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ABSTRACT: 4,6-O-Benzylidene-α-D-galactosyl azide crystal-
lizes into two morphologically distinct polymorphs depending
on the solvent. While the α form appeared as thick rods and
crystallized in P21 space group (monoclinic) with a single
molecule in the asymmetric unit, the β form appeared as thin
fibers and crystallized in P1 space group (triclinic) with six
molecules in the asymmetric unit. Both the polymorphs
appeared to melt at the same temperature. Differential
scanning calorimetry analysis revealed that polymorph α
irreversibly undergoes endothermic transition to polymorph β
much before its melting point, which accounts for their apparently same melting points. Variable temperature powder X-ray
diffraction (PXRD) experiments provided additional proof for the polymorphic transition. Single-crystal XRD analyses revealed
that α to β transition occurs in a single-crystal-to-single-crystal (SCSC) fashion not only under thermal activation but also
spontaneously at room temperature. The SCSC nature of this transition is surprising in light of the large structural differences
between these polymorphs. Polarized light microscopy experiments not only proved the SCSC nature of the transition but also
suggested nucleation and growth mechanism for the transition.

■ INTRODUCTION

Polymorphism, the phenomenon of existence of a particular
compound in two or more crystalline states, is of great
scientific1 and commercial2 interest. Polymorphism arises from
different conformation or packing arrangement in the crystal
lattice.3 Though molecules in crystals have limited mobility,
often part or whole molecules undergo conformational change
or slight translational motion spontaneously or under activation
by heat, pressure, light, and so forth. Such motion leads to
either chemical reactions within the crystal (topochemical
reactions4) or rearrangement to another polymorph of the
same compound (polymorphic transition5). Polymorphic
transitions occur mainly through (i) reconstructive mechanism
(nucleation and crystal growth) or (ii) topotactic/epitactic
mechanism.6 Most polymorphic transitions occur via recon-
structive mechanism leading to the disruption of packing
continuity, rendering the resulting polymorphs unsuitable for
single crystal XRD (SCXRD) analysis.7 Single-crystal-to-single-
crystal (SCSC) polymorphic transitions5a,b,8 occur mainly via
topotactic or epitactic mechanism, and usually in such cases
both the polymorphs (parent and daughter crystals) have close
structural relationship.9 SCSC polymorphic transition between
two different polymorphs having large structural difference is
one of the rarest phenomena.8m,10 Herein, we report a
spontaneous SCSC polymorphic transition involving large
packing changes from a Z′ = 1 polymorph to Z′ = 6 polymorph.

■ RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

During our ongoing project of synthesizing various sugar
containing triazoles, we have observed that 4,6-O-benzylidene-
α-D-galactosyl azide (1, Figure 1A) crystallizes in different
solvents to morphologically distinct crystals. For instance,
crystals formed from dichloromethane (DCM) solution

Received: December 14, 2014
Published: January 13, 2015

Figure 1. Chemical structure of compound 1 (A). Photographs of
polymorphs α (B) and β (C). FTIR spectra of polymorphs α (D) and
β (E).

Article

pubs.acs.org/JACS

© 2015 American Chemical Society 1692 DOI: 10.1021/ja512697g
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2015, 137, 1692−1696

pubs.acs.org/JACS
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja512697g


showed thick rodlike morphology (form α, Figure 1B), whereas
the crystals obtained from benzene or ethyl acetate showed thin
fibrillar morphology (form β, Figure 1C). NMR character-
ization and combustion analyses of these crystals revealed the
sample homogeneity and absence of any solvent in the crystal
lattice of both forms, suggesting that these two forms are
polymorphs of 1. Interestingly, Fourier transform infrared
(FTIR) spectra of the two crystal forms were very distinct. The
α form showed two distinct OH stretching bands: a broad
signal at frequency 3084−3493 cm−1 suggestive of the presence
of hydrogen-bonded OH groups and a sharp signal at 3540
cm−1 indicative of the presence of non-hydrogen-bonded OH
groups too (Figure 1D). The β form showed only a broad OH
stretching band at frequency 3023−3633 cm−1, suggesting that
only hydrogen-bonded OHs are present in this form (Figure
1E). Thus, FTIR studies suggest that in α form only one of the
two hydroxyl groups is involved in hydrogen bonding and in β
form both the hydroxyl groups are involved in hydrogen
bonding.
Single crystal XRD (SCXRD) analysis of both forms revealed

