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Stereoselective glycosylation reactions with 2-deoxyglucose: A 
computational study of some catalysts 
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A B S T R A C T   

2-Deoxy glycosides are important components of many oligosaccharides with antibiotic and anti-cancer activity, 
but their synthesis can be very challenging. Phenanthrolines and substituted pyridines promote stereoselective 
glycosylation of 1-bromo sugars via a double SN2 mechanism. Pyridine reacting with α-bromo, 2-deoxyglucose 
was chosen to model this reaction. The first step involves displacement of bromide by pyridine which can be 
rate limiting because bromide ion is poorly solvated in the non-polar solvents used for these reactions. We 
examined a series of small molecules to bind bromide and stabilize this transition state. Geometry optimization 
and vibrational frequencies were calculated using M06-2X/6-31+G(d,p) and SMD implicit solvation for diethyl 
ether. More accurate energies were obtained with M06-2X/aug-cc-pVTZ and implicit solvation. Urea, thiourea, 
guanidine and cyanoguanidine bind bromide more strongly than alkylamines, (NH2CH2CH2)nNH3-n. Compared 
to the uncatalyzed reaction, urea, thiourea and cyanoguanidine lower the free energy of the transition state by 3 
kcal/mol while guanidine lowers the barrier by 2 kcal/mol.   

1. Introduction 

The α- and β-2-deoxy glycosides (Scheme 1) are constituents of many 
bacterial antibiotic and anti-cancer oligosaccharides.[1] Altering the 
composition of these sugars affects their biological activity (for exam-
ples, see [2–4]). Efforts to study their therapeutics are hindered by their 
synthetic access. Although α- and β-2-deoxy glycosides are structurally 
diverse, they all lack a C2-oxygen functionality adjacent to the C1- 
anomeric center. In addition, many bacterial 2-deoxy-sugars often 
contain a number of modifications, including further deoxygenation at 
the C3– and/or C6-position. 

The oligosaccharides are constructed using glycosylation reactions, 
in which a hydroxyl nucleophile (ROH) displaces a leaving group from 
an activated sugar electrophile (Scheme 1) (for recent reviews and ad-
vances, see [5–9]). This reaction creates a new stereocenter at the C1- 
anomeric carbon where the α- and β-2-deoxy glycosides are formed. 
Lack of C2-oxygen functionality precludes the use of well-established 
strategies to control the anomeric selectivity in the glycosylation re-
actions for the assembly of 2-deoxy-sugars.[10–12] In addition, many 
bacterial sugars lack a C6-oxygen, preventing conformational biases to 
control the anomeric selectivity. The stereoselective synthesis of 2- 

deoxy glycosides can rely on a direct strategy, an indirect strategy or 
addition to a glycal.[12] The indirect strategy requires a temporary 
group at C2 in the electrophilic donor. Although glycosylation reactions 
with the indirect approach are high selectivity, it is necessary to remove 
the temporary C2 group. Addition to glycans requires the use of specific 
protecting groups and the stereochemical configuration of the C4- 
substituent in the glycal donor for controlling 2-deoxy selectivity. The 
direct strategy requires proper selection of the promoter, solvent, pro-
tecting groups, and coupling partners to obtain high selectivity. 
Although substrate-controlled glycosylation methods have been suc-
cessful in providing solutions to a number of challenging oligosaccha-
ride syntheses, subtle changes to the sugar structures have pronounced 
effects on reaction selectivity and reactivity. 

The ability of phenanthrolines to catalyze the stereoselective for-
mation of α-glycosidic bonds has recently been discovered by the 
Nguyen group [13–16]. The glycosylation proceeds through a double 
SN2 mechanism. The first step involves a phenanthroline or substituted 
pyridine displacing a bromide (Scheme 2). In the second step, this group 
is displaced by the HO of the nucleophile to complete the glycosylation 
reaction. In the present work, we focus on the first step and, to simplify 
the calculations, examine pyridine reacting with α-bromo, 2- 
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deoxyglucose protected by methyl groups. This step can be rate limiting 
because the bromide ion is poorly solvated in the nonpolar solvents 
needed for the glycosylation reaction. Hydrogen bond donors can be 
effective catalysts by stabilizing ionic intermediates and products 
[17–19], with urea and thiourea being particularly effective. Thiourea 
derivatives are significantly better than ureas at catalyzing glycosylation 
reactions [20,21]. Specifically, macrocyclic bis-thiourea are excellent 
catalysts yielding β-glycosides with high stereoselectivity via a direct 
SN2 mechanism.[21–24]. 

