data were taken at 10600

and 8500 cm−1 for MIOX(II,II) andMIOX(II,II)·MI and at 17600 cm−1

for MIOX(II,III) and MIOX(II,III)·MI. Data were taken at fields of 0,
±0.35,±0.7,±1.4,±2.1,±2.8,±3.5,±4.2,±4.7,±5.6,±6.3, and±7.0 T
and for temperatures of 2, 3, 5, 7.5, 10, 15, 20, and 25 K. MCD intensity
was averaged over 100−200 scans for each field at each temperature.
The reported data points are baseline-subtracted averages of the
measurements for positive and negative field taken at the same
temperature (their error bars represent the propagation of errors from
the standard deviations). The reduced chi-squared value was used to
judge the goodness of fit for the VTVH MCD data. The VTVH MCD
data were fit with doublet and spin projection models as described in the
Results and Analysis section.53,66

■ RESULTS AND ANALYSIS
MIOX(II,II). The binding of Fe(II) to apo-MIOX in the

absence of O2 was investigated with near-IR (NIR) CD
spectroscopy at 4 °C. Two positive bands at ∼10000 cm−1

grew in together with added Fe (Figure S1a, Supporting
Information). These features saturated at ∼2 equiv of Fe(II)
(Figure S1b, Supporting Information). Least squares fitting of
the titration curve at 10100 cm−1 (Figure S1a, insert) to eq S1,
Supporting Information, gave an Fe(II) dissociation constant
(KD) of 0.2 mM, similar in magnitude to that ofΔ9D (0.8 mM).7

The CD spectrum of biferrous MIOX (MIOX(II,II)) showed no
perturbation upon the addition of myo-inositol (MI) in
substantial excess (25:1), with the relative intensities and peak
positions of the bands unchanged (Figure 4a). The two bands in
the CD spectrum of MIOX(II,II) were Gaussian resolved into
bands with energies of 8500 and 10300 cm−1 and were unaltered
upon the addition of the glassing agent, sucrose (Figure S3,
Supporting Information).
Similarly, the NIR MCD spectrum of MIOX(II,II) taken at

low temperature (2 K) and high field (7 T) was Gaussian
resolved into two bands at 8600 and 10400 cm−1 (Figure 4b).
These bands correlate well with those in the CD, with slight
differences in energy and diminished line widths due to the lower
temperature for MCD (2 K vs 4 °C). As in CD, the addition of
MI did not perturb these spectral features (Figure 4b). The NIR
CD and MCD spectral features are attributed to d → d
transitions for a biferrous site. The CD and MCD spectra of
MIOX(II,II) lack any features <8000 cm−1, and thus, the
biferrous site does not contain a 4C or 5C square pyramidal
Fe(II) center.1,53 The presence of a band at 10400 cm−1 indicates
that at least one of the Fe(II) ions is 6C. The VTVHMCD results
below distinguish between the 6C and 5C trigonal bipyramidal
geometries possible for the second Fe(II).
VTVHMCD data were taken on biferrous MIOX at 8500 and

10500 cm−1 (Figure 4b, arrows) and show that the signals

decrease with increasing temperature (Figure 5a), confirming
that the bands are associated with MCD C-terms.67 No
perturbation of the VTVH MCD saturation magnetization
curves is observed upon addition of MI (Figure S2a,b,
Supporting Information). The VTVH MCD data taken at both
8500 and 10500 cm−1 overlay (Figure 5a), indicating that the
intensities of the two bands have equal contributions from both
Fe(II) sites. If a 5C trigonal bipyramidal Fe(II) site were present,
it would contribute intensity to the <10000 cm−1 band and would

Figure 4. The CD and MCD spectra of MIOX(II,II). Spectra include
without (orange) and with (purple) the addition of MI (25-fold excess)
for the (a) CD and (b) MCD of biferrous MIOX. The gray arrows in
panel b indicate where the VTVH MCD was taken. Protein
concentrations were 1−2 mM.

Figure 5. The VTVH MCD of MIOX(II,II). For biferrous MIOX (2
mM), panel a shows overlay of the VTVH MCD at 8500 cm−1 (blue)
and 10600 cm−1 (gray), panel b shows the fit of the VTVHMCD (data
in blue, fit in red), and panel c shows the energy diagram of the doublet
fit, including fit parameters.
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result in different VTVH MCD behaviors at 8500 and 10500
cm−1.1,53 Thus, both Fe(II) ions are 6C.
The VTVH MCD data of an integer-spin system may be fit