they are polymorphs of 1. While the α form crystallized in the
space group P21 (monoclinic) with a single molecule in the
asymmetric unit (Figure 2A), the β form crystallized in the

space group P1 (triclinic) with six molecules (conformers A−F)
in the asymmetric unit (Figure 2B and Table S1 in the
Supporting Information). There are significant differences in
the H-bonding patterns of these two polymorphs. As expected
from the IR data, only one of the two hydroxyl groups is
involved in hydrogen bonding (O2−H2′···O2) in the crystal
structure of polymorph α forming a hydrogen bonded zigzag
chain along the “b” direction (Figure 2C). The other hydroxyl
group is involved in two relatively weaker interactions: an
OH···π hydrogen bond and a C−H···O hydrogen bond (Table
S2 in the Supporting Information). In polymorph β, all the
hydroxyl groups of all six conformers are involved in
intermolecular hydrogen bonding, as was expected based on
the IR studies, forming interlinked hydrogen bonded chains
along the “a” direction (Figure 2D). In addition to these strong
hydrogen bonds, the polymorph β is further stabilized by
several C−H···O, CH···N, and CH···π interactions (Table S3 in

the Supporting Information). Hirshfeld analysis also gave
additional proof for the presence of these interactions
(Supporting Information).11 It is apparent from the crystal
structures that the β form having more hydrogen bonding
interactions is more stable than the α form.
Though morphologically and structurally different, both the

polymorphs showed apparently same melting point (Tm = 165
°C). However, the differential scanning calorimetry (DSC)
curve of the α form showed an endothermic peak at 140 °C
(ΔH = 2.21 kJ/mol), well before its melting point, suggestive of
some chemical or physical change in the solid state (Figure
3A). The TGA profile of the α form did not show any weight

loss at 140 °C, ruling out any possible loss of its fragments
(Figure 3B). The 1H NMR spectrum of a sample of the α form
heated to 145 °C was indistinguishable from the 1H NMR
spectrum of a fresh sample of 1, ruling out the possibility of any
chemical change being responsible for the endothermic peak at
140 °C (Figure S16 in the Supporting Information). These
results suggest that some possible phase change occurs prior to
the melting, possibly a polymorphic transition. However, no

Figure 2. Asymmetric unit of polymorphs α (A) and β (B). Hydrogen
atoms are omitted for clarity. Packing arrangement of α viewed along
the “a” direction (C) and β viewed along the “c” direction. Six
conformers are color-coded as red, green, black, pink, cyan, and blue
(D).

Figure 3. (A) DSC curves of polymorphs α (i) and β (ii). (B) TGA
curves of polymorphs α (i) and β (ii). (C) Comparison of PXRD
patterns of polymorph α (i), polymorph β (ii), form α preheated to
140 °C (iii), and polymorph α aged at room temperature (iv).
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polymorphic transition was observed when the preheated (to
145 °C) crystals of the α form were cooled to −70 °C (Figure
S17 in the Supporting Information) or even after keeping the
preheated crystals at liquid nitrogen temperature for 4 h,
suggesting that the transition is irreversible.
Powder XRD (PXRD) of both the polymorphs were very

distinct as anticipated (Figure 3C, i and ii). Interestingly, the
polymorph α upon heating transforms to the polymorph β as
evident from the PXRD pattern of a sample of polymorph α
heated to 140 °C (Figure 3C, iii). FTIR spectrum of this heated
sample was also indistinguishable from that of polymorph β,
suggesting that the non-hydrogen-bonded OH group become
hydrogen-bonded after transition (Figure S18 in the Supporting
Information). This also suggests that a more stable form is
being formed after the transition. Variable temperature PXRD
of polymorph α also suggested its transition to polymorph β
(Figure 4A). In light of this polymorphic transition before the
melting point, it is not surprising that both the polymorphs
showed apparently same melting point.
The crystals of polymorph α heated to 145 °C, which

