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Abstract

In this study, a total of 10 bacterial strains were screened for their ability to

reduce cyclohexyl(phenyl)methanone 1 to its corresponding alcohol. Among

these strains, Lactobacillus paracasei BD101 was found to be the most

successful biocatalyst to reduce the ketones to the corresponding alcohols.

The reaction conditions were systematically optimized for the reducing agent

L paracasei BD101, which showed high enantioselectivity and conversion

for the bioreduction. The preparative scale asymmetric reduction

of cyclohexyl(phenyl)methanone (1) by L paracasei BD101 gave (S)‐

cyclohexyl(phenyl)methanol (2) with 92% yield and >99% enantiomeric

excess. The preparative scale study was carried out, and a total of 5.602 g

of (S)‐cyclohexyl(phenyl)methanol in high enantiomerically pure form

(>99% enantiomeric excess) was produced. L paracasei BD101 has been

shown to be an important biocatalyst in asymmetric reduction of bulky sub-

strates. This study demonstrates the first example of the effective synthesis of

(S)‐cyclohexyl(phenyl)methanol by the L paracasei BD101 as a biocatalyst in

preparative scale.
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1 | INTRODUCTION

Chirality is a key factor in the safety of many drugs, and
therefore, the synthesis of enantiopure drugs has become
increasingly important issue in the pharmaceutical indus-
try.1 The interaction of chiral compounds with chiral envi-
ronments may result in biologically different enantiomers
that may have deteriorative effects. The modern pharma-
ceutical industry demands for the obtaining of biologically
active chiral compounds in their enantiomerically pure
forms for the production of drugs and other chemicals
found in biological systems. So the enantiomeric purity
of the synthesized product is of great importance.2,3 The
wileyonlinelibrary.com/journal
enantioselective formation of carbinols is one of the most
essential strategies in modern organic chemistry as they
are commonly used as intermediates for the synthesis of
drugs and other industrially important compounds.4,5

Heteroaryl methanols can be used for the production of
pharmaceutically significant molecules that might have
antihistaminic, anesthetic, diuretic, antidepressive, antiar-
rhythmic, and anticholinergic roles.6 Thus, chiral carbi-
nols can act as precursors of many biologically and
pharmacologically relevant compounds,7 and important
examples of these compounds are (R)‐orphenadrine,8 (S)‐
phenyl(pyridin‐2yl)methanol,9 and carbinoxamine10

(Figure 1). Generally, production of these compounds is
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FIGURE 1 Chiral carbinol‐based drugs
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carried out by classic synthetic procedures that use
catalysts such as metal hydrides, but the product obtained
in these reactions ate in their non‐enantiomerically
form. Although classic chemical methods for the
enantioselective synthesis of chiral carbinols have been
comprehensively developed, the synthesis of some of these
compounds is still extremely complicated, toxic, and
expensive.11 Biocatalytic synthesis is a very successful
technique as a green chemistry application for preparing
chiral compounds. However, enantioselective reduction
of aryl heteroaryl ketones in the presence of biocatalyst is
still challenging.12,13 Diaryl ketones are usually known as
“hard‐to‐reduce” substances for biocatalyst owing to their
big steric obstacle and similar of two aromatic groups.14,15

Biocatalysts have many superiorities compared with clas-
sic chemical catalysts. Chemical catalysts might produce
toxic waste and a large range of by‐products, whereas
biocatalysts are biodegradable products and provide a
clean and environmentally friendly process to carry out
these reactions under mild reaction conditions with high
selectivity for the substrate.16 Therefore, highly selective
and environmentally friendly biocatalytic process to syn-
thesis optically active carbinols is the utilization of isolated
enzymes and whole cell microorganisms.17 Whole cell
biocatalysts compared with the pure enzyme are advanta-
geous as they are usually cheap and more stable. Whole
cells contain various dehydrogenases that are able to
accept a wide range of unnatural substrates. All enzymes
and cofactors are well protected within their natural
cellular environments. Moreover, the use of whole cell
biocatalysts avoids enzyme purification and cofactor addi-
tion.18-20 Enantiomerically pure carbinols are useful build-
ing blocks for the synthesis of complex molecules as the
alcohol functional group can be easily converted, without
racemization, into other functional groups.21-24