according to a non-Kramers doublet model in which the total
MCD intensity is given by the sum of contributions from the
different sublevels of the spin manifold of the biferrous site (eq
1).1,53,68,69
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and energy Ei. The linear B-term allows for the mixing between
different doublets induced by the applied magnetic field H. The
factors αi and γi allow for the Boltzmann population over the spin
manifold at a given temperature T where k is the Boltzmann
constant; P = Mz/Mx,y, where Mz and Mx,y are the transition
dipole moments for the indicated direction. This model assumes
that only one chromophore contributes to the MCD intensity at
a given energy. Equation 1 can be modified to account for m
chromophores contributing to the VTVH MCD intensity at a
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This modified equation was employed to fit the VTVH MCD
data in Figure 5a. Initial fits fixed the polarization ratios and g⊥ to
zero. Treating the polarization ratios and g⊥ as adjustable
parameters and allowing them to deviate from zero did not
improve the fit. The best fit (Figure 5b, red line) requires two
singlet sublevels lowest in energy and a doublet excited state
(ΔES‑GS) at 1 cm

−1 with g∥ES = 16 and δES = 1 cm−1. Inclusion of a
second excited state did not significantly improve the fit. These
results (Figure 5c) indicate that two Ms = 0 levels are at the
lowest energy and a sublevel with Ms = ±4 is the lowest lying
excited state.
High spin Fe(II) has S = 2 andMs =± 2,±1, 0, which will split

due to axial (D) and rhombic (E) ZFS. Additionally, the two

irons interact through superexchange pathways provided by
bridging ligands, which results in Stot = |S1 + S2| ... |S1 − S2| = 4, 3,
2, 1, 0 levels split by 8J, 6J, 4J, and 2J (Hex = −2JS1̂·S ̂2, where J
quantifies the exchange coupling). The combined effects of
exchange coupling and axial and rhombic ZSF for each Fe(II) ion
and the Zeeman effect can be described by the spin-Hamiltonian
in eq 2, which acts on the |S1, S2,Ms1,Ms2⟩ uncoupled basis sets of
Fe1 and Fe2.1
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The relationship from LF theory between the g-values of the
Zeeman terms (gx1βHxS ̂x1, gy1βHyŜy1, ...) andD and E for an Fe(II)
ion is given by eqs 3a and 3b, where λ is the ground state spin−
orbit coupling constant (−100 cm−1 for Fe(II)), and k2 is the
Steven’s orbital reduction factor (<1 due to covalency).
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Applying eq 2 to the uncoupled ferrous basis set results in a 25 ×
25 matrix, with eigenvectors and eigenvalues giving the spin-state
wave functions and their energies for the coupled biferrous site.
The ferrous |D| values were constrained to be ≤15 cm−1, the
maximum observed in model systems and ligand field
calculations, and |E/D| values were constrained to be ≤1/3.
This spin Hamiltonian analysis shows that two Ms = 0 ground
sublevels and a low-lyingMs =±4 (g′ = 16) sublevel (as in Figure
5c) occur whenD1,D2, and J are all negative and J is small. The J/
D correlation diagram for this case is given in Figure 6. In this
diagram (D1 = D2 = −10 cm−1 and E1 = E2 = 0), two Ms = 0
sublevels are lowest in energy and an Ms = ±4 sublevel excited
state is next in energy when−3 < J < 0 cm−1. Allowing E/D ratios
to be 1/3 mixes the spin wave functions, splits the doublets, and
alters the energies. The final fit shows that both Fe(II) sites have
similar values ofD (−8 to−12 cm−1) and E/D (0.18 and 0.2) and
are weakly antiferromagnetically coupled (J = −0.1 cm−1).
Table 1 summarizes the parameters from this doublet fit, the

results of the spin-Hamiltonian analysis of MIOX(II,II) and their
comparison to equivalent data on reduced Δ9D, another
binuclear ferrous enzyme with a similar spin manifold in the
ground state. In the case of reduced Δ9D, the g = 16 doublet
excited state is significantly higher in energy (10.6 cm−1

compared with 1 cm−1) correlating to a larger −J, resulting in a
field-induced crossover of the ground state to be observable as an
inflection point in the lowest temperature isotherm of the VTVH
MCD data.7 While no inflection point is present in the VTVH
MCD data of MIOX(II,II) in Figure 5b, a g = 16 EPR signal was
observed in previous studies.14 Because the VTVH MCD data
cannot be fit with a g = 16 ground state, the EPR data support the
presence of a g∥ = 16 low lying excited state. The final result with
two negative ZFS of similar values (D’s = −8 to −12 cm−1) is
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consistent with the assignment of two similar 6C Fe(II) sites.1

The small antiferromagnetic coupling constant eliminates the
possibility of a hydroxo bridge but is consistent with the presence
of one or more μ-1,3-carboxylate bridge(s).1

The CD, MCD, and VTVH MCD data of MIOX(II,II) and
their analysis reveal a biferrous site with both Fe(II) ions
coordinated by six ligands and bridged by one or more

carboxylates. No change was observed upon the addition of
excess MI, suggesting that MI does not bind to MIOX(II,II).