underwent transition to polymorph β, were transparent and
morphologically indistinguishable from fresh unheated crystals.
This suggests that the polymorphic transition from polymorph
α to polymorph β could be a SCSC transition. In order to
probe this, we have carried out SCXRD analysis of same crystal
of polymorph α before and after the transition. We have
mounted a single crystal of polymorph α on a glass fiber and
collected its X-ray data (and solved as polymorph α) and then
took it out of the goniometer along with the glass fiber and
heated it in a test tube kept at a constant temperature bath (140
°C) for 5 min. Again, the X-ray data was collected for this
heated sample and its structure solved, which showed that the
crystal had undergone polymorphic transition to the β form.
This clearly supports that it is a SCSC transition (Figure S20 in
the Supporting Information). In order to understand the
structural changes during transition from polymorph α to β, we
have compared their crystal packing.
From an analysis of crystal packing, it is clear that polymorph

β has a twofold modulation arising from minor conformational
changes; A/A′, B/B′, and C/C′ are nearly superimposable pairs
(Figure 4D). For a comparison of packing, this can be
simplified as three conformers, A, B, and C (Figure 4E). Figure
4F shows a comparison of packing of polymorph α viewed
along the “b” direction and polymorph β along the “a”
direction. In polymorph α, molecules in the alternate columns
are color coded as red and blue and the molecules below the
blue are coded in green for convenience. Due to the zigzag
hydrogen bonded assembly along the “b” direction, molecules
in alternate columns fall on the same plane (red molecules on
any two different columns) and molecules on adjacent columns
are out of plane (red and blue molecules on adjacent columns)
as shown in Figure 4G. The representative A, B, and C
conformers of polymorph β are color coded as green, blue, and
red, respectively. It is clear that both green and blue molecules
of α, which are H-bonded to red molecules, have to undergo
considerable rotation (green by 55° clockwise about the “a”
axis, and blue by 90° clockwise about “a” and 180° clockwise
about “c”) to transform into β (Figure 4F).
It is surprising that, despite having major structural changes,

the polymorphic transition is happening in an SCSC fashion.
Rarely occurring SCSC transitions between polymorphs having
large structural difference8m,10 are known to occur via
nucleation and growth mechanism and can easily be

distinguished by polarized light microscopy. In order to see
whether the transition from α to β occurs via such a
mechanism, the crystals of polymorph α were heated on a

Figure 4. (A) Variable temperature PXRD patterns of polymorph α.
Photographs of single crystal of polymorph α (B) before and (C) after
heating at 140 °C for 5 min. (D) Twofold modulation of polymorph β
viewed along the “a” direction. (E) Three representative conformers of
polymorph β in the “bc” plane. (F) Comparison of packing of
polymorphs α (“ac” plane) and β (“bc” plane). (G) Comparison of
packing arrangements of polymorph α (“bc” plane) with that of
polymorph β (“ac” plane) showing the gain in number of hydrogen
bonds after transition.
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hot-stage polarizing microscope until melting. The color of the
birefringence of the crystal changed during transition, and the
growth of the new phase could be seen from a nucleation point
(Figure 5A). At the melting point (165 °C), the interference

pattern disappeared as expected (Supporting Information).
Thus, the hot-stage polarizing microscopy (HSM) experiments
provide additional proof for the SCSC nature of the transition
and for the nucleation and growth (reconstructive) mechanism.
According to the heat of transition rule,12 if endothermic

phase transition is involved, the polymorphs are related
enantiotropically and such polymorphic transitions are
reversible and their thermodynamic transition temperature
lies below the experimental transition temperature. There are
cases where the enantiotropes are not reversible because of
kinetic factors,13 and in such cases, the experimental transition
temperature varies with the heating rate.14 The endothermic
and unidirectional polymorphic transition from α to β form
suggests that this is a kinetically irreversible enantiotropic
transition. DSC analyses with different scan rates revealed that
the transition temperature varied with the heating rate as
anticipated (Figure 5B), proving that it is indeed a case of
kinetically irreversible enantiotropic transition.
Interestingly, we have observed a slow conversion of