Sales of single enantiomeric drug products are
expanding at an alarming rate every year in the world.
Therefore, enormous efforts have been made in recent
years to detect enantioselective routes to enantiomerically
pure carbinols. Enantiopure diarylmethanols are impor-
tant structural scaffolds in the synthesis of pharmaceuticals
and bioactive compounds.25-30 There are a number of
studies in the literature that contain cyclohexyl(phenyl)
methanone 1 in high enantiomeric selectivity using chem-
ical catalysts31-34; however, there are very limited studies
involving reduction of this compound using biocatalyst,
and in these examples, the corresponding chiral secondary
alcoholswere obtained by low enantiomeric excess (ee) and
conversion. Ema and coworkers obtained (S)‐2with 59% ee
by the lipase enzyme catalyst.35 In the literature, it has been
reported that cyclohexyl(phenyl)methanone is reduced to
(R)‐2 by 75% ee and 55% conversion with yeast Candida
magnoliae as biocatalyst.36 The use of [α]‐branched aro-
matic ketones as a biocatalyst for whole cell or pure
enzymes as a biocatalyst has been reported in the literature
in which the asymmetric reductions are generally of low
selectivity or low conversion.1 Recently, we performed
asymmetric reduction of acetophenones and piperonyl
methyl ketone by high enantioselectivity and conversion
using Lactobacillus paracasei BD101 as biocatalyst.37,38

In this study, we report the asymmetric reduc-
tion of cyclohexyl(phenyl)methanone 1 to the (S)‐
cyclohexyl(phenyl)methanol 2 by L paracasei BD101 with
>99% ee and 92% yields. Moreover, to the best of our
knowledge, this is the first report on asymmetric reduc-
tion of cyclohexyl(phenyl)methanone 1 using biocatalyst
in the enantiomerically pure form, high yield, and scale.
Scale‐up bioreduction of cyclohexyl(phenyl)methanone 1
was reduced to the (S)‐cyclohexyl(phenyl)methanol 2 in
excellent yield and enantiopure form using L paracasei
BD101 as a biocatalyst. The effects of the reaction condi-
tions in terms of pH, temperature, and agitation speed on
the yield, conversion, and ee were also optimized for the
bioreduction reaction.
2 | MATERIALS AND METHODS

2.1 | General

All chemicals and all solvents were purchased from Sigma‐
Aldrich (purity of >99%). The growth mediums for bacterial
growth were purchased from Merck. Reactions were moni-
tored by thin‐layer chromatography (TLC) performed by
using plates (aluminum, silica gel 60 F254 Merck, 0.25 mm)
and hexane to ethyl acetate (4:1, v/v) as eluent. For analysis
purpose, a small fraction of the productwas prepared by pre-
parative TLC. Purification of (S)‐cyclohexyl(phenyl)metha-
nol was performed by column chromatography filled with
silica gel (0.063‐0.2 mm), and the product was eluted with



ŞAHIN ET AL. 3
a mixture of hexane to ethyl acetate (90:10, v/v). High‐
performance liquid chromatography (HPLC) analysis was
performed on an Agilent 1260 systems equipped with a
UV and chiral detector. The racemic 2 was obtained by
reducing the 1 with NaBH4 in methanol at room tempera-
ture (RT). Optical rotation was measured with a Belling-
ham + Stanley, ADP220, 589 nm spectropolarimeter. 1H
and 13C nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) spectra were
recorded on Bruker 400 MHz spectrometer in CDCl3. (S)‐
cyclohexyl(phenyl)methanol39: White solid, m.p.: 63‐65°C,
1H NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3) δ = 7.36‐7.28 (m, 5H), 4.39 (d,
J = 7.2 Hz, 1H), 2.01‐1.61 (m, 6H), 1.42‐0.94 (m, 6H); 13C
NMR (100 MHz, CDCl3) δ = 143.6, 128.2, 127.4, 126.6,
79.4, 45.0, 29.3, 28.8, 26.4, 26.1, 26.0; [α]D

25 = −39.5 (c 0.4,
CHCl3) >99% ee; HPLC, Chiralcel OD column, hexane/i‐
PrOH, 95:5, flow rate of 0.5 mL/min, 254 nm, tR (S)
21.3 minutes. HPLC condition of 1: Chiralcel OD column,
n‐hexane/i‐PrOH, 95:5, flow rate of 0.5 mL/min, 254 nm,
10.7 minutes (Supporting Information).
2.2 | Bacterial strains and culture
conditions