In previous studies, we have employed density functional theory 
(DFT) calculations to investigate stereoselective α-glycosylation and 1,2- 
cis furanosylation reactions catalyzed by phenanthroline in a double SN2 
mechanism [13–15]. In the present study, we use DFT calculations to 
examine the binding of bromide ion by a selection of small molecule 
hydrogen bond donors: 1,2-diaminoethane, bis(2-aminoethyl)amine, 
tris(2-aminoethyl)amine, urea, thiourea, guanidine and cyanoguani-
dine. We then test the ability of the best ligands to lower the energy of 
the transition state (TS) for the first SN2 reaction of the glycosylation 
(Scheme 2) and thereby catalyze the overall reaction. The calculations in 
this short study have paved the way for an extensive experimental 
investigation supported by density functional calculations of catalysis of 
α-glycosylation reactions by protonated hydrogen bond donors. 

The present exploratory study is dedicated to the memory of Pro-
fessor Imre G. Csizmadia. HBS has known IGC since his graduate student 
days 50 years ago. Throughout his career, IGC championed the scientific 
education of students of diverse backgrounds through the hands-on 
experience of quantum chemical calculations. In keeping with this 
spirit, the present study began as a senior undergraduate research 
project for a student in biology (SH). 

2. Computational methods 

Calculations were carried out with the Gaussian series of programs 
[25] using the M06-2X functional [26,27]. In our previous studies on 
catalysis of glycosylation reactions [13–15], the mechanism for stereo-
selective glycosylation calculated with M06-2X functional was in better 
agreement with experiment than calculations with other functionals 
such as B3LYP. The SMD implicit solvation method [28] was used to 
model solvation in diethyl ether. Geometry optimization and frequency 
calculations employed the 6-31+G(d,p) basis set and included SMD 
solvation. The zero point energies and thermal corrections for enthalpy 
and free energy (298.15 K, 1 atm) computed with the M06-2X/6-31+G 
(d,p) level of theory were combined with single point energy calcula-
tions at the M06-2X/aug-cc-pVTZ level of theory and SMD solvation to 
obtain more accurate estimates of the energies. Because there are dif-
ficulties in estimating the solvation of ions in non-polar solutions using 

implicit solvation methods, the energies for the ligands binding to bro-
mide are calculated relative to a solvent molecule binding to bromide. 
Likewise, the energies for the ligands binding to the transition state and 
to the post-transition state complex are calculated relative to the en-
ergies of the ligands binding to a solvent molecule. This results in a 
partial cancelation of the errors arising from the implicit solvation 
model and from the electronic structure method as well as contributions 
arising from translational entropy in solution. 

3. Results and discussion 

The first step in the stereoselective glycosylation reaction developed 
by the Nguyen group involves a phenanthroline or a related substituted 
pyridine displacing a bromide (Scheme 2).[13–16] Since bromide ion is 
poorly solvated in the non-polar solvents used for these reactions, a 
hydrogen bond donor ligand that can bind bromide should lower the 
barrier for this step and the catalytic effect should be proportional 
bromide binding strength. A series of simple ligands with N-H bonds was 
selected for their potential to form hydrogen bonds with Br-. Fig. 1 shows 
Br- complexed with a set of alkyl amines with increasing numbers of NH2 
groups. These ligands are often used in transition metal complexes. 
Since urea and thiourea derivatives have been shown to catalyze ster-
eoselective glycosylations [20–24], a second set of simple urea de-
rivatives was chosen to complex with Br-. Complexes of Br- with urea, 
thiourea, guanidine and cyanoguanidine are shown in Fig. 2. 

