
Available online at www.sciencedirect.com
Tetrahedron Letters 49 (2008) 2768–2771
Enantioselective reduction of 2-substituted
tetrahydropyran-4-ones using Daucus carota plant cells

J. S. Yadav *, B. V. Subba Reddy, Ch. Sreelakshmi, G. G. K. S. Narayana Kumar,
A. Bhaskar Rao

Division of Organic Chemistry, Indian Institute of Chemical Technology, Hyderabad 500 007, India

Received 23 January 2008; revised 22 February 2008; accepted 25 February 2008
Available online 29 February 2008
Abstract

Enzymatic reduction of 2-substituted tetrahydropyran-4-ones with Daucus carota, plant cells as biocatalyst occurred in water under
extremely mild and environmentally benign conditions giving a 1:1 mixture of diastereoselectively (2R,4S)- and (2S,4S)-2-aryl- or
2-alkyl-tetrahydropyranols in high yields.
� 2008 Published by Elsevier Ltd.
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Tetrahydropyranols are present as structural units in a
number of natural products such as avermectins, aplysia-
toxin, oscillatoxins, latrunculins, talaromycins and acuti-
phycins.1 Optically pure tetrahydropyranols are potential
chiral building blocks for the synthesis of anti-1,3-diols.2

The Prins-cyclization is one of the most simple and
straightforward approaches for the construction of a tetra-
hydropyran ring system.3–6 However, there is no report on
an asymmetric Prins-cyclization for the direct preparation
of enantiomerically pure hydroxy tetrahydropyrans. There-
fore, we have developed an enzymatic approach for the
preparation of optically active tetrahydropyranols by
means of kinetic resolution of racemic tetrahydropyranols
via lipase mediated transesterification.7 Recently, plants
have been considered as suitable biochemical systems for
the biotransformation of exogenous substrates.8,9 Among
plants, carrots (Daucus carota) are effective biocatalysts
for the stereoselective reduction of ketones, both as immo-
bilized plant cell cultures10 and whole plant tissues.11

D. carota root has been used previously for the enantio-
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selective reduction of prochiral ketones to produce chiral
secondary alcohols.12

In this Letter, we describe an enzymatic approach for
the preparation of chiral tetrahydropyranols by means of
enantioselective reduction of 2-substituted tetrahydropy-
ran-4-ones using D. carota roots in water (Scheme 1).

The 2-susbtituted tetrahydropyran-4-ones were easily
prepared by the oxidation of (±)-tetrahydropyranols
obtained via the condensation of an aldehyde with
3-buten-1-ol via the Prins-cyclization.13 Subsequently,
these tetrahydropyran-4-ones were subjected to D. carota

reduction. The bioreduction of the keto group was per-
formed using fresh carrot roots obtained from a local mar-
ket. Initially, the reduction was carried out using a solution
(-)-(2S,4S)-2a1a- (+)-(2R,4S)-3a

R = aryl or alkyl

(  )−+

Scheme 1. Reduction of tetrahydropyran-4-ones with Daucus carota

roots.
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of the ketone (1 mmol) in ethanol (1 mL) with fresh carrot
(10 g) in water (70 mL) followed by incubation in an orbi-
tal shaker at 30 �C. The progress of the reaction was mon-
itored by TLC analysis. The results are summarized in
Table 1.

For example, reduction of (±)-2-phenyl-tetrahydro-2H-
pyran-4-one with D. carota in water afforded (2S,4S)-2-
phenyl-tetrahydropyranol and (2R,4S)-2-phenyl-tetra-
hydropyranol in a 1:1 ratio. These stereoisomers could
be easily separated by column chromatography. The
enantiomeric excesses of both the cis- and trans-tetrahydro-
pyranols were determined by HPLC using chiral columns
and were higher than 92%. The structures of the products
were established by 1H NMR, IR and mass spectrometry
and also by comparison with authentic samples.14 The
absolute stereochemistry of (2R,4S)- and (2S,4S)-2-aryl-
or 2-alkyl-tetrahydropyranols was established by compari-
Table 1
Enantioselective reduction of tetrahydropyranones using Daucus Carota