The microorganism used in this study was isolated
previously from boza, a cereal‐based fermented beverage
TABLE 1 Screening of bacteria strains for the bioreduction of 1

Entry Microbial straina Co

1 Lactobacillus plantarum BY14 61

2 Lactobacillus fermentum BY35 58

3 Enterococcus faecium BY48 54

4 Lactobacillus paracasei BD28 64

5 Lactobacillus paracasei BD101 74

6 Lactobacillus paracasei BD71 62

7 Lactobacillus paracasei BD87 54

8 Leuconostoc mesenteroides N6 70

9 Weissella paramesenteroides N7 21

10 Weissella cibaria N9 10

Abbreviations: ee, enantiomeric excess; HPLC, high‐performance liquid chromat
time, 24 h; 100 rpm.
aComparison of the best microbial strain.
bThe conversions were determined by HPLC.
cIsolated yield.
dDetermined by HPLC using Chiralcel OD column.
eAbsolute configurations were assigned by comparison of the sign of optical rotat
(Table 1, entries 1–7) and Turkish sourdough (Table 1,
entries 8–10).40 Bacterial strains were propagated from
their glycerol stocks by inoculation to 10‐mL MRS broth
medium followed by overnight growth at 30°C. From
these cultures, exponentially grown bacterial cells were
inoculated to 1‐L MRS broth medium at 10% concentra-
tion and incubated 2 days at 30°C under aerobic condi-
tions. Following the growth of the bacteria in the flasks,
bacterial cells were centrifuged, and following the wash
process, whole cells were obtained freeze‐drying
(Labconco, TR) and stored at RT.
2.3 | General procedure for the
asymmetric reduction of
cyclohexyl(phenyl)methanone

Forty‐milligram dry bacterial strain was added to 100‐mL
MRS broth and stirred on an orbital shaker at 150 rpm
and 30°C. After 2 hours, pH was adjusted 6 and shaken
2 hours, followed by the addition of 1‐mmol
cyclohexyl(phenyl)methanone 1 directly to the medium,
and incubated on a shaker (150 rpm) at 30°C for 48 hours.
At the end of the incubation period, the cells were sepa-
rated by centrifugation at 6000g for 5 minutes at 4°C
and the supernatant was saturated with NaCl and then
nversion, %b Yield, %c ee, %d,e (S)

54 52

51 63

47 48

54 65

70 81

56 72

48 15

64 51

15 62

5 45

ography. Reaction condition: substrate 1 mmol/100 mL; temperature, 25°C;

ions relative to the values in the literature.
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extracted with dichloromethane. Dichloromethane
extracts were combined and dried over anhydrous
Na2SO4. After removal of the solvent under reduced pres-
sure, the crude product was identified by NMR analysis
followed by the purification of this product by column
chromatography on silica gels using hexane to ethyl ace-
tate as eluents (90:10). The absolute configuration was
determined by sign of specific rotation. The conversion
was determined by chromatography on a chiral OD col-
umn on HPLC (n‐hexane/i‐PrOH, 95:5, flow rate of
0.5 mL/min, 254 nm) after filtering the crude product
with a column containing small silica gel and comparing
the alcohol peaks with the ketone peaks. The ee of the
products was determined by HPLC analysis using chiral
OD column.
TABLE 2 Effects of different pHs on the reduction of 1 by
2.4 | Scale‐up asymmetric reduction of
cyclohexyl(phenyl)methanone

The 400‐mg dry L paracasei BD101 was inoculated into 1‐L
sterilized fresh MRS broth as working volume in 5‐L
Erlenmeyer flask under sterile conditions and stirred on
an orbital shaker at 30°C, 150 rpm for 2 hours. After 2 hours,
pH was adjusted to 6 and the flask was shaken 2 hours
followed by the addition of 32 mmol cyclohexyl(phenyl)
methanone 1 to the medium and the reaction mixture was
incubated at 30°C, for 56 hours under agitation at 150
rpm. At the end of the incubation period, the cells were
separated by centrifugation at 6000g for 5 minutes at 4°C
and the supernatant was saturated with NaCl and then
extracted with dichloromethane. Dichloromethane extracts
were combined and dried over anhydrous Na2SO4. After
removal of the solvent under reduced pressure, the crude
product was purified on a silica gel column and eluted using
hexane to ethyl acetate (10:1, v/v) to obtain the product.
Lactobacillus paracasei BD101

Entry pH Conversions, %a ee, %b,c (S)

1 4.5 67 51

2 5 76 59

3 5.5 71 65

4 6 78 84

5 6.5 70 79

6 7 64 10

7 7.5 20 5

Abbreviations: ee, enantiomeric excess; HPLC, high‐performance liquid
chromatography.