The relative binding energies for Br- in the complexes in Figs. 1 and 2 
are summarized in Table 1. Some caution is needed in calculating these 
binding energies since implicit solvation methods have difficulties in 
modeling bare anions in non-polar solvents. These difficulties can be 
circumvented by calculating the binding energy of Br- in a complex 
relative to the binding energy of Br- to a solvent molecule. For bromide 
complexed with diethyl ether (Eq. (1)), the Br- interacts with the hy-
drogens of one of the CH3CH2 groups and is stabilized by the C-O bond 
dipole. Bromide interacts more strongly with the N-H bonds in the 

Scheme 1. Glycosylation reactions to form α- and β-2-deoxy glycosides.  

Scheme 2. First step in the glycosylation of α-bromo, 2-deoxyglucose catalyzed by pyridine. The glycosylation is completed in a second SN2 reaction, in which the 
ROH nucleophile displaces the pyridine. 

Fig. 1. Complexes of Br- with (a) 1,2-diaminoethane, (b) bis(2-aminoethyl) 
amine and (c) tris(2-aminoethyl)amine (H-Br- distances in Å). 

S. Haisha et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                  



Computational and Theoretical Chemistry 1224 (2023) 114122

3

complexes with the ligands (Eq. (2)) than to the solvent (Eq. (1)). The 
relative binding energies are obtained by subtracting Eq. (1) from Eq. 
(2), which eliminates the need for calculating the energy of an isolated 
Br- ion in solution.  

EtOEt + Br- → EtOEt-Br–                                                                (1)  

L + Br- → L–Br-                                                                             (2)  

L + EtOEt–Br- → L–Br- + EtOEt                                     (3) = (2) – (1) 

The alkyl amines have binding enthalpies of 5.1 – 8.1 kcal/mol and 
the values increase with the number of hydrogen bonds to Br-, as ex-
pected. For the free energies of binding, there is a greater change in 
vibrational entropy on binding Br- for the larger alkylamines with more 

Fig. 2. Complexes of Br- with (a) urea, (b) thiourea, (c) guanidine and (d) cyanoguanidine (H-Br- distances in Å).  

Table 1 
Calculated relative binding energies for bromide with selected ligands (kcal/ 
mol, using Eq. (3)).  

Ligand ΔH ΔG 

H2NCH2CH2NH2  − 5.1  − 3.9 
(NH2CH2CH2)2NH  − 7.4  − 5.6 
(NH2CH2CH2)3N  − 8.1  − 4.1 
urea  − 10.6  − 8.9 
thiourea  − 12.9  − 10.6 
guanidine  − 9.5  − 8.6 
cyanoguanidine  − 15.1  − 14.0  

Fig. 3. Transition structures for the SN2 reaction of pyridine 1-bromo, 2-deoxyglucose catalyzed by (a) urea, (b) thiourea, (c) guanidine and (d) cyanoguanidine 
(distances in Å). For the uncatalyzed reaction R(C1-N) = 2.163 Å and R(C1-Br) = 2.815 Å. 
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rotatable bonds than for the smaller alkylamines with fewer rotatable 
bonds. This counters the trend in the free energies of binding with the 
number of hydrogen bonds to Br- and also leads to a smaller range in 
binding free energies (3.9 – 5.6 kcal/mol). Urea has a significantly larger 
binding enthalpy than (NH2CH2CH2)3N even though it has only 2 
hydrogen bonds to Br-. This is due to a larger dipole moment and larger 
partial charges on the hydrogens of urea compared to the alkylamines. 
Replacing the O in urea with S yields thiourea and increases the binding 
enthalpy by 2.5 kcal/mol. This is in accord with the better catalytic 
activity for glycosylation found for thiourea derivatives than for urea 
derivatives [20,21]. Switching O in urea to NH yields guanidine and 
decreases the binding enthalpy by 1 kcal/mol. Adding CN as an electron 
withdrawing group to guanidine gives cyanoguanidine and increases the 
binding energy by 5 kcal/mol. The bromide binding energies in the urea, 
thiourea, guanidine and cyanoguanidine derivatives parallel the trends 
in the partial charges on the hydrogens (0.34, 0.36, 0.34 and 0.37, resp.) 
and the dipole moments (5.4, 7.4, 4.1 and 10.2 Debye, resp. by M06-2X/ 
6-31+G(d,p)). The increase in binding energy is accompanied by a 
shortening of the NH – Br- distances by 0.06 A for thiourea compared to 
urea and 0.08 Å for cyanoguanidine compared to guanidine. Since the 
alkyl amines bind Br- more weakly than urea, thiourea, guanidine and 
cyanoguanidine, only the latter are considered for catalyzing the SN2 
reaction of pyridine with α-bromo glucose. 

