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Abstract: Unspecific Peroxygenases (UPOs) catalyze the selective 

oxygenation of organic substrates using only hydrogen peroxide as 

the external oxidant. The PaDa-I variant of the UPO from Agrocybe 

aegerita catalyses the oxidation of Z- and E-allylic alcohols with 

complementary selectivity, giving epoxide and carboxylic 

acid/aldehyde products respectively. Both reactions can be performed 

on preparative scale with isolated yields up to 80%, and the 

epoxidations proceed with excellent enantioselectivity (>99% ee). The 

divergent reactions can also be used to transform E/Z mixtures of 

allylic alcohols, enabling both product series to be isolated from a 

single reaction. The utility of the epoxidation method is exemplified in 

the total synthesis of both enantiomers of the insect pheromone 

disparlure, including a highly enantioselective gram-scale 

transformation. These reactions provide further evidence for the 

potential of UPOs as catalysts for the scalable preparation of 

important oxygenated intermediates. 

Introduction 

The selective oxygenation of organic compounds presents a 
challenge in organic synthesis from the perspectives of both 
selectivity and sustainability, each of which can in part be 
addressed through the use of microbes and enzymes.1-2 In 
addition to the well-established whole cell oxygenations of steroid 
precursors3 and amino acids such as proline,4 the potential 
application of the hemoprotein cytochromes P450 (P450s) has 
been extensively studied.5-6 P450s applied as in vitro catalysts are 
highly selective for a range of oxygenation reactions, but present 
challenges with respect to stability and also the usual requirement 
for expensive nicotinamide cofactor (NAD(P)H) and redox 
transport protein systems (P450 reductases or ferredoxin 
reductase/ferredoxin) for the reductive cleavage of oxygen to form 
the requisite catalytic iron oxoferryl species ‘Compound I’ in the 
active site of the enzyme.7  The discovery of a further class of 
hemoprotein oxygenase, namely ‘unspecific peroxygenases’ 
(UPOs), by Hofrichter and colleagues nearly 20 years ago,8,9 

identified a potentially valuable new class of oxygenase that 
presented clear advantages for in vitro applications, as they 
depend only upon the addition of hydrogen peroxide (H2O2) to 

form Compound I.10   The intervening years have seen the 
potential of UPOs advance considerably,11-14 enabled by the 
identification of numerous enzymes,15-16 the development of 
heterologous expression systems that permit scalable production 
of these enzymes,17-19 and their application in selective 
oxygenation reactions.20-24  In recent work, we have shown that 
UPOs can be used in a series of selective, preparative  
oxygenation reactions of biologically important N-heterocycles25 
and terpenes,26 on up to gram scale. Despite the ‘unspecific’ 
nature that gives the enzymes their name, it is noteworthy that 
different UPOs, when presented with multiple susceptible 
oxygenation centres, often give different products selectively, 
thus presenting a versatile toolbox of biocatalysts for various 
biosynthetic applications.  

This study is focused on the UPO mediated oxygenation of 
allylic primary alcohols 1. Allylic alcohols are important 
compounds in organic synthesis capable of undergoing a range 
of useful transformations; for example, they can be oxidized to 
form carboxylic acids 2, typically using a Cr(VI) oxidant (e.g. 

Jones oxidation), or converted into epoxides 3 using the 
Sharpless asymmetric epoxidation method (Scheme 1A).28,29 
Both of these methods have been widely used in many important 
synthetic applications, although both have notable drawbacks; for 
example, long reaction times at cryogenic temperatures are often 
needed to attain high ee using the Sharpless method,28 while the 
Jones oxidation necessitates the use of stoichiometric quantities 
of highly toxic Cr(VI) reagents, under strongly acidic conditions.29 
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Scheme 1. a) Standard methods of allylic alcohol oxidation; b) 
Biotransformations of allylic alcohols by UPOs. TBHP = tert-Butyl hydroperoxide 

The disadvantages of conventional oxidation methods have 
prompted studies of the enzymatic oxidation of allylic alcohols.30-

34 In one example, the wild-type cytochrome P450 CYP154E1 
from Thermobifida fusca was shown to transform the E/Z allylic 
alcohol isomers geraniol and nerol each to largely their 8-hydroxy- 
derivatives with 98% and 77% conversion. For nerol, the product 
mixture also contained 4% of the epoxide 2,3-epoxynerol.31 
Mixtures of hydroxylated and epoxidized products have also been 
observed in the UPO-catalyzed transformation of unsaturated 
fatty acids. 35-38 It has also been reported that the UPO from 
Marasmius rotula (MroUPO) can be mutated to alter the balance 
of epoxidation and (sub)terminal hydroxylation products of oleic 
acid; for example, by inhibiting access of the ‘bent’ conformation 
of oleic acid to the UPO heme.39 However, a description of the 
selectivity of UPOs towards carbon atoms in unsaturated fatty 
alcohols with allylic primary alcohol functionality has not yet been 
described. 