Substrate 1 mmol.
aThe conversion was determined by HPLC.
bDetermined by HPLC using Chiralcel OD column.
cAbsolute configurations were assigned by comparison of the sign of optical
rotations relative to the values in the literature.
3 | RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Ten different bacterial strains were evaluated for the
reduction of 1 to 2. The reactions for screening process
were carried out in 200‐mL Erlenmeyer flask containing
100 mL of fresh culture medium (MRS broth). The micro-
bial reduction was performed by suspending the dry cells
(40 mg) in a 100‐mL fresh medium; then substrate 1
(1 mmol, 188.27 mg) was added directly, and the mixture
was incubated on conditions of 100 rpm and 25°C for
24 hours. The bioreduction progress was monitored
TLC, and a chiral HPLC column was used for the deter-
mination of the ee of product 2 and conversion of 1 to
2. As can be seen in Table 1, the bacterial strains used
in this study reduced 1 to 2 at levels of 5% to 70% ee.
The best result for the asymmetric bioreduction was
obtained when whole cell of L paracasei BD101 was used.
The bioreduction was taken place with high conversion
and produced 2 at 81% ee with this strain (Table 1, entry
5). One of the primary requirements of a microbial
biotransformation is the optimization of the reaction con-
ditions.41 Therefore, we decided to determine the perfor-
mance of the microorganism under optimized reaction
conditions. To detect the optimal reaction conditions for
the asymmetric reduction of 1 with L paracasei BD101,
pH, temperature, incubation period, and agitation speed
were examined. The first parameter that was investigated
was the effect of pH on the production of 2 from 1.
Table 2 shows the results for the effect for the pH range
from 4.0 to 7.0 on the product's ee and bioconversion of
1. The reactions were carried out for 24 hours using
1 mmol of 1 in an orbital shaker at 25°C at 100 rpm.
The pH performs a key role in the biocatalytic reactions
when using whole cells due to the fact that it affects the
activity and enantioselectivity of the enzymes involved
in the reaction, alters the ionic state of substrates,
products, and enzymes involved in the reaction, and
affects the binding of enzyme's active site to substrates,
especially for several isoenzymes with different
enantioselectivities. As can be seen from Table 2, the
bioreduction of 1 was importantly affected by effects of
pH. The results indicate that ketone 1 could be reduced
to alcohol 2 at pH 6.0 (Table 2, entry 4). Above or below
these values, low ee and mild conversion were observed.
Probably, the three‐dimensional structure of the enzyme
changes as the pH changes, and it can be said that con-
version and ee have changed as a result of the interaction
of the enzyme and, also, the solubility of the substrate
may have affected the selectivity of the biocatalyst.37



TABLE 4 Effects of incubation periods on the reduction of 1 by

Lactobacillus paracasei BD101

Entry h Conversions, %a ee, %b,c (S)

1 24 86 99

2 48 94 99

3 72 99 80

4 96 99 61

Abbreviations: ee, enantiomeric excess; HPLC, high‐performance liquid
chromatography.

Substrate 1 mmol.
aThe conversion was determined by HPLC.
bDetermined by HPLC using Chiralcel OD column.
cAbsolute configurations were assigned by comparison of the sign of optical
rotations relative to the values in the literature.
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The highest conversion (78%) with 84% ee was obtained
when the pH was at 6.0. At this pH, the bioreduction abil-
ity of the L paracasei BD101 was the best for the reduc-
tion of ketone 1. This pH value was further selected as
the optimized pH value, and all further analysis was per-
formed at pH 6.0. The second parameter that was investi-
gated was the effect of reaction temperature on the
reduction of 1 (Table 3) as temperature is a critical factor
for chemical reactions.