In the uncatalyzed reaction, the transition state for pyridine dis-
placing the bromide is a simple SN2 reaction with C-N and C-Br distances 
of 2.163 Å and 2.815 Å, respectively. The transition states with the li-
gands complexed to the bromide are shown in Fig. 3. The C-N distances 
are 0.10 – 0.13 Å longer and the C-Br distances are 0.05 – 0.07 Å longer 
than in the uncatalyzed transition state, with the more strongly bound 
ligands producing the larger shifts. The ligands are bound to the Br- in 
the transition state with geometries similar to the complexes with Br- 

shown in Fig. 2. The ligands interact with the Br π-type lone pairs and are 
approximately perpendicular to the C-Br σ bond that is being broken in 

the SN2 transition state. 
Along the reaction path after the transition state, there is a complex 

with the negatively charged bromide bound to the positively charged 
pyridyl sugar. The Br- sits beneath C1-N bond at a distance of about 3.3 Å 
and interacts with the hydrogen on C1 (2.5 – 2.7 Å) in both the unca-
talyzed case and when complexed with the ligands. Like in the transition 
states, the ligands are approximately perpendicular to the pyridyl sug-
ar–Br– interaction (Fig. 4). The ligand NH – Br- distances are similar to 
the complexes in Figs. 2 and 3. 

The relative binding energies for the ligands with the transition 
structure and with the post-transition state complex are listed in Tables 2 
and 3, respectively. Since the ligands also bind fairly strongly with 
diethyl ether (enthalpies of − 4.5 to − 6.5 kcal/mol), the binding energies 

Fig. 4. Post-transition state minima for pyridine displacing Br- in 1-bromo, 2-deoxyglucose complexed with (a) urea, (b) thiourea, (c) guanidine and (d) cyano-
guanidine (H-Br- distances in Å). 

Table 2 
Calculated relative binding energies of the ligands with the transition structure 
(kcal/mol, using Eq. (6)).  

Ligand ΔH ΔG 

urea  − 4.0  − 3.2 
thiourea  − 4.8  − 3.2 
guanidine  − 3.1  − 1.9 
cyanoguanidine  − 3.8  − 3.3  

Table 3 
Calculated relative binding energies of the ligands with the post-transition state 
minimum (kcal/mol, using Eq. (6)).  

Ligand ΔH ΔG 

urea  − 5.6  − 3.8 
thiourea  − 5.3  − 4.7 
guanidine  − 5.4  − 3.7 
cyanoguanidine  − 5.8  − 4.3  
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of the ligands in the transition state complex are computed relative to 
the binding of the ligands with the solvent. The energies for binding to 
the post-transition state minimum and to the EtOEt–Br- complex in the 
product are calculated in an analogous fashion. There is also a pre- 
transition state minimum, but most of the ligands bind more strongly 
to the diethyl ether solvent than to the pre-transition state complex.  

L + EtOEt → L–EtOEt                                                                    (4)  

L + X → L–X                                                                                (5) 

X = TS, post-TS complex, EtOEt–Br-  

L–EtOEt + X → L–X + EtOEt                                        (6) = (5) – (4) 

The calculated binding energies show that all of the ligands lower the 
energy of the transition state. Guanidine is the least effective, in accord 
with the lower ligand–Br- binding energies listed in Table 1. However, 
the relative binding energies for the transition state fall in a narrower 
range than in Table 1, primarily because the binding energies of the 
ligand with the solvent (Eq. (4)) vary in a parallel fashion to the binding 
energies of the ligand with Br- (Eq. (5)). The ligands stabilize the post- 
transition state complex and the product by a little more than the 
transition state because the charge on the Br- is fully developed. 