MIOX(II,III) CD and MCD. The mixed-valent form of MIOX
was investigated by near IR CD and MCD spectroscopy.
MIOX(II,III) samples were formed via the comproportionation
of equal quantities of biferric and biferrous MIOX upon mixing
them in the absence of O2 to give equal concentrations. The final
product was a mixture of mixed-valent (60−70%) and equal
quantities (15−20%) of the biferric and biferrous forms
(quantification based onMössbauer data taken after MI addition,
see Figure S13 in Supporting Information). Figure 7a shows the
CD spectrum of this mixture (in black) overlaid with the spectra
of the pure biferrous (in red) and biferric (in green) forms, all
collected at 5 °C. Intense negative ∼8000 and positive ∼11000
cm−1 features are present in the spectrum of the sample
containing the mixed-valent form. These features do not appear
in the spectrum of either the biferrous or biferric form, and are,
therefore, associated with theMIOX(II,III) species present in the
mixture. Quantitative subtraction of the biferric and biferrous
components from the spectrum and renormalization (Figure 7c)
leads to little difference. Sucrose does not perturb the CD
spectrum (Figure S5, Supporting Information), which could be
Gaussian resolved into two bands at 8200 and 11200 cm−1

(Figure 7c).
The NIR MCD spectrum of the mixed-valent mixture was

taken at 7 T and 2 K (Figure 7b, black). The mixed-valent
mixture exhibits two negative features near ∼8000 and ∼11000
cm−1 that do not appear in the spectrum of either the biferrous
(Figure 7b, red) or biferric (Figure 7b, green) form. These
features, therefore, belong to MIOX(II,III). Quantitative
subtraction of the biferrous and biferric MCD components and
renormalization shows that the two negative bands are the only
features present in the MCD spectrum of MIOX(II,III) (Figure
7d). These features resolve into Gaussian peaks at 8400 and
11000 cm−1, which correlate with those in the CD spectrum. The
decrease in the width and small shift in energy are associated with
the lower temperature of the MCD experiment. Previous EPR
studies on mouse MIOX indicate the presence of only one
mixed-valent species, and thus, both bands are associated with
the same species.14 Possible near IR transitions for binuclear

Figure 6.The correlation diagram for a coupled Fe(II) system with both
ions having negative ZFS. Correlation diagram includes only the zero-
field energy levels for a coupled S1 = S2 = 2 system (eq 3 whereHx,y,z = 0)
with D1 = D2 = −10 cm−1 and (E/D)1 = (E/D)2 = 0. The exchange
coupling (J) is varied from +1 to −1 cm−1. The middle represents the
energy splitting for only ZFS contributions (thus, an uncoupled system).
The left and right sides represent antiferromagnetic (J < 0) and
ferromagnetic (J > 0) interactions. The relative positions of biferrous
MIOX and ACP Δ9D are indicated by the blue and purple arrows.

Table 1. Summary of the Doublet Fit and Spin Hamiltonian Parameters for Biferrous MIOX and ACP Δ9D

MIOXa ACP Δ9Db

doublet fit parameters

Ms = ±4 g||ES 16.0 16.0

δES (cm
−1) 1.0 2.07

Atot 1.0 1.6
B-term (%Atot) −2.3 −3
energy (cm−1) 1.1 10.6

Ms = 0 B-term (arb) 1.31 0.08
energy (cm−1) 0 1.97

Ms = 0 B-term (arb) 1.06 0.02
energy (cm−1) 0 0

Spin Hamiltonian Parameters

J (cm−1) −0.1 −1.0
D1 (cm

−1) −8 to −12 −5 to −15
(E/D)1 0.18

D2 (cm
−1) −8 to −12 −5 to −15

(E/D)2 0.2

aThis work. bReference 7.
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mixed-valent iron include ferrous and ferric d → d and
intervalence charge transfer (IT) transitions. However, ferrous
d→ d transitions are expected to dominate the MCD spectrum
because ferric d → d transitions are spin-forbidden and IT
transitions have low MCD intensity. Both the ∼8000 and
∼11000 cm−1 bands are observed in the CD and MCD spectra
with significant intensity and are thus assigned as Fe(II) d → d
transitions. Any IT or Fe(III) d → d transition present in this

region would be obscured by these intense Fe(II) d→ d bands.
The band of lowest energy is observed at ∼8000 cm−1,
eliminating the possibility of 4C or 5C geometries.1,53 The
transitions are centered ∼10000 cm−1, which is consistent with a
6C site. Their larger than expected splitting of ∼2600−3000
cm−1 indicates the presence of a weakly bound (likely H2O)
ligand.

Figure 7. The CD and MCD of MIOX(II,III). The spectra of the mixed-valent MIOX mixture (black), MIOX(II,II) (red), and MIOX(III,III) (green)
are overlaid for (a) CD and (b) MCD. Subtraction of biferric and biferrous contaminants gives the (c) CD and (d) MCD of MIOX(II,III), which are
Guassian resolved (gray). Protein concentrations were 1−3 mM.