Herein we describe the biotransformations of E- and Z-
allylic alcohols 1 with rAaeUPO-PaDa-I-H, a mutant of the UPO 
from Agrocybe aegerita (AaeUPO). This UPO was develop d for 
superior activity and ease of expression in Pichia pastoris,17,18 
using a modified vector and procedures previously described.27 
Remarkably, while both isomeric series are successfully 
transformed, E- and Z-allylic alcohols afford completely different 
product classes, being converted into carboxylic acids/aldehydes 
(2/4) and epoxides (3, in very high ee) respectively using the 
same enzyme and reaction conditions (Scheme 1B). To the best 
of our knowledge, we know of no other chemo- or biocatalytic 
method that can enable such a stark switch in chemoselectivity 
based solely on the allylic alcohol alkene geometry. 

Results and Discussion 

We started by exploring the biotransformations of the E- and Z-

isomers of oct-2-ene-1-ol (1a-E and 1a-Z) using rAaeUPO-PaDa-
I-H and H2O2 (Scheme 2). These biotransformations (and all 
biotransformations in this manuscript) were performed on 
preparative scale (typically ≈0.8 mmol scale), which is testament 
to the practicality and scalability of this system. These 
experiments revealed a remarkable divergence in reactivity 
dependent on different geometrical isomer of allylic alcohol used. 
Thus, the E-octenol 1a-E was converted into carboxylic acid 2a, 
using rAaeUPO-PaDa-I-H and 2.25 equivalents of H2O2, and was 
isolated in 41% yield on a preparative scale (47 mg). In contrast, 
when Z-isomer 1a-Z was reacted with the same enzyme, using 
1.2 equivalents of H2O2, epoxide 3a was formed in 80% isolated 
yield (92 mg), as a single diastereoisomer and with excellent 
enantioselectivity (99% ee).40 Intriguingly, the alternative product 
(i.e. carboxylic acid or epoxide) was not observed as a minor 
product in either series. Note, that the difference in the number of 
equivalents of H2O2 used is a consequence of the epoxidation 
reaction requiring one equivalent of oxidant, while the alcohol to 
carboxylic acid oxidation requires two.41 

A representative class I UPO (artUPO) also led to 
biotransformation of the same two substrates, but was markedly 
less effective (see SI section 5, Scheme S1 and S2) and hence 

rAaeUPO-PaDa-I-H was used for the remainder of this study. No 
conversion was observed when either rAaeUPO-PaDa-I-H or 
H2O2 were omitted from the reaction (see SI section 5, Scheme 
S3). Details of optimisation of the reactions conditions, examining 
the reaction pH, the co-solvent, the H2O2 addition rate and the 
temperature, are all included in the Supporting Information (see 
SI section 5, Table S1–S4).  

 

 
Scheme 2. Biotransformation of E and Z isomers of 1a by rAaeUPOPaDa-I-H. 

The divergent reactivity observed depending on the E/Z-
configuration of the allylic alcohol 1a, prompted us to generate a 
cluster model of the rAaeUPO-PaDa-I-H active site to elucidate 
the epoxidation and oxidation pathways (Figure 1A). Our DFT 
calculations indicate that the formation of the carboxylic acid is 
favored over epoxidation for both 1a-E and 1a-Z: the activation 
barrier is 6.3 (1a-E) and 8.2 (1a-Z) kcal mol-1 for carboxylic acid 
production, whereas it is 14.2 (1a-Z) and 16.4 (1a-E) for 
epoxidation (Figure 1, and S17). This static mechanistic study 
therefore indicates that both processes are possible under the 
experimental conditions. The formation of carboxylic acid in the 
case of 1a-E is substantially more favored than epoxidation (10 
kcal mol-1 of difference). However, the static cluster model 
calculations cannot provide a rationalization for the preference 
towards epoxidation for 1a-Z as observed experimentally, thus 
suggesting that active site pocket flexibility helps to favor the 
productive binding of 1a-Z toward epoxidation.   
 