The binding energies in Tables 1–3 can be combined with the energy 
profile for the uncatalyzed glycosylation reaction to obtain the enthalpy 
and free energy profiles for the catalyzed reactions shown in Figs. 5 and 
6, respectively. The final step from the post-TS complex to the product is 
endothermic because it involves the separation of the post-TS complexes 
into a positively charged pyridyl sugar and the negatively charged 
ligand-bromide complexes shown in Fig. 2. 

The uncatalyzed reaction has a substantial enthalpy barrier in part 
because the Br- leaving group is poorly solvated by diethyl ether. 
Furthermore, the free energy barrier is higher than enthalpy barrier 
because of loss of translational entropy as the pyridine nucleophile ap-
proaches the α-bromo, 2-deoxyglucose to form the transition state. For 
the catalyzed reactions, the calculations show that the ligands bind more 
strongly to the transition state than to the solvent, thereby lowering the 

reaction barrier. Urea, thiourea and cyanoguanidine lower the free en-
ergy of the transition state by a similar amount but guanidine is less 
effective. The post-transition state complex is strongly stabilized by the 
electrostatic attraction between the negatively charged Br- leaving 
group and the positively charged pyridyl sugar. The four ligands 
considered in the present study are nearly equally effective in stabilizing 
the post-transition state complex. The electrostatic attraction in the post- 
transition state complex must be overcome when the leaving group is 
separated from the pyridyl sugar to form the separated products and 
results in a large increase in energy. In practice, this increase in energy is 
avoided by scavenging the Br- by an agent such as isobutylene oxide 
(IBO). 

4. Conclusions 

Relatively few methods are available for the selective synthesis of 
α-2-deoxy glycosides. Substituted pyridines and phenanthrolines are 
highly effective in promoting the stereoselective glycosylation of 1- 
bromo 2-deoxy sugars via a double SN2 mechanism. The first step, 
displacement of bromide by a substituted pyridine or phenanthroline, 
can be rate limiting because bromide is poorly solvated in the non-polar 
solvents used for these reactions. Pyridine reacting with α-bromo, 2- 
deoxyglucose was chosen as a representative reaction. A set of small 
molecules was selected to bind bromide in order to lower the energy of 
the transition state and accelerate the reaction. A series of alkylamines, 
(NH2CH2CH2)nNH3-n, showed increasing binding enthalpy with the 
number of H – Br hydrogen bonds. However, urea, thiourea, guanidine 
and cyanoguanidine were found to bind bromide more strongly because 
of a larger dipole moment and larger partial positive charges on the 
hydrogens that interact with the bromide. Urea, thiourea and cyano-
guanidine lowered the free energy of the transition state by 3 kcal/mol 
while guanidine lowered the barrier by 2 kcal/mol, potentially accel-
erating the first step of the overall reaction by 2 orders of magnitude. 
Even better catalysis may be achieved with ligands that bind Br- more 
strongly, but not so strongly as to favor an SN1 mechanism with 
concomitant loss of stereoselectivity. One possibility is to use protonated 
ligands since these will bind Br- more strongly in the TS and will form a 
neutral complex with Br-, reducing the electrostatic barrier to forming 
separated products. This approach is currently being explored experi-
mentally and computationally, and computationally and will be re-
ported in due course. 
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Fig. 6. Free energy profile for the reaction with and without the cata-
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Appendix A. Supplementary material 

Supplementary data to this article can be found online at https://doi. 
org/10.1016/j.comptc.2023.114122. 

References 

[1] S.I. Elshahawi, K.A. Shaaban, M.K. Kharel, J.S. Thorson, A comprehensive review 
of glycosylated bacterial natural products, Chem. Soc. Rev. 44 (2015) 7591–7697. 

[2] K.C. Nicolaou, Y.W. Li, K. Sugita, H. Monenschein, P. Guntupalli, H.J. Mitchell, K. 
C. Fylaktakidou, D. Vourloumis, P. Giannakakou, A. O’Brate, Total synthesis of 
apoptolidin: Completion of the synthesis and analogue synthesis and evaluation, 
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 125 (2003) 15443–15454. 