Figure 8. The CD and MCD of MIOX(II,III)·MI. The spectra of the mixed-valent MIOX mixture (black) and biferrous (red) and biferric (green)
MIOX taken after addition of MI are overlaid for (a) CD and (b) MCD. Subtraction of the biferric and biferrous contaminants gives the (c) CD and (d)
MCD of MIOX(II,III)·MI, which are Guassian resolved (gray). Protein concentrations were 1−3 mM with 25-fold excess MI.
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Figure 8a shows the effects of MI addition on the NIR CD
spectrum (at 4 °C) of the mixed-valent mixture (black). At least
four bands are observed, one negative feature with a shoulder and
one positive feature also with a shoulder. Given the intensities of
these features, none appear to be present in the overlaid
spectrum of either MIOX(II,II)·MI (Figure 8a, red) or
MIOX(III,III)·MI (Figure 8a, green), indicating that they may
arise from only the mixed-valent form. Subtraction of the
biferrous and biferric components and renormalization gives the
spectrum of MIOX(II,III)·MI in Figure 8c, which resolves into
four Gaussian bands labeled 2−5 (band 1 is observed at lower
energy in the MCD spectrum, vide inf ra). The KD value of MI
(0.7 ± 0.3 mM)17 would suggest full conversion to the bound
form under the experimental conditions (51 mM MI
concentration), and a higher MI concentration does not alter
the CD spectrum (Figure S9, Supporting Information). Because
the previous EPR study also does not indicate the presence of
more than one mixed-valent species for MI-bound MIOX, bands
2−5 in the CD spectrum in Figure 8c are attributed to a single
MI-bound MIOX(II,III) species.14

The MCD spectrum of the mixed-valent mixture with added
MI taken at 7 T and 2 K is shown in Figure 8b (black). Three
negative features at ∼5500, ∼8000, and ∼11000 cm−1 in the
mixed-valent mixture are not present in the MCD spectra of
either MIOX(II,II)·MI or MIOX(III,III)·MI (red and green
overlay). Thus, these features are attributed to the MIOX(II,III)·
MI species. Subtraction of the biferrous and biferric components
and renormalization give the MCD spectrum of MIOX(II,III)·
MI (Figure 8d). Gaussian fits show that these bands (labeled 1, 2,
and 4) are positioned at 5200, 8100, and 11200 cm−1. Thus,
MIOX(II,III)·MI has a total of five bands in the combined NIR
CD and MCD spectra (Figure 8c,d, bands 1−5). Two LF bands
are associated with Fe(II), and thus, the other three transitions
must be either spin-forbidden d → d (which gain intensity via
exchange coupling and mixing with nearby CT bands) or IT
transitions. Band 1 is assigned to a Fe(II) d → d transition
because it is intense in the MCD and at <7000 cm−1

(inconsistent with Fe(III) LF transitions).54,62−64 This assign-
ment requires that Fe(II) is either 4C or 5C square pyramidal.1,70

Band 2 at 7950 cm−1 is assigned as a 6A1 →
4T1 Fe(III) spin-

forbidden d → d transition because it correlates to an ∼8000
cm−1 band in the NIR CD of MIOX(III,III)·MI (Figure S10,
Supporting Information), which has only spin-forbidden d → d
transitions in this region. The low energy of this high-spin Fe(III)
6A1→

4T1 transition indicates a strong ligand field and thus a 6C
Fe(III) site.54,62−64 These assignments leave band 4, the only
other NIRMCD feature, to be assigned as the other Fe(II) d→ d
transition. Thus, the Fe(II) site in MIOX(II,III)·MI has ligand
field transitions at 5200 and 11200 cm−1 and has a 5C square
pyramidal geometry. Band 3 in the CD spectrum has no MCD
intensity and no corresponding band in the biferric form. Thus, it
likely arises from an IT transition.
Band 5 may arise from either an IT transition or another

component of an Fe(III) spin-forbidden LF transition. In
addition to the lower-energy bands, there is also a shoulder at
∼14500 cm−1 in the extended MCD spectrum of MIOX(II,III)·
MI (Figure S11, Supporting Information). It is unlikely to arise
from an IT transition (because it appears in the MCD); its
intensity is comparable to LF transitions, but its energy is too
high for an Fe(II) LF transition. Its energy and intensity are
consistent with a 6C Fe(III) 6A1 →

4T2 transition (5C Fe(III)
6A1→

4T2 transitions are at >16100 cm
−1).54,62−64 It is likely that

IT and Fe(III) LF transitions are also present in the

MIOX(II,III) spectra in Figure 7 but are obscured by the intense
Fe(II) LF transitions of the 6C site. A summary of band
assignments is given in Table 2. The CD and MCD spectra of
MIOX(II,III) and MIOX(II,III)·MI show that the ferrous site
converts from a 6C to a 5C square pyramidal geometry upon the
addition of MI.