To that end, unrestrained Molecular Dynamics (MD) simulations 
were performed considering the iron oxoferryl species and the 
reactant complexes obtained from the DFT calculations with 1a-

E/Z bound (Figure 1B-C). The analysis of the conformational 
landscapes based on the distance and angle of iron oxo and 
C1/C2 (Figure 1B) indicates that 1a-E, when bound in the active 
site, adopts a higher proportion of catalytically productive 
conformations for C1 oxidation (distances lower than 5 Å, angles 
between 120 and 150º), as compared to 1a-Z (Figure 1B and 

S18). In contrast, 1a-Z positions C2 closest to the iron center, 
which is consistent with it undergoing epoxidation selectively. The 
overlay of catalytically productive frames sampled along the MD 
simulations shows a large flexibility of F118, especially when 1a-

Z is bound, which is crucial for preferentially accommodating C2 
of the substrate close to the iron center (Figure 1C and S19). This 
enhanced flexibility of F118 is thus crucial for favoring the 
epoxidation pathway. The MD simulations therefore indicate that 
the flexibility of the active site pocket of rAaeUPO-PaDa-I-H 
favors a different binding of 1a depending on the E/Z configuration, 
positioning either C1 or C2 close to the iron oxoferryl center and 
therefore yielding selective divergent oxidation products. 
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Figure 1. Computational evaluation of the divergent reactivity depending on the E/Z-configuration of the allylic alcohol 1a. A. DFT reaction mechanism towards 

carboxylic acid formation of 1a-E (top panel), and epoxidation pathway of 1a-Z (bottom panel). Electronic energies and enthalpies (between brackets) are provided 

in kcal mol-1 for the doublet (pink values) and quartet (purple) states. The cluster model of the optimized reactant complexes and transition states are represented, 

and key distances and angles are provided in Å and degrees, respectively. The substrate 1a-E/Z is shown as spheres and black sticks. B. Conformational landscapes 

of the substrate-bound MD simulations based on the FeO-H2/4-C1/2 angle (x-axis) and key catalytic FeO-C1/2 (y-axis). The values from the DFT-optimized reactant 

complex are marked using a teal dot. The area taken as catalytically productive is highlighted with a discontinuous box. C. Overlay of representative structures 

extracted from the catalytically productive area in the conformational landscape. The DFT-optimized cluster model of the reactant complex is shown with brown 

sticks. 1a-E/Z substrates and key C1/C2 atoms are colored with light green and teal, C1 and C2 positions are shown as spheres. The mean distance for FeO-C1/C2 

is also included in both 1a-E/Z cases.     

Having explored the basis for the selective divergent oxidation 
reactions of 1a-E and 1a-Z, our attention turned to exploring the 
scope of this phenomenon, starting with a range of E-allylic 
alcohol substrates 1-E (Table 1). 
 

Table 1. Biotransformation of E-allylic alcohols 1-E by rAaeUPO-PaDa-I-H.[a] 

 

Alkene Product(s), yield/% 

 

1a-E, n = 1 
1b-E, n = 2 
1c-E, n = 3 

 

2a, 41% and 4a, 0% 
2b, 49% and 4b, 0% 
2c, 47% and 4c, 8% 

1d-E, n = 5 2d, 10%[b] and 4d, 34% 

 

1e-E 

 

5e, 68%[c] 

 

1f-E 

 

 

2f, 15% and 5f, 61% 

 

1g-E 

 

2g, 38% and 4g, 20% 

 

1h-E 

 

2h, 57% 
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1i-E 

 

4i, 48% 

 
1j-E 

 
5j, 40% and 4j, 5% 

 

1k-E 

 

2k, 45% 

 

1l-E 

 

2l, 48% and 4l, 29% 

 
1m-E 

 
4m, 53% 

[a] rAaeUPOPaDa-I-H, H2O2 (2.25 equiv. slow addition), pH 7 KPI buffer, 
CH3CN 16 h, RT. Yield refers to isolated product after column chromatography. 
[b] NMR yield – based on the ratio of product by 1H NMR in a partially purified 
fraction. [c] ee not determined as the product 5e is unstable. 