[3] J.M. Langenhan, N.R. Peters, I.A. Guzei, M. Hoffmann, J.S. Thorson, Enhancing the 
anticancer properties of cardiac glycosides by neoglycorandomization, Proc. Natl. 
Acad. Sci. USA 102 (2005) 12305–12310. 

[4] A.K.V. Iyer, M.Q. Zhou, N. Azad, H. Elbaz, L. Wang, D.K. Rogalsky, Y. Rojanasakul, 
G.A. O’Doherty, J.M. Langenhan, A Direct Comparison of the Anticancer Activities 
of Digitoxin MeON-Neoglycosides and O-Glycosides, ACS Med. Chem. Lett. 1 
(2010) 326–330. 

[5] X.M. Zhu, R.R. Schmidt, New Principles for Glycoside-Bond Formation, Angew. 
Chem. Int. Ed. Engl. 48 (2009) 1900–1934. 

[6] Y. Yang, B. Yu, Recent Advances in the Chemical Synthesis of C-Glycosides, Chem. 
Rev. 117 (2017) 12281–12356. 

[7] M.M. Nielsen, C.M. Pedersen, Catalytic Glycosylations in Oligosaccharide 
Synthesis, Chem. Rev. 118 (2018) 8285–8358. 

[8] P.R. Andreana, D. Crich, Guidelines for O-Glycoside Formation from First 
Principles, ACS Central Science 7 (2021) 1454–1462. 

[9] Y. Singh, S.A. Geringer, A.V. Demchenko, Synthesis and Glycosidation of Anomeric 
Halides: Evolution from Early Studies to Modern Methods of the 21st Century, 
Chem. Rev. 122 (2022) 11701–11758. 

[10] D.J. Hou, T.L. Lowary, Recent advances in the synthesis of 2-deoxy-glycosides, 
Carbohydrate Res. 344 (2009) 1911–1940. 

[11] A. Borovika, P. Nagorny, Recent Advances in the Synthesis of Natural 2-Deoxy- 
beta-glycosides, J. Carbohyd. Chem. 31 (2012) 255–283. 

[12] C.S. Bennett, M.C. Galan, Methods for 2-Deoxyglycoside Synthesis, Chem. Rev. 118 
(2018) 7931–7985. 

[13] F. Yu, J.Y. Li, P.M. DeMent, Y.J. Tu, H.B. Schlegel, H.M. Nguyen, Phenanthroline- 
Catalyzed Stereoretentive Glycosylations, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. Engl. 58 (2019) 
6957–6961. 

[14] P.M. DeMent, C.L. Liu, J. Wakpal, R.N. Schaugaard, H.B. Schlegel, H.M. Nguyen, 
Phenanthroline-Catalyzed Stereoselective Formation of alpha-1,2-cis 2-Deoxy-2- 
Fluoro Glycosides, ACS Catal. 11 (2021) 2108–2120. 

[15] H.F. Xu, R.N. Schaugaard, J.Y. Li, H.B. Schlegel, H.M. Nguyen, Stereoselective 1,2- 
cis Furanosylations Catalyzed by Phenanthroline, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 144 (2022) 
7441–7456. 

[16] J. Li, H.M. Nguyen, Phenanthroline Catalysis in Stereoselective 1,2-cis 
Glycosylations, Accounts Chem Res 55 (2022) 3738–3751. 

[17] P.R. Schreiner, Metal-free organocatalysis through explicit hydrogen bonding 
interactions, Chem. Soc. Rev. 32 (2003) 289–296. 

[18] Z.G. Zhang, P.R. Schreiner, (Thio)urea organocatalysis - What can be learnt from 
anion recognition? Chem. Soc. Rev. 38 (2009) 1187–1198. 

[19] A.G. Doyle, E.N. Jacobsen, Small-molecule H-bond donors in asymmetric catalysis, 
Chem. Rev. 107 (2007) 5713–5743. 

[20] L.F. Sun, X.W. Wu, D.C. Xiong, X.S. Ye, Stereoselective Koenigs-Knorr 
Glycosylation Catalyzed by Urea, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. Engl. 55 (2016) 
8041–8044. 