MIOX(II,III) VTVH MCD. Obtaining VTVH MCD on the LF
transitions of MIOX(II,III) forms is precluded by the presence of
the overlaying bands from the biferrous contaminant. VTVH
MCD data were therefore taken without and withMI bound on a
band in the charge-transfer region (a ligand → Fe(III) CT) at
17600 cm−1 (Figure S11, Supporting Information) where the
biferrous and biferric species do not contribute (Figure 9). The

VTVH MCD data of the mixed-valent MIOX forms were fit
using eq 1 applied to an Fe(II)Fe(III) site. The antiferromagnetic
coupling of the Fe(III) ion with S = 5/2 and the Fe(II) ion with S
= 2 results in an Stot = 1/2 Kramer’s doublet ground state (thus, δi
= 0 in eq 1). The lowest-temperature isotherm was fit with the
ground state g∥ (1.95 for MIOX(II,III) and MIOX(II,III)·MI)
and g⊥ (1.66 for MIOX(II,III); 1.81 for MIOX(II,III)·MI) taken
from EPR data.14 Mz/Mx,y, (Asat)0, and B0 were adjustable
parameters. Fitting the isotherms also required the inclusion of
the excited doublet state with g∥ = 6.00 and g⊥ = 0.00 (Figure
10a) for both MIOX(II,III) and MIOX(II,III)·MI forms. The
best fits are shown in Figure 10b (for MIOX(II,III)) and Figure
10c (for MIOX(II,III)·MI) with fit parameters listed in Table 3.
The optimized fits showed the presence of an excited state at∼28
cm−1 for MIOX(II,III) and at ∼17 cm−1 for MIOX(II,III)·MI.
Inclusion of a third excited doublet did not significantly improve
either fit. These data indicate that the excited state for both
MIOX(II,III) and MIOX(II,III)·MI is an Ms = ±3/2 doublet.
A high-spin ferric center has a 6A1 ground state with S = 5/2.

Coupling this center to a high-spin ferrous (S = 2) center results
in Stot = 9/2, 7/2, 5/2, 3/2, and 1/2 states. The exchange
interaction splits these levels by 9J, 7J, 5J, and 3J. All but the Stot =

Table 2. Summary of CD and MCD Gaussian bands for the
CD and MCD of MIOX(II,III)·MI

bands assignment
energy in CD

(cm−1)
energy in MCD

(cm−1)

1 Fe(II) d → d (z2) − 5200
2 Fe(III) d → d (6A1 →

4T1) 8100 7950
3 IT 9500 −
4 Fe(II) d → d (x2 − y2) 11200 11200
5 IT or Fe(III) d → d 12900 −

Figure 9.The VTVHMCD ofMIOX(II,III) andMIOX(II,III)·MI. The
VTVHMCDwas taken at 17600 cm−1 for MIOX(II,III) (1−2 mM) (a)
without MI and (b) with MI (25-fold excess).
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1/2 split due to ZFS with a magnitude and sign dictated by the
ferrous site (the ferric contribution is small, that is, |DFe(II)| ≫ |
DFe(III)|).

1 Applying eq 2 to the uncoupled |S1,M1,S2,M2⟩
Fe(II)Fe(III) system produces a 30 × 30 matrix, with
eigenvectors and eigenvalues giving the sublevel wave functions
and their energies. The energy level diagram for this system is
given in Figure 11, where W is the energy of the states and the
ZFS of the ferric center is neglected (DFe(III)) = 0). The doublet
fits for bothMIOX(II,III) andMIOX(II,III)·MI indicate an Stot =
3/2 excited state with itsMs =±3/2 component lowest in energy.
This situation occurs only when DFe(II)/J < 0. Given that Fe(II)
and Fe(III) are antiferromagnetically coupled (Stot = 1/2, thus J <
0) in both MIOX(II,III) and MIOX(II,III)·MI, DFe(II) is positive
for both species. Values of |DFe(II)/J| of ∼0.40 and ∼0.34 are
estimated for MIOX(II,III) and MIOX(II,III)·MI, respectively,
using Figure 11 and the excited state energies from the doublet
fits. Estimates of the values of DFe(II) can be obtained from eq 3a
with the values of gFe(II) calculated from the EPR-determined
dimer g-values using vector coupling (gdimer = 7/3gFe(III) − 4/
3gFe(II)), where values of gFe(III) are assumed to be 2.0023 with k2