Longer chain allylic alcohols were first tested. rAaeUPO-PaDa-I-
H was able to transform each of allylic alcohols 1a–d-E to the 
expected carboxylic acids 2a–d in all cases, albeit with partially 
oxidised aldehyde products 4c and 4d also obtained in reactions 
of the longer homologues. Shorter chain aliphatic homologues 1e-

E and 1f-E were also tested; in these cases, competing allylic 
oxidation reactions were observed, as well as alcohol oxidation to 
form hydroxy aldehydes 5e and 5f as the major products (in 60% 
isolated yield in both cases). The reduction in length in the alkyl 
chain presumably facilitated the ease with which the oxygenated 
allylic position can access the UPO active site.  

Allylic alcohols with aromatic substituents were tested next. 
Substrates 1g-E, 1h-E and 1i-E were all converted well, with 
carboxylic acids 2g–i the major product in each case. 
Hydroxylated aldehyde 5j was obtained from allylic alcohol 1j-E, 

with the formation of this side product likely favored by a 
combination of the short alkyl chain, and the comparatively easy 
oxidation of the iso-propyl allylic position. Allylic alcohols 1k-E and 
1l-E, substituted with bulky tert-butyl and trimethyl silyl 
substituents, were well tolerated, affording carboxylic acids 2k 

and 2l as the major products respectively. Finally, bromide 
containing substrate 1m-E was also transformed by the UPO, to 
form aldehyde 4m in good yield. While it is not obvious why 
oxidation stalls at the aldehyde in this example, it is notable that 
the relatively sensitive allyl bromide group is tolerated and 
retained in the isolated product. 

We then moved onto exploring the scope of the 
biotransformation of Z-allylic alcohols 1-Z (Table 2). In this series, 
the divergent selectivity for alkene epoxidation was observed 
across all substrates tested; the expected epoxide products (3a–
b, 3d–f, 3j and 3n) were obtained as the major product and 
isolated in good yield in all cases. An additional aldehyde product 
arising from alcohol oxidation was also observed in longer carbon 
chain substrates (1b-Z, 1d-Z and 1n-Z) only.  

Z-Cinnamyl alcohol 1g-Z can also undergo selective 
epoxidation, to form epoxide 3g in 42% isolated yield and 99% ee. 

The analogous β-naphthalene substrate 1i-Z also delivered the 
expected epoxide in high ee but in comparatively low isolated 
yield; in this case, aldehyde 4i was also obtained via oxidation of 
the alcohol group. Notably, aldehyde 4i was isolated exclusively 
as the E-isomer shown; it is not clear whether the alkene 
isomerization took place before or after oxidation in this example. 

Crucially, the formation of the epoxide product 3 as a single 
diastereoisomer and in excellent ee was observed across all 
examples in this series. This method therefore offers a very 
effective way to prepare highly enantioenriched epoxides from 
allylic alcohols, complementing the Sharpless Asymmetric 
Epoxidation method.28 

Making allylic alcohols as single geometrical isomers is not 
always trivial – especially in the case of Z-isomers. Partial 
hydrogenation of a propargylic alcohol using Lindlar’s catalyst is 
the most common synthetic method used to prepare Z-allylic 
alcohols, including most of the Z-allylic alcohols used in this study. 
However, despite the expectation that Z-alkenes should be 
formed by this method, in reality, inseparable mixtures of E/Z 
mixtures are often obtained.42,43 We recognised that an 
advantage to the divergent reactivity enabled in this study could 
be its ability to effectively transform allylic alcohols that are only 
available as E/Z mixtures. Because the expected products in each 
series (epoxy alcohols vs. carboxylic acids/aldehydes) typically 
have very different physical properties, this would permit the 

Table 2. Biotransformation of E-allylic alcohols 1-Z by rAaeUPOPaDa-I-H.[a] 

 

Alkene Product, yield/% (% ee)[b] 

 

1a-Z, n = 4 

1e-Z, n = 1 

1f-Z, n = 2 

 

3a, 80% (99% ee) 

3e, 45% (92% ee) 

3f, 45% (99% ee) 

  

1b-Z, n = 5 

1d-Z, n = 8 

1n-Z, n = 9 

3b, 56% (99% ee) and 4b, 14% 

3d, 42% (99% ee) and 4d, 14% (E/Z 5:1) 