Table 3 shows the effects of temperature on the
bioreduction ability of L paracasei BD101 in which tem-
peratures from 25°C to 34°C were tested. Our findings
revealed that the maximum conversion (86%) and ee
(99%) values were achieved at 30°C. Temperatures above
30°C resulted in a rapid decline in conversion and ee
values (Table 3, entries 4 and 5). This can be originated
from the fact that the reductive activity of the enzyme
was inhibited partially at the elevated temperature.42

The optimum temperature for the reduction of ketone 1
to alcohol 2 was set at 30°C, and hence, all the subse-
quent reduction experiments were carried out at 30°C
(Table 3, entry 3). The effect of incubation period on the
reaction rate was the third parameter investigated, and
the results are given in Table 4. Different incubation
times were studied to monitor the progress of the
bioreduction reaction. The complete conversion of 1 was
observed after 72 and 96 hours, but the ee of 2 decreased
from 80% to 61%, respectively (Table 4, entries 3 and 4).
Conversely, the conversion increased up to 94% with
99% ee when the incubation period was 48 hours
(Table 4, entry 2). Probably, it is possible to say that selec-
tivity decreases due to the degradation of the active area
of the enzyme depending on the longer incubation.40

Therefore, the optimized condition for the incubation
period was determined to be 48 hours. The effect of agita-
tion speed on the reaction rate was the last parameter
TABLE 3 Effects of temperature on the reduction of 1 by Lacto-

bacillus paracasei BD101

Entry Temperature, °C Conversions, %a ee, %b,c (S)

1 25 78 84

2 28 80 88

3 30 86 99

4 32 71 74

5 34 45 40

Abbreviations: ee, enantiomeric excess; HPLC, high‐performance liquid
chromatography.

Substrate 1 mmol.
aThe conversion was determined by HPLC.
bDetermined by HPLC using Chiralcel OD column.
cAbsolute configurations were assigned by comparison of the sign of optical
rotations relative to the values in the literature.
investigated, and the results are given in Table 5. Agita-
tion speeds from 100 to 250 rpm were chosen for the
experiments. The results obtained from the experiments
showed that the conversion of 1 was at a maximum of
150 and above revolutions per minute. However, the ee
dropped when the agitation speed was increased. This
decrease can be attributed to the effect of shear stress
on the L paracasei BD101 cells at high agitation speeds,
which can alter the cell internal structure and might
lower their activity.43 The best yield of alcohol 2 with
high ee was obtained at an agitation rate of 150 rpm
(Table 5, entry 2). In light of this, an agitation speed of
150 rpm was used for subsequent studies. The optimum
condition for the asymmetric bioreduction of 1 to 2 was
established at pH of 6.0, temperature of 30°C, incubation
period of 48 hours, and agitation speed of 150 rpm. Under
the optimum condition, the effects of dry biocatalyst
amount on the conversion and ee of 1 reduction were
investigated. The best ee (>99%) and conversion (>99%)
were obtained when 40‐mg dry biocatalyst was applied.
When the amount of dry biocatalyst is 20 and 60 mg,
TABLE 5 Effects of agitation speeds on the reduction of 1 by

Lactobacillus paracasei BD101

Entry rpm Conversions, %a ee, %b,c (S)

1 100 94 99

2 150 99 >99

3 200 99 60

4 250 99 45

Abbreviations: ee, enantiomeric excess; HPLC, high‐performance liquid
chromatography.

Substrate 1 mmol.
aThe conversion was determined by HPLC.
bDetermined by HPLC using Chiralcel OD column.
cAbsolute configurations were assigned by comparison of the sign of optical
rotations relative to the values in the literature.



FIGURE 2 Laboratory scale‐up

synthesis of (S)‐2
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the enantioselectivity decreases to 75% and 70%, respec-
tively. This can be attributed to the alteration of the
amount of NADPH in the medium, which can affect the
selectivity, and so activity of the enzyme may have
changed.42 With the optimum conditions in hand, we car-
ried out the scale‐up bioreduction of cyclohexyl(phenyl)
methanone 1. Preparative scale production of (S)‐
cyclohexyl(phenyl)methanol 2 was performed over a 1‐L
scale in a 5‐L Erlenmeyer (Figure 2). Asymmetric reduc-
tion of 1 (45 mmol, 8.47 g) after 60 hours resulted in com-
plete conversion, but the ee of the product was extremely
low (65%). This could be due to the reduction in the
enzyme activity, suggesting substrate toxicity and inhibi-
tion as reported previously.44 Based on this knowledge,
the substrate concentration was investigated with slight
changes. The best result was obtained with a substrate
concentration of 32 mmol (6.025 g). Complete conversion
and ee of >99% were achieved after 56 hours of incuba-
tion period. Then the mixture was extracted with dichlo-
romethane and dried over anhydrous Na2SO4. After
evaporation of the solvent, the product 2 was purified
on silica gel column. As shown Figure 2, substrate 1
was easily reduced to the corresponding chiral carbinol
in excellent yield and with its enantiopure form. This
result show that L paracasei BD101 can be used on a large
scale in the synthesis of important carbinols.
4 | CONCLUSION