= 0.8 and λ = −100 cm−1.54,62,71 This analysis gives values of

DFe(II) of 4.2 and 2.2 cm−1 for MIOX(II,III) and MIOX(II,III)·
MI, respectively. From these values, one can calculate values of J
of −10.5 and −6.5 cm−1 for MIOX(II,III) and MIOX(II,III)·MI,
respectively.
These spin-Hamiltonian parameters can be more accurately

determined (without the assumption of eq 3, which considers
only the contributions of ΔS = 0 excited states to the ZFS) by
directly fitting eq 2 to the VTVH MCD data using a spin
projection model (spin projection of the Fe(III) in the
Fe(II)Fe(III) site).66 Equation 4 uses the spin-expectation
values of the different spin sublevels defined by eq 2 to compute
MCD intensities (Δε):

∫ ∫ ∑ε γ
π

θ θ ϕ

Δ = ⟨ ⟩ + ⟨ ⟩

+ ⟨ ⟩

π π

E S
N l S M l S M

l S M r

4
(

) sin( ) d d

i
i x x i yz y y i xz

z z i xy

0 0

2
eff eff

eff
(4)

where S is the spin of the system, E is the energy of the source, γ is
a collection of constants, ⟨Sx⟩i, ⟨Sy⟩i, and ⟨Sz⟩i are spin
expectation values for the ith spin sublevel in the indicated
direction with Boltzmann population, Ni, lx, ly, and lz are
directional vectors associated with the propagation of light
relative to the molecular axis, and Myz

eff, Mxz
eff, and Mxy

eff are the
effective transition-moment products. Previous VTVH MCD
fitting to eq 4 utilized a simplex routine to sample solution space.
This routine is inefficient and may find a local, rather than global,
minimum. To improve sampling of solution space and ensure a
global search, a genetic algorithmic approach was developed
(section 2 in Supporting Information). Optimized spin-
Hamiltonian parameters for MIOX(II,III) and MIOX(II,III)·
MI are provided in Table 4, and the best fits are shown in Figure
12a,b. It should be noted that all parameters were allowed to vary

Figure 10. Doublet fits for the VTVH MCD of MIOX(II,III) and
MIOX(II,III)·MI: (a) diagram of the doublet model used for fitting the
VTVHMCD taken at 17600 cm−1 for MIOX(II,III) (1−2 mM) and fits
(b) without MI and (c) with MI (25-fold excess).

Table 3. Summary of the Doublet Fit Parameters for
MIOX(II,III) without and with MI

spin wave function doublet parameters −MI +MI

Ms = ±3/2

g||ES 6.0 6.0

g⊥ES
0 0

Asat 15.8 1.7
Mz/Mx,y 0.33 0.35

B-term (%Asat) −2.8 0.2
energy (cm−1) 28 17

Ms = ±1/2

g||GS 1.95 1.95

g⊥GS
1.66 1.81

Asat 13.8 24.0
Mz/Mx,y 0.33 0.35

B-term (%Asat) 0.2 0.3
energy (cm−1) 0 0

Figure 11. The correlation diagram for a Fe(II)Fe(III) system. The
DFe(II)/J energy correlation diagram is for a coupled S1 = 2 and S2 = 5/2
system at zero-field (eq 3). DFe(III) and E/D values were set to zero. The
relative positions for MIOX without and with MI are indicated by the
blue and red arrows, respectively.
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in the fitting routine, except for the principal g-values of the
Fe(III) site, which were fixed at 2.0023. Initial fitting attempts
assumed an axial Fe(II) center (i.e., E/D = 0 and gx = gy), as
previously indicated by EPR studies. While the VTVH MCD
data of MIOX(II,III)·MI were fit satisfactorily with an axial
model, those for MIOX(II,III) required some rhombic character.
For MIOX(II,III), the fit gives J = −12.3 cm−1, DFe(III) = 0.01
cm−1, DFe(II) = 5.9 cm−1, and (E/D)Fe(II) = 0.11 with gxFe(II) =

2.27gyFe(II) = 2.15 and gzFe(II) = 2.07. Values of g were calculated
for the ground state doublet of the Fe(II)Fe(III) site with these
spin-Hamiltonian parameters and found to be gz = 1.94, gy = 1.71,
and gy = 1.55. The EPR spectrum for mouse MIOX(II,III) shows
a sharp g∥ = 1.95 signal and a broad g⊥ = 1.66 signal.14 The
breadth of the g⊥ signal had previously been attributed to g-strain.
The gx and gy values obtained from this spin projection fit are
positioned well within the EPR spectral envelope (Figure S12,
Supporting Information). For MIOX(II,III)·MI, J = −8.6 cm−1,
DFe(III) = 0.21 cm

−1, andDFe(II) = 3.9 cm
−1 with g⊥Fe(II) = 2.10 and

g∥Fe(II) = 2.05. Doublet dimer g-values were calculated to be g∥ =
1.96 and g⊥ = 1.80, consistent with experiment (g∥ = 1.95 and g⊥
= 1.81).14 Thus, upon MI binding, the magnitudes of both J and
DFe(II) decrease.
Upon MI addition, the DFe(II) of MIOX(II,III) decreases from