3n, 30% (99% ee) and 4n, 12% (E/Z 6:1) 

 

1j-Z 

 

3j, 56% (99% ee) 

 

1g-Z 

 

3g, 42% (99% ee) 
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1i-Z 3i, 28% (99% ee)[c] and 4i, 35% (E isomer) 

[a] rAaeUPOPaDa-I-H, H2O2 (1.2 equiv. slow addition), pH 7 KPI buffer, CH3CN 
16 h, RT. Yield refers to isolated product after column chromatography. [b] ee 

determined by GC unless stated (see SI); [c] ee determined by HPLC (see SI) 

isolation of separable products from both isomers in a single 
reaction. This idea is exemplified in Scheme 3A; in this 
biotransformation, a 1:1 mixture44 of E- and Z-allylic alcohol 1b 

was reacted with rAaeUPO-PaDa-I-H and H2O2 (1.2 equiv.) under 
the standard epoxidation conditions. Both isomers of 1b were fully 

converted by the UPO, with the major products observed in the 
reaction mixture being the E-aldehyde 4b (likely derived from the 
E-allylic alcohol 1b-E) and epoxide 3b (likely derived from Z-allylic 
alcohol 1b-Z). Both products were duly separated by column 
chromatography to deliver pure samples of both products 4b and 
3b in reasonable yields on preparative scale. As previously, the 
ee of the isolated epoxide 3b was high (99% ee). The formation 
of aldehyde 4b rather than carboxylic acid 2b in this reaction is 
likely to be a consequence of 1.2 equivalents of H2O2 being used, 
rather than the 2.25 equivalents favoured for the standard 
carboxylic-forming method used in Table 1. Pleasingly, similar 
results were obtained in four other cases in which E/Z-mixtures of 
allylic alcohols were used, with the respective epoxides (3c, 3h, 
3o, 3p) and aldehydes (4c, 4h, 4o, 4p) all being formed and 
isolated cleanly using the same approach (Scheme 3B). In the 
case of the t-butyl substituted starting material 1k, only the 
aldehyde product 4k was obtained cleanly; E/Z isomerisation of 
the starting material likely contributed to low yield and purity of 
epoxide 3k in this case. 

 

Scheme 3. Biotransformations of allylic alcohols that exist as E/Z mixtures. [a] 
rAaeUPOPaDa-I-H, H2O2 (1.2 equiv. slow addition), pH 7 KPI buffer, CH3CN 16 
h, RT. Yield refers to isolated product after column chromatography. [b] ee 

determined by GC (see SI). [c] E/Z ratio based on analysis by 1H NMR. [d] 
Compound 3k could not be isolated cleanly. The yield quoted is adjusted 
considering the impurities, details of which are included in the Supporting 
Information (see Figure S45). 

 

Finally, the utility and scalability of the epoxide-forming 
biotransformation was illustrated using the total synthesis of both 
enantiomers of the insect pheromone disparlure 6, each of which 
were obtained in 99% ee (Scheme 4).45 The (+)-enantiomer was 
synthesised from epoxide 3n (itself prepared from 1n-Z, see 
Table 1), following an established sequence of alcohol oxidation, 
Wittig olefination and hydrogenation,46 to afford disparlure (+)-6 in 
21% unoptimised yield over the 3-step sequence. To prepare the 
(–)-enantiomer (–)-6, an alternative epoxide 3o was prepared 

using the standard rAaeUPO-PaDa-I-H method; notably, this 
reaction was done on gram-scale, and resulted in the isolation of  
670 mg of analytically pure epoxide 3o from a single 
biotransformation (49% yield, 99% ee). The analogous 
oxidation/Wittig/hydrogenation sequence was then performed 
starting from 3o, which furnished (–)-disparlure (–)-6 in 43% yield 
over the 3-step sequence. 
 

 

Scheme 4. Total synthesis of both enantiomers of natural product disparlure. 