[21] Y. Park, K.C. Harper, N. Kuhl, E.E. Kwan, R.Y. Liu, E.N. Jacobsen, Macrocyclic bis- 
thioureas catalyze stereospecific glycosylation reactions, Science 355 (2017) 
162–166. 

[22] A.B. Mayfield, J.B. Metternich, A.H. Trotta, E.N. Jacobsen, Stereospecific 
Furanosylations Catalyzed by Bis-thiourea Hydrogen-Bond Donors, J. Am. Chem. 
Soc. 142 (2020) 4061–4069. 

[23] Q.H. Li, S.M. Levi, E.N. Jacobsen, Highly Selective beta-Mannosylations and beta- 
Rhamnosylations Catalyzed by Bis-thiourea, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 142 (2020) 
11865–11872. 

[24] Q.H. Li, S.M. Levi, C.C. Wagen, A.E. Wendlandt, E.N. Jacobsen, Site-selective, 
stereocontrolled glycosylation of minimally protected sugars, Nature 608 (2022) 
74–80. 

[25] M.J. Frisch, G.W. Trucks, H.B. Schlegel, G.E. Scuseria, M.A. Robb, J.R. Cheeseman, 
G. Scalmani, V. Barone, G.A. Petersson, H. Nakatsuji, X. Li, M. Caricato, A.V. 
Marenich, J. Bloino, B.G. Janesko, R. Gomperts, B. Mennucci, H.P. Hratchian, J.V. 
Ortiz, A.F. Izmaylov, J.L. Sonnenberg, Williams, F. Ding, F. Lipparini, F. Egidi, J. 
Goings, B. Peng, A. Petrone, T. Henderson, D. Ranasinghe, V.G. Zakrzewski, J. Gao, 
N. Rega, G. Zheng, W. Liang, M. Hada, M. Ehara, K. Toyota, R. Fukuda, J. 
Hasegawa, M. Ishida, T. Nakajima, Y. Honda, O. Kitao, H. Nakai, T. Vreven, K. 
Throssell, J.A. Montgomery Jr., J.E. Peralta, F. Ogliaro, M.J. Bearpark, J.J. Heyd, 
E.N. Brothers, K.N. Kudin, V.N. Staroverov, T.A. Keith, R. Kobayashi, J. Normand, 
K. Raghavachari, A.P. Rendell, J.C. Burant, S.S. Iyengar, J. Tomasi, M. Cossi, J.M. 
Millam, M. Klene, C. Adamo, R. Cammi, J.W. Ochterski, R.L. Martin, K. Morokuma, 
O. Farkas, J.B. Foresman, D.J. Fox, Gaussian 16 Rev. C.01, in, Wallingford, CT, 
2016. 

[26] Y. Zhao, D.G. Truhlar, The M06 suite of density functionals for main group 
thermochemistry, thermochemical kinetics, noncovalent interactions, excited 
states, and transition elements: two new functionals and systematic testing of four 
M06-class functionals and 12 other functionals, Theor. Chem. Acc. 120 (2008) 
215–241. 

[27] Y. Wang, P. Verma, X. Jin, D.G. Truhlar, X. He, Revised M06 density functional for 
main-group and transition-metal chemistry, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 115 (2018) 
10257–10262. 

[28] A.V. Marenich, C.J. Cramer, D.G. Truhlar, Universal Solvation Model Based on 
Solute Electron Density and on a Continuum Model of the Solvent Defined by the 
Bulk Dielectric Constant and Atomic Surface Tensions, J. Phys. Chem. B 113 (2009) 
6378–6396. 

S. Haisha et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.comptc.2023.114122
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.comptc.2023.114122
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2210-271X(23)00104-4/h0140

	Stereoselective glycosylation reactions with 2-deoxyglucose: A computational study of some catalysts
	1 Introduction
	2 Computational methods
	3 Results and discussion
	4 Conclusions
	CRediT authorship contribution statement
	Declaration of Competing Interest
	Data availability
	Acknowledgments
	Appendix A Supplementary material
	References