5.9 to 3.9 cm−1 and −J decreases from 12.3 to 8.6 cm−1. The
values of J indicate that the Fe(II) and Fe(III) are bridged by a μ-
OH− in both forms.1 The decrease in −J suggests that the OH−

bridge is weakened upon MI binding. The decrease in DFe(II) is
related to the geometry change of the Fe(II) center.53 Axial
distortions will split the t2g set of d-orbitals into the dxz,yz and the
dxy levels. For the positive DFe(II) found experimentally, the dxy
orbital is lower in energy, and DFe(II) is inversely proportional to
the energy difference between the dxy and the dxz,yz levels.
Removing a ligand from the 6C Fe(II) would increase this energy
splitting and decrease DFe(II). Thus, the decrease in DFe(II)
observed experimentally is consistent with the results from the
MCD spectra that the Fe(II) site undergoes a change from 6C to
5C geometry upon binding of MI.
The CD- and MCD-derived excited-state splittings and the

VTVHMCD derived ground-state splittings show that upon the
addition of MI, the 6C Fe(II) in MIOX(II,III) loses a weak
(water) ligand to become 5C. The exchange coupling, J, also
decreases, indicating that the MI binding weakens the hydroxo
bridge.

■ DISCUSSION

The CD, MCD, and VTVH MCD data show that biferrous
MIOX has two Fe(II) centers with ligand field transitions at
∼10000 cm−1 split by ∼2000 cm−1 and similar values of ZFS.
Thus, both Fe(II) sites are 6C. The VTVH MCD analysis also
shows weak antiferromagnetic coupling (−0.1 cm−1), which

Table 4. Summary of the Spin Hamiltonian Parameters from
the Spin Projection Fits of MIOX(II,III) without and with MI

spin Hamiltonian
parameters −MI +MI

J (cm−1) −12.3 −8.6

Fe(II) ZFS and Zeeman
parameters

D (cm−1) 5.9 3.9
E/D 0.11 0.02
gx 2.27 2.10
gy 2.15 2.10
gz 2.07 2.05

Fe(III) ZFS and Zeeman
parameters

D (cm−1) 0.01 0.21
E/D 0.01 0.04
gx 2.00 2.00
gy 2.00 2.00
gz 2.00 2.00

Figure 12. Spin projection fits for the VTVHMCDofMIOX(II,III) and
MIOX(II,III)·MI. The fits are shown in red and are for the VTVHMCD
taken at 17600 cm−1 for MIOX(II,III) (1−2 mM) (a) without and (b)
with MI (25-fold excess).

Figure 13. Proposed structural models for (A) MIOX(II,II), (B) MIOX(II,III), and (C) MIOX(II,III)·MI.
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indicates the presence of only μ-1,3-bridging carboxylates. MI
addition does not perturb the spectra of MIOX(II,II), indicating
that it does not bind. The crystallographic data for oxidized
(biferric or mixed-valent) MIOX show that the protein
contributes two histidine ligands to each Fe, a monodentate
carboxylate ligand to one of the Fe ions, and a μ-1,3-carboxylate
bridge.16,18 The spectroscopic and crystallographic data indicate
that biferrous MIOX has the structure illustrated in Figure 13A
with solvent completing the coordination spheres of both ferrous
centers. Most biferrous proteins have weak μ-1,3-carboxylate
bridges that are inefficient superexchange pathways for electron
transfer between the Fe(II) sites. O2 thus must bridge the two
irons in order to be activated by an inner-sphere 2e− reduction.
This mechanism requires open coordination sites on each Fe(II)
center. While the biferrous species of MIOX has the weak μ-1,3-
carboxylate bridge, it is coordinatively saturated with no open
positions for O2 to bridge. These structural aspects account for its
modest reactivity toward O2. This reaction has an associated rate
constant (k≈ 2× 103M−1 s−1) 50-fold less than the rate constant
for the productive combination ofMIOX(II,III)·MIwithO2 (k≈
105 M−1 s−1) and generates only the inactive biferric state,
possibly by an outer-sphere process.
The CD and MCD spectra of mixed-valent MIOX show two

features (at ∼8000 and ∼11000 cm−1) with VTVH MCD
analysis showing a DFe(II) ≈ 6 cm−1 with some rhombicity (E/D
≈ 0.11). These data are consistent with a 6C Fe(II) site with a
weakly bound water ligand. The VTVHMCD analysis also gives
a −J of 12 cm−1, which requires a hydroxo-bridge between the
Fe(II) and Fe(III) centers. These spectroscopic data (and
crystallographic data for protein ligation)16,18 suggest that
MIOX(II,III) has the structure in Figure 13B. MIOX(II,III) in
the absence of substrate is also slow to react with dioxygen and is
oxidized to the biferric state without O2 activation. These
spectroscopic results suggest that the unreactive nature of
MIOX(II,III) can also be attributed to the saturated coordination
(6C) of the Fe(II) center, preventing its inner-sphere activation
of O2.
Upon MI addition, the Fe(II) LF features are strongly