In summary, screening of 10 bacterial strains has been
carried out for the asymmetric reduction of
cyclohexyl(phenyl)methanone 1. Among the whole bacte-
rial cells employed for the asymmetric reduction of 1,
L paracasei BD101 was found to be the best biocatalyst.
Importantly, optimization parameters such as pH, tem-
perature, incubation time, and agitation speed were sys-
tematically optimized for maximum product yield with
perfect enantioselectivity of (S)‐cyclohexyl(phenyl)metha-
nol (2), and enantiomerically pure form was produced in
gram scale with both excellent conversion (>99%) and
yield (92%), through a cheap, environmentally friendly,
and efficient process. Furthermore, this study demon-
strates the first example of the effective synthesis of (S)‐
cyclohexyl(phenyl)methanol by the L paracasei BD101.
L paracasei BD101 can be a good candidate for the whole
cell biocatalytic preparation of other carbinols in organic
chemistry. Also, L paracasei BD101 has been shown to be
an important biocatalyst in asymmetric reduction of
bulky substrates. Bulky groups might be better stabilized
in the enzyme active site in such a way to increase the
catalytic efficiency of the enzyme. Compared with the
previous reports, cyclohexyl(phenyl)methanone 1 was
reduced to 2 in a perfect conversion, yield, and ee. There-
fore, this biocatalysis is apparently practical for prepara-
tion of highly enantiopure carbinols. The results
confirmed that this effective and eco‐friendly biocatalytic
system exhibits excellent enantioselectivity and can be
applied for the synthesis of important enantiopure sec-
ondary alcohols, which can be significant intermediate
products for the synthesis of drugs and biologically active
compounds.
ACKNOWLEDGMENT

The author thanks Bayburt University Central Research
Laboratory for HPLC analysis in this study.
ORCID

Engin Şahin https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3723-1705
REFERENCES

1. Alsafadi D, Alsalman S, Paradisi F. Extreme halophilic alcohol
dehydrogenasemediated highly efficient syntheses of enantiopure
aromatic alcohols. Org Biomol Chem. 2017;15(43):9169‐9175.

2. Rouf A, Taneja SC. Synthesis of single‐enantiomer bioactive
molecules: a brief overview. Chirality. 2014;26(2):63‐78.

3. Patel RN. Biocatalysis: synthesis of key intermediates for devel-
opment of pharmaceuticals. ACS Catal. 2011;1(9):1056‐1074.

4. Drayer DE. Pharmacodynamic and pharmacokinetic differences
between drug enantiomers in humans: an overview. Clin
Pharmacol Ther. 1986;40(2):125‐133.

5. Murzin DY, Mäki‐Arvela P, Toukoniitty E, Salmi T. Asymmetric
heterogeneous catalysis: science and engineering. Catal Rev.
2005;47(2):175‐256.

6. Javidnia K, Faghih‐Mirzaei E, Miri R, Attarroshan M,
Zomorodian K. Stereoselective reduction of prochiral ketones
by plant and microbial biocatalysts. Indian J Pharm Sci.
2016;78(1):73‐79.

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3723-1705


ŞAHIN ET AL. 7
7. Wujkowska Z, Jarzyński S, Pieczonka AM, Leśniak S,
Rachwalski M. Highly enantioselective addition of arylzinc
reagents to aldehydes promoted by chiral aziridine alcohols.
Tetrahedron: Asymmetry. 2016;27(24):1238‐1244.

8. Meguro K, Aizawa M, Sohoda T, Kawamatsu Y, Nagaoka N.
New 1,4‐dihydropyridine derivatives with potent and long‐
lasting hypotensive effect. Chem Pharm Bull. 1985;33(9):
3787‐3797.

9. Jarzyński S, Utecht G, Leśniak S, Rachwalski M. Highly
enantioselective asymmetric reactions involving zinc ions pro-
moted by chiral aziridine alcohols. Tetrahedron: Asymmetry.
2017;28(12):1774‐1779.