polymorph α into polymorph β even at ambient temperature.
The PXRD pattern of an aged sample of polymorph α (stored
at room temperature for 3 weeks) showed the presence of both
the polymorphs, α and β (Figure 3C:iv). Single-crystal X-ray
analysis of an aged crystal of polymorph α kept at rt for 1
month revealed that it underwent spontaneous SCSC trans-
formation to polymorph β (Figure 5C). The spontaneous
formation of polymorph β from polymorph α at room
temperature suggests that the actual transition temperature
must be below room temperature. It is clear that polymorph β
(Z′ = 6) is thermodynamically more stable than polymorph α
(Z′ = 1). It is noteworthy that the high Z′ polymorphs are
generally considered as thermodynamically less stable or
metastable kinetic polymorphs.15 A Cambridge Structural
Database (CSD) analysis of polymorphic pairs with different
Z′ revealed that the low Z′ forms are stable in the majority of
the cases (Supporting Information).16 High Z′ structures and
the factors that determine their formation are of current
interest.17

To understand the reason for the spontaneity, we have
calculated the thermodynamic parameters of the transition at
ambient temperature (30 °C) from solubility experiments as
reported (Supporting Information).18 We have observed that
the polymorph β is the less soluble polymorph among the two.
It is known that, at any given temperature, the less soluble
polymorph has lower free energy.19 ΔG for the transition from
polymorph α to polymorph β should be negative and therefore
expected to occur at ambient temperature. As expected, the
experimental results gave a negative value for the free energy
change of the transition (ΔG = −0.459 kJ mol−1 at room
temperature), justifying the spontaneity of polymorphic
transition. However, the ΔH of the transition (ΔH = 1.879
kJmol−1) was found to be positive even at room temperature.
This suggests that the positive TΔS term offsets the positive
ΔH term to make the process spontaneous.

■ CONCLUSION

In summary, we report a pair of polymorphs of a sugar derived
molecule, obtainable by crystallization from different solvents.
The metastable polymorph irreversibly transforms into the
thermodynamically stable polymorph not only under thermal
activation but also spontaneously at ambient temperature.
Notably, this transition happens in an SCSC fashion even
though they do not have very similar orientation relationship.
SCSC polymorphic transitions usually occur when both the
polymorphs have close structural relationship. Polymorphic
transition between polymorphs having large structural differ-
ences usually proceeds through nucleation and growth, leading
to the loss of single-crystalline nature. Polarized light
microscopy studies show that this SCSC polymorphic
transition from polymorph α to polymorph β occurs through
nucleation and crystal growth. To the best of our knowledge,
this is the first report on the spontaneous SCSC polymorphic
transition from a Z′ = 1 structure to a Z′ = 6 structure which
are not closely related in their packing. Our results suggest that
polymorphic transitions involving large structural changes can
occur in an SCSC fashion.
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Figure 5. (A) Hot-stage polarizing microscopy images of polymorph α
showing nucleation and growth. (B) DSC profiles of polymorph α
carried out at different heating rates of 25 °C/min (i), 15 °C/min (ii),
10 °C/min (iii), and 5 °C/min (iv). (C) Crystal packing arrangement
of an aged sample (kept at rt for 2 months) of polymorph α.

Journal of the American Chemical Society Article

DOI: 10.1021/ja512697g
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2015, 137, 1692−1696

1695

http://pubs.acs.org
mailto:kms@iisertvm.ac.in
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja512697g