perturbed. In MIOX(II,III)·MI, there is an intense (in MCD)
low energy LF band (∼5200 cm−1) and a higher energy LF band
(∼11200 cm−1) indicating that the Fe(II) site has become 5C
square pyramidal upon MI binding. The VTVH MCD analysis
also shows that DFe(II) decreases from ∼6 to ∼4 cm−1 upon MI
addition, consistent with this 6C to 5C conversion. The
increased splitting of the Fe(II) LF transitions upon decreased
coordination allows the observation of a weak ferric spin-
forbidden LF transition at ∼8000 cm−1. The low energy of this
6A1 →

4T1 transition indicates a 6C ferric site. The VTVHMCD
analysis shows that −J also decreases upon MI addition (from
∼12 to ∼9 cm−1) suggesting a weakened hydroxo-bridge. It
should be noted that a previous analysis of the power saturation
of the EPR intensity (Orbach relaxation), which measures the
energy difference between the ground and excited state, showed a
decrease in −J from 20 to 10 cm−1 upon MI addition to
MIOX(II,III).16 The study overestimated the magnitude and
change in J for two reasons: (1) ZFS was neglected, and (2) a
conversion factor of ∼0.7 cm−1 K−1 (Boltzmann’s constant) was
not included in the Orbach analysis. The decrease in the energy
of the excited state upon MI binding is thus the result of both a
decrease in the exchange coupling associated with a weakened
hydroxo-bridge and a decrease in the ZFS of the Fe(II) reflecting
the 6C to 5C Fe(II) structural change. Crystal structures have
shown bidentate binding of MI to only one Fe.16,18 It has been

proposed that MI binds to the ferric site because it is a stronger
Lewis acid and able to deprotonate the oxygen donor(s) of MI
and activate the aliphatic group for H-atom abstraction and ring
cleavage.17,18 MI coordination to the Fe(III) is consistent with its
6C nature based on the 4T1 LF transition energy. It should be
noted that the two available crystal structures for MIOX have MI
bound with both Fe sites 6C.16,18 However, in one crystal
structure, inosose-1 rather than inositol is bound, and in both
structures, the oxidation state of the active site in the crystals was
most likely biferric rather than the active Fe(II)Fe(III) species.
Correlating the CD, MCD, and VTVH MCD data with the
results of crystallography gives the structural model for
MIOX(II,III)·MI shown in Figure 13C.
These structural models provide insight into the mechanism of

MI binding and its activation of the O2 reaction. The histidine-
rich ligand field of MIOX results in a coordinatively saturated
biferrous site that must be oxidized to the Fe(II)Fe(III) state to
bind MI. The increased acidity of the Fe(III) leads to the
formation of the μ-OH− bridge and allows MI to bind
(bidentate). The alkoxo groups on MI provide more electron
donation and stronger binding to the Fe(III) than the replaced
solvent due to increased basicity. This increased donation in turn
weakens the Fe(III)−(μ-OH) bond. This change in bonding
allows the bridging hydroxo to increase its electron donation to
the Fe(II), which weakens the Fe(II)−OH2 bond and leads to
water loss, producing the observed 5C Fe(II) site that can react
with O2 by an inner-sphere mechanism. In addition to the
structural change at the ferrous center, the increased charge
donation from the bridged hydroxo to the Fe(II) would increase
its oxidation potential and favor the one-electron reduction of O2
to form the superoxide bound intermediate G that abstracts the
C1−H from the substrate. Thus, rather than the more generally
observed 2e− reduction of O2 by 2Fe(II) to form a peroxo
intermediate for 2e− electrophilic attack on a substrate, MIOX
uses an Fe(II)Fe(III) site for 1e− reduction of O2 to form a
superoxo intermediate for 1e− H-atom abstraction.
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(44) Yun, D.; Garcıá-Serres, R.; Chicalese, B. M.; An, Y. H.; Huynh, B.
H.; Bollinger, J. M., Jr. Biochemistry 2007, 46, 1925−1932.
(45) Broadwater, J. A.; Ai, J.; Loehr, T.M.; Sanders-Loehr, J.; Fox, B. G.
Biochemistry 1998, 37, 14664−14671.
(46) Pereira, A. S.; Small, W.; Krebs, C.; Tavares, P.; Edmondson, D.
E.; Theil, E. C.; Huynh, B. H. Biochemistry 1998, 37, 9871−9876.
(47) Korboukh, V. K.; Li, N.; Barr, E. W.; Bollinger, J. M., Jr.; Krebs, C.
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2009, 131, 13608−13609.
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