10. Klaholz BP, Mitschler A, Moras D. Structural basis for isotype
selectivity of the human retinoic acid nuclear receptor. J Mol
Biol. 2000;302(1):155‐170.

11. Pavokovic D, Buda R, Andrasec F, Roje M, Bubalo MC,
Redovnikovic IR. Plant‐mediated asymmetric reduction of
1‐(3,4‐dimethylphenyl)ethanone. Tetrahedron: Asymmetry.
2017;28(5):730‐733.

12. Welch CJ, Grau B, Moore J, Mathre D. Use of chiral HPLC‐MS
for rapid evaluation of the yeast‐mediated enantioselective
bioreduction of a diaryl ketone. J Org Chem. 2001;66(20):
6836‐6837.

13. Itsuno S. Enantioselective reduction of ketones. Org React.
2004;52:395‐576.

14. Wang Y, Dai W, Liu Y, et al. Fine tuning the enantioselectivity
and substrate specificity of alcohol dehydrogenase from
Kluyveromyces polysporus by single residue at 237. Cat Com.
2018;108:1‐6.

15. Lavandera I, Kern A, Ferreira‐Silva B, Glieder A, de Wildeman
S, Kroutil W. Stereoselective bioreduction of bulky‐bulky
ketones by a novel ADH from Ralstonia sp. J Org Chem.
2008;73(15):6003‐6005.

16. Gotor‐Fernández V, Brieva R, Gotor V. Lipases: useful
biocatalysts for the preparation of pharmaceuticals. J Mol Catal
B: Enzym. 2006;40(3‐4):111‐120.

17. Kafarski P, Lejczak B. Application of bacteria and fungi as
biocatalysts for the preparation of optically active
hydroxyphosphonates. J Mol Catal B: Enzym. 2004;29(1‐6):
99‐104.

18. Mandal D, Ahmad A, Khan MI, Kumar R. Enantioselective
bioreduction of acetophenone and its analogous by the fungus
Trichothecium sp. J Mol Catal B: Enzym. 2004;27(2‐3):61‐63.

19. Faber K. Biocatalytic application. In: Biotransformations in
Organic Chemistry. Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer; 2000:192‐193.

20. Ishige T, Honda K, Shimizu S. Whole organism biocatalysis.
Curr Opin Chem Biol. 2005;9(2):174‐180.

21. Wu XF, Xiao JL. Aqueous‐phase asymmetric transfer hydroge-
nation of ketones—a greener approach to chiral alcohols.
Chem Commun 2007;24:2449‐2466.

22. Ikariya T, Murata K, Noyori R. Bifunctional transition metal‐
based molecular catalysts for asymmetric syntheses. Org Biomol
Chem. 2006;4(3):393‐406.

23. Gladiali S, Alberico E. Asymmetric transfer hydrogenation:
chiral ligands and applications. Chem Soc Rev. 2006;35(3):226‐236.
24. Pollard DJ, Woodley JM. Biocatalysis for pharmaceutical inter-
mediates: the future is now. Trends Biotechnol. 2007;25(2):66‐73.

25. Wu PY, Wu HL, Uang BJ. Asymmetric synthesis of functional-
ized diarylmethanols catalyzed by a new γ‐amino thiol. J Org
Chem. 2006;71(2):833‐835.

26. Casy AF, Drake AF, Ganellin CR, Mercer AD, Upton C. Stereo-
chemical studies of chiral h‐1 antagonists of histamine: the
resolution, chiral analysis, and biological evaluation of four
antipodal pairs. Chirality. 1992;4(6):356‐366.

27. Meguro K, Aizawa M, Sohda T, Kawamatsu Y, Nagaoka A. New
1,4‐dihydropyridine derivatives with potent and long‐lasting
hypotensive effect. Chem Pharm Bull. 1985;33(9):3787‐3797.

28. Stanchev S, Rakovska R, BerovaN, Snatzke G. Synthesis, absolute
configuration and circular dichroism of some diarylmethane
derivatives. Tetrahedron: Asymmetry. 1995;6(1):183‐198.

29. Bolshan Y, Chen CY, Chilenski JR, et al. Nucleophilic displace-
ment at benzhydryl centers: asymmetric synthesis of 1,1‐
diarylalkyl derivatives. Org Lett. 2004;6(1):111‐114.

30. Schmidt F, Stemmler RT, Rudolphand J, Bolm C. Catalytic
asymmetric approaches towards enantiomerically enriched
diarylmethanols and diarylmethylamines. Chem Soc Rev.
2006;35(5):454‐470.