■ REFERENCES
(1) (a) Bernstein, J. Polymorphism in Molecular Crystals, IUCr
Monographs on Crystallography 14; Clarendon Press: Oxford, 2002.
(b) Dunitz, J. D. Pure Appl. Chem. 1991, 63, 177−185. (c) Bernstein, J.
In Strength from Weakness: Structural Consequences of Weak Interactions
in Molecules, Supermolecules, and Crystals; Domenicano, A., Hargittai, I.,
Eds.; Springer: The Netherlands, 2002; Vol. 68, pp 247−260.
(d) Desiraju, G. R. Cryst. Growth Des. 2008, 8, 3−5. (e) Desiraju, G.
R. Science 1997, 278, 404−405. (f) Varughese, S.; Kiran, M. S. R. N.;
Solanko, K. A.; Bond, A. D.; Ramamurty, U.; Desiraju, G. R. Chem. Sci.
2012, 2, 2236−2242.
(2) (a) Kim, B. G.; Kim, S.; Seo, J.; Oh, N.-K.; Zin, W.-C.; Park, S. Y.
Chem. Commun. 2003, 2306−2307. (b) Brittain, H. G. Polymorphism in
Pharmaceutical Solids; Informa Healthcare, New York, 2009.
(c) Hilfiker, R. Polymorphism in the Pharmaceutical Industry; Wiley:
Weinheim, 2006.
(3) (a) Nangia, A. Acc. Chem. Res. 2008, 41, 595−604. (b) Cruz-
Cabeza, A. J.; Bernstein, J. Chem. Rev. 2013, 114, 2170−2191.
(4) (a) Pathigoolla, A.; Sureshan, K. M. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 2014,
53, 9522−9525. (b) Pathigoolla, A.; Sureshan, K. M. Angew. Chem., Int.
Ed. 2013, 52, 8671−8675. (c) Pathigoolla, A.; Gonnade, R. G.;
Sureshan, K. M. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 2012, 51, 4362−4366.
(d) Lauher, J. W.; Fowler, F. W.; Goroff, N. S. Acc. Chem. Res. 2008,
41, 1215−1229. (e) Barbour, L. J. Aust. J. Chem. 2006, 59, 595−596.
(f) Biradha, K.; Santra, R. Chem. Soc. Rev. 2013, 42, 950−967.
(g) Gougoutas, J. Z.; Chang, K. H.; Etter, M. C. J. Solid State Chem.
1976, 16, 283−291.
(5) (a) Takahashi, H.; Ito, Y. CrystEngComm 2010, 12, 1628−1634.
(b) Girard, J.; Fromm, K. CrystEngComm 2012, 14, 6487−6491.
(c) Lusi, M.; Bernstein, J. Chem. Commun. 2013, 49, 9293−9295.
(d) Wood, P. A.; Forgan, R. S.; Lennie, A. R.; Parsons, S.; Pidcock, E.;
Tasker, P. A.; Warren, J. E. CrystEngComm 2008, 10, 239−251.
(e) Kichanov, S. E.; Kozlenko, D. P.; Bilski, P.; Wąsicki, J.; Nawrocik,
W.; Medek, A.; Hancock, B. C.; Lukin, E. V.; Lathe, C.; Dubrovinsky,
L. S.; Savenko, B. N. J. Mol. Struct. 2011, 1006, 337−343. (f) Li, C.-P.;
Wu, J.-M.; Du, M. Inorg. Chem. 2011, 50, 9284−9289. (g) Braga, D.;