Entry Substrate Alcohol 2a ½a�25
D

b ee (%)c

a

O

O

O

OH
�18.8 94

b
O

O

Cl

O

OH

Cl

�14.7 90

c
O

O

MeO

O

OH

MeO

�16.0 87

d
O

O

O

OH

�27.9 94

e
O

O

Br

O

OH

Br

�18.6 90

f
O

O

O

OH

�9.9 88

g

O

O

O

OH

�8.6 92

h
O

O

F

O

OH

F

�11.2 90

i
O

O

Me

O

OH

Me

�28.2 92

a All products were characterized by IR, NMR and mass spectroscopy.
b Optical rotations were recorded in CHCl3 (c = 1.0).
c Enantiomeric excesses of alcohols were determined using chiral HPLC.
d Yield refers to pure products after chromatography.
son with authentic samples.14 The reductions in water gave
the best results. The effects of ring substituents on the
reduction of aryl-substituted tetrahydropyran-4-ones by
D. carota are quite general. First, the corresponding (S)-
alcohols were obtained in all cases, with enantiomeric
excesses ranging from 83% to 94%. With aryl-substituted
tetrahydropyran-4-ones, it was observed that electron-
donating substituents slowed the reaction, highlighting
the sensitivity of bioreduction kinetics to electronic effects,
which is in accordance with results reported in the litera-
ture.12 As with aryl-substituted tetrahydropyran-4-ones,
2-hexyl-tetrahydropyran-4-one underwent smooth reduc-
tion with D. carota roots to give optically active 2-hexyl-
4-hydroxy tetrahydropyrans in good yields and with high
degrees of enantioselectivity (Scheme 2).

The use of cut carrot roots in water offers several advan-
tages compared to Baker’s yeast, such as low cost, ease of
Alcohol 3 ½a�25
D

b ee (%)c Time (h) Yield (%)d

O

OH
+15.6 92 24 92

O

OH

Cl

+25.3 86 26 94

O

OH

MeO

+17.8 85 30 90

O

OH

+25.6 89 29 90

O

OH

Br

+16.6 83 24 92

O

OH

+9.6 86 32 88

O

OH

+6.6 87 38 85

O

OH

F

+9.5 87 24 91

O

OH

Me

+21.7 88 24 92
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Scheme 2. Reduction of 2-hexyl-tetrahydropyran-4-one with Daucus

carota roots.
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Fig. 1. Prelog’s rule for the bioreduction of ketones.
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availability of the biocatalyst, simple work-up and product
recovery. No specific match/mismatch effect from the adja-
cent stereocentre was observed, as can be seen from the
reduction of 2-phenyl-tetrahydropyran-4-one (±)-1a

(Table 1).15 At 100% conversion, an equal amount of enan-
tiopure tetrahydropyranols 2a and 3a were isolated in 92%
yield. Reduction occurs from the re-face only of the prochi-
ral ketone, independently of the configuration of the 2-aryl-
or alkyl-substituted stereocentre. The stereochemical
course of many bioreductions of ketones may be predicted
from a simple model which is generally referred to as Pre-
log’s rule.16 This empirical model, originally designed for
the reduction of ketones by the fungus Curvularia falcata

implies that the outcome is mainly dependent on the steric
requirements of the substrate (Fig. 1).

The observed enantioselectivity is in accordance with
Prelog’s rule. The presence of several competing oxidore-
ductases with opposite stereoselectivities in the plant tissues
may be the origin of the stereochemical outcome with these
substrates. Hence, this biocatalytic approach is found to be
suitable for the preparation of a wide range of tetrahydro-
pyranols. Finally, the recovered carrot could be used for
composting.

In conclusion, the enantioselective reduction of a series
of 2-substituted tetrahydropyran-4-ones was achieved
using D. carota roots in water, which afforded the corres-
ponding (S)-alcohols with ee ranging from 83% to 94%.
The low cost and the easy availability of the biocatalyst
besides the experimental simplicity suggest the possible
use of the present method for large scale preparations of
important chiral tetrahydropyranols.
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