31. Bigler R, Huber R, Stöckli M, Mezzetti A. Iron(II)/(NH)2P2
macrocycles: modular, highly enantioselective transfer hydroge-
nation catalysts. ACS Catal. 2016;6(10):6455‐6464.

32. Bigler R, Huber R, Mezzetti A. Highly enantioselective transfer
hydrogenation of ketones with chiral (NH)2P2 macrocyclic
iron(II) complexes. Angew Chem Int Ed. 2015;54(17):5171‐5174.

33. Slagbrand T, Kivijärvi T, Adolfsson H. Bimetallic catalysis:
asymmetric transfer hydrogenation of sterically hindered
ketones catalyzed by ruthenium and potassium. ChemCatChem.
2015;7(21):3445‐3449.

34. Wang P, Liu Y, Zhang YL, Da CS. The inexpensive additive N‐
methylmorpholine effectively decreases the equivalents of
nucleophiles in the catalytic highly enantioselective arylation
of aryl aldehydes. Chirality. 2017;29(8):443‐450.

35. Ema T, Ura N, Yoshii M, Korenaga T, Sakai T. Empirical
method for predicting enantioselectivity in catalytic reactions:
demonstration with lipase and oxazaborolidine. Tetrahedron.
2009;65(46):9583‐9591.

36. Chartrain M, Mathre D, Reamer RA, Patel S, Shinkai I,
Greasham R. Asymmetric bioreduction of cyclohexylphenyl
ketone to its corresponding alcohol (+) cyclohexylphenyl alco-
hol by the yeast Candida magnoliae MY 1785. J Ferment
Bioeng. 1997;83(4):395‐396.

37. Şahin E. Production of (R)‐1‐(1,3‐benzodioxol‐5‐yl)ethanol in
high enantiomeric purity by Lactobacillus paracasei BD 101.
Chirality. 2018;30(2):189‐194.

38. Yılmaz D, Şahin E, Dertli E. (2017)Highly enantioselective pro-
duction of chiral secondary alcohols using Lactobacillus
paracasei BD 101 as a new whole cell biocatalyst and evaluation
of their antimicrobial effects. Chem Biodivers. 2017;14:e1700269.

39. Shannon J, Bernier D, Rawson D, Woodward S. Direct asym-
metric catalytic 1,2‐addition of RZnX to aldehydes promoted



8 ŞAHIN ET AL.
by AlMe3 and reversal of expected stereochemistry. Chem
Commun 2007;38:3945‐3947.

40. Dertli E, Mercan E, Yılmaz MT, Sagdıc O. Characterisation of
lactic acid bacteria from Turkish sourdough and determination
of their exopolysaccharide (EPS) production characteristics.
LWT‐Food Sci Technol. 2016;71:116‐124.

41. Singh RS, Sooch BS, Puri M. Optimization of medium and pro-
cess parameters for the production of inulinase from a newly
isolated Kluyveromyces marxianus YS‐1. Bioresour Technol.
2007;98(13):2518‐2525.

42. Zhimin O, Ma L, Niu Y, Cui J. Preparation of (R)‐(‐)‐mandelic
acid by two‐step biotransformation of ethyl benzoylformate.
Biocatal Biotransformation. 2018;36(6):409‐416.

43. Kurbanoglu EB, Zilbeyaz K, Taskin M, Kurbanoglu NI. Total
production of (R)‐3,5‐bistrifluoromethylphenyl ethanol by asym-
metric reduction of 3,5‐bis(trifluoromethyl)‐acetophenone in the
submerged culture of Penicillium expansum isolate. Tetrahedron:
Asymmetry. 2009;20(23):2759‐2763.
44. Salvi NA, Chattopadhyay S. Laboratory scale‐up synthesis of
chiral carbinols using Rhizopus arrhizus. Tetrahedron: Asymme-
try. 2016;27(4‐5):188‐192.
SUPPORTING INFORMATION

Additional supporting information may be found online
in the Supporting Information section at the end of the
article.

How to cite this article: Şahin E, Serencam H,
Dertli E. Whole cell application of Lactobacillus
paracasei BD101 to produce enantiomerically pure
(S)‐cyclohexyl(phenyl)methanol. Chirality.
2019;1–8. https://doi.org/10.1002/chir.23048

https://doi.org/10.1002/chir.23048