Grepioni, F. Chem. Soc. Rev. 2000, 29, 229−238. (h) Mukherjee, A.;
Desiraju, G. R. Chem. Commun. 2011, 47, 4090−4092. (i) Desiraju, G.
R.; Paul, I. C.; Curtin, D. Y. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1977, 1594−1601.
(j) Bruni, G.; Berbenni, V.; Milanese, C.; Girella, A.; Cardini, A.;
Lanfranconi, S.; Marini, A. J. Pharm. Biomed. Anal. 2010, 51, 1054−
1059. (k) Gunn, E.; Guzei, I. A.; Cai, T.; Yu, L. Cryst. Growth Des.
2012, 12, 2037−2043. (l) Nather, C.; Doring, C.; Jess, I.; Jones, P. G.;
Taouss, C. Acta Crystallogr., Sect. B: Struct. Sci. 2013, 69, 70−76.
(m) Wolf, W. Acta Crystallogr., Sect. B: Struct. Sci. 2001, 57, 806−814.
(n) Kumar, V. S. S.; Addlagatta, A.; Nangia, A.; Robinson, W. T.;
Broder, C. K.; Mondal, R.; Evans, I. R.; Howard, J. A. K.; Allen, F. H.
Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 2002, 41, 3848−3851. (o) Chen, S.; Guzei, I. A.;
Yu, L. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2005, 127, 9881−9885. (p) Siegler, M. A.;
Hao, X.; Parkin, S.; Brock, C. P. Acta Crystallogr., Sect. B 2011, 67,
486−498.
(6) Mnyukh, Y. Am. J. Condens. Mater. Phys. 2013, 3 (4), 89−103.
(7) (a) Lusi, M.; Barbour, L. J. Chem. Commun. 2013, 49, 2634−
2636. (b) Garcia-Garibay, M. A. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 2007, 46,
8945−8947.
(8) (a) Harada, N.; Abe, Y.; Karasawa, S.; Koga, N. Org. Lett. 2012,
14, 6282−6285. (b) Mutai, T.; Satou, H.; Araki, K. Nat. Mater. 2005,
4, 685−687. (c) Abe, Y.; Karasawa, S.; Koga, N. Chem.Eur. J. 2012,
18, 15038−15048. (d) Seki, T.; Sakurada, K.; Ito, H. Angew. Chem., Int.
Ed. 2013, 52, 12828−12832. (e) Ito, H.; Muromoto, M.; Kurenuma,
S.; Ishizaka, S.; Kitamura, N.; Sato, H.; Seki, T. Nat. Commun. 2013, 4,
2009. (f) Lim, S. H.; Olmstead, M. M.; Balch, A. L. Chem. Sci. 2013, 4,
311−318. (g) Malwitz, M. A.; Lim, S. H.; White-Morris, R. L.; Pham,
D. M.; Olmstead, M. M.; Balch, A. L. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2012, 134,
10885−10893. (h) Dikundwar, A. G.; Pete, U. D.; Zade, C. M.;
Bendre, R. S.; Guru Row, T. N. Cryst. Growth Des. 2012, 12, 4530−
4534. (i) Das, D.; Engel, E.; Barbour, L. J. Chem. Commun. 2010, 46,
1676−1678. (j) Kaftory, M.; Botoshansky, M.; Kapon, M.; Shteiman,
V. Acta Crystallogr., Sect. B: Struct. Sci. 2001, 57, 791−799. (k) Nath,