(a) TEMPO, PhI(OAc)2, CH2Cl2, 0 °C → RT, 6 h; (b) n-BuLi, RPPh3Br (Wittig 

reagent), THF, –78 °C then add aldehyde, RT, 16 h; (c) Wilkinson’s catalyst, H2, 

benzene, RT, 3 h, then NaBH4, ethanol, RT, 30 min. For full synthetic details, 

see SI 

Conclusion 

In summary, rAaeUPO-PaDa-I-H and H2O2 can be used to 
promote the divergent oxidation of E- and Z-allylic alcohols with 
complementary selectivity, giving carboxylic acid/aldehyde and 
epoxide products respectively. Notably, we know of no chemical 
oxidation method that is able to discriminate between E- and Z-
allylic alcohols in this way. The oxidations of E- and Z- substrates 
can be performed on preparative scale in good yields, with the 
epoxidations proceeding with excellent enantioselectivity (>99% 
ee). The divergent reactions can also be used to transform E/Z 
mixtures of allylic alcohols; this is especially useful in cases where 
the allylic alcohol is not available as a single geometrical isomer, 
as both product series can be isolated from a single reaction using 
the mixed starting material. Together, these results constitute a 
further illustration of the useful reaction scope of UPOs, but also 
of their scalability with respect to selective oxidation reactions, 
many more examples of which remain to be discovered.  

Supporting Information 

The authors have cited additional references within the 
Supporting Information.47-125 

Acknowledgements 

We are grateful to the EPSRC (EP/X014886/1, JL and KASC) for 
funding, and to the Industrial affiliates of the Centre of Excellence 
for Biocatalysis, Biotransformation and Biomanufacture 
(CoEBio3) for funding the PhD studentship of BP.  



RESEARCH ARTICLE    

6 

 

This work was also supported by the Generalitat de Catalunya for 
the consolidated group TCBioSys (SGR 2021 00487), Spanish 
MICIN for grant projects PID2021-129034NB-I00 and PDC2022-
133950-I00. S.O. is grateful to the funding from the European 
Research Council (ERC) under the European Union’s Horizon 
2020 research and innovation program (ERC-2022-POC-
101112805, ERC-2023-POC-101158166, and ERC-2022-CoG-
101088032). C.D. was supported by the Spanish MINECO for a 
PhD fellowship (PRE2019-089147) and ERC-2022-POC-
101112805. 

Keywords: allylic alcohols •  biocatalysis • epoxidation • 
oxidation • Unspecific Peroxygenase  

[1] D. Holtmann, M. W. Fraaije, I. W. C. E. Arends, D. J. Opperman, F. 
Hollmann, Chem. Commun., 2014, 50, 13180-13200. 

[2] F. Hollmann, J. M. Woodley, Curr. Opin. Green Sus. Chem., 2023, 41, 
100804. 

[3] V. Kollerov, V. Fokina, A. Shutov, G. Sukhodolskaya, T. Lobastova, M. 
Donova, New Biotechnol., 2016, 33, S57-S58. 

[4] E. Theodosiou, O. Frick, B. Bühler, A. Schmid, Microb. Cell Fact., 2015, 
14, 108. 

[5] M. K. Julsing, S. Cornelissen, B. Bühler, A. Schmid, Curr. Opin. Chem. 

Biol., 2008, 12, 177-186. 
[6] G. Grogan, JACS Au, 2021, 1, 1312-1329. 
[7] J. Rittle, M. T. Green, Science, 2010, 330, 933-937. 
[8] R. Ullrich, J. Nüske, K. Scheibner, J. Spantzel, M. Hofrichter, Appl. 

Environ. Microbiol, 2004, 70, 4575-4581. 
[9] M. J. Pecyna, R. Ullrich, B. Bittner, A. Clemens, K. Scheibner, R. 

Schubert, M. Hofrichter, Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol., 2009, 84, 885-897. 
[10] X. Wang, R. Ullrich, M. Hofrichter, J. T. Groves, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci., 

2015, 112, 3686-3691. 
[11] Y. Wang, D. Lan, R. Durrani, F. Hollmann, Curr. Opin. Chem. Biol., 2017, 

37, 1-9. 
[12] M.-C. Sigmund, G. J. Poelarends, Nat. Catal., 2020, 3, 690-702. 
[13] M. Hobisch, D. Holtmann, P. Gomez de Santos, M. Alcalde, F. Hollmann, 

S. Kara, Biotechnol. Adv., 2021, 51, 107615. 
[14] D. T. Monterrey, A. Menés-Rubio, M. Keser, D. Gonzalez-Perez, M. 

Alcalde, Curr. Opin. Green Sus. Chem., 2023, 41, 100786. 
[15] M. Hofrichter, H. Kellner, R. Herzog, A