N. K.; Nilapwar, S.; Nangia, A. Cryst. Growth Des. 2012, 12, 1613−
1625. (l) Aslani, A.; Morsali, A. Chem. Commun. 2008, 3402−3404.
(m) Liu, G.; Liu, J.; Liu, Y.; Tao, X. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2014, 136, 590−
593. (n) Mahapatra, S.; Thakur, T. S.; Joseph, S.; Varughese, S.;
Desiraju, G. R. Cryst. Growth Des. 2010, 10, 3191−3202. (o) Franco,
O.; Reck, G.; Orgzall, I.; Schulz, B. W.; Schulz, B. J. Mol. Struct. 2003,
649, 219−230. (p) Chrzanowski, L. S. v.; Lutz, M.; Spek, A. L. Acta
Crystallogr. 2007, C63, m377−m383. (q) Hao, X.; Siegler, M. A.;
Parkin, S.; Brock, C. P. Cryst. Growth Des. 2005, 5, 2225−2232.
(r) Chandran, S. K.; Nangia, A. CrystEngComm 2006, 8, 581−585.
(s) Dobrzycki, L.; Zielinski, T.; Jurczak, J.; Wozniak, K. J. Phys. Org.
Chem. 2005, 18, 864−869. (t) McGrady, G. S.; Odlyha, M.; Prince, P.
D.; Steed, J. W. CrystEngComm 2002, 4, 271−276. (u) Hu, C.; Huster,
J.; Englert, U. Z. Kristallogr. 2003, 218, 761−765. (v) Merkens, C.;
Pecher, O.; Steuber, F.; Eisenhut, S.; Görne, A.; Haarmann, F.; Englert,
U. Z. Anorg. Allg. Chem. 2013, 639, 340−346.
(9) (a) Jurchescu, O. D.; Mourey, D. A.; Subramanian, S.; Parkin, S.
R.; Vogel, B. M.; Anthony, J. E.; Jackson, T. N.; Gundlach, D. J. Phys.
Rev. B 2009, 80, 085201−085207. (b) Kitagawa, D.; Kobatake, S.
Chem.Asian J. 2014, 9, 289−293.
(10) Herbstein, F. Acta Crystallogr. 2006, B62, 341−383.
(11) (a) Spackman, M. A.; McKinnon, J. J. CrystEngComm 2002, 4,
378−392. (b) Spackman, M. A.; Jayatilaka, D. CrystEngComm 2009,
11, 19−32.
(12) (a) Burger, A.; Ramberger, R. Mikrochim. Acta 1979, 72, 259−
271. (b) Burger, A.; Ramberger, R. Mikrochim. Acta 1979, 72, 273−
316.
(13) (a) Procopio, E. Q.; Mauro, M.; Panigati, M.; Donghi, D.;
Mercandelli, P.; Sironi, A.; D’Alfonso, G.; De Cola, L. J. Am. Chem. Soc.
2010, 132, 14397−14399. (b) Khoj, M. A.; Hughes, C. E.; Harris, K.
D. M.; Kariuki, B. M. Cryst. Growth Des. 2013, 13, 4110−4117.
(14) Kawakami, K. J. Pharm. Sci. 2007, 96, 982−989.
(15) (a) Steed, J. W. CrystEngComm 2003, 5, 169−179. (b) Desiraju,
G. R. CrystEngComm 2007, 9, 91−92. (c) Das, D.; Banerjee, R.;
Mondal, R.; Howard, J. A. K.; Boese, R.; Desiraju, G. R. Chem.
Commun. 2006, 555−557.
(16) Nanubolu, J. B.; Ravikumar, K.; Sridhar, B.; Sreedhar, B. J. Mol.
Struct. 2014, 1078, 133−145.
(17) (a) http://www.dur.ac.uk/zprime/introduction. (b) Anderson,
K. M.; Goeta, A. E.; Hancock, K. S. B.; Steed, J. W. Chem. Commun.
2006, 2138−2140. (c) Anderson, K. M.; Goeta, A. E.; Steed, J. W.
Cryst. Growth Des. 2008, 8, 2517−2524. (d) Anderson, K. M.; Probert,
M. R.; Whiteley, C. N.; Rowland, A. M.; Goeta, A. E.; Steed, J. W.
Cryst. Growth Des. 2008, 9, 1082−1087. (e) Todd, A. M.; Anderson, K.
M.; Byrne, P.; Goeta, A. E.; Steed, J. W. Cryst. Growth Des. 2006, 6,
1750−1752. (f) Anderson, K. M.; Steed, J. W. CrystEngComm 2007, 9,
328−330. (g) Anderson, K. M.; Afarinkia, K.; Yu, H.-W.; Goeta, A. E.;
Steed, J. W. Cryst. Growth Des. 2006, 6, 2109−2113. (h) Kuleshova, L.
N.; Antipin, M. Y.; Komkov, I. V. J. Mol. Struct. 2003, 647, 41−51.
(i) Bernstein, J.; Dunitz, J. D.; Gavezzotti, A. Cryst. Growth Des. 2008,
8, 2011−2018.
(18) (a) Urakami, K.; Shono, Y.; Higashi, A.; Umemoto, K.; Godo,
M. Chem. Pharm. Bull. 2002, 50, 263−267. (b) Chadha, R.; Arora, P.;
Saini, A.; Singh Jain, D. J. Pharm. Pharm. Sci. 2012, 15, 234−251.
(c) Yang, L.; Yin, Q.; Hou, B.; Wang, Y.; Bao, Y.; Wang, J.; Hao, H.
Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 2013, 52, 2477−2485.
(19) Vega, D.; Petragalli, A.; Fernańdez, D.; Ellena, J. A. J. Pharm. Sci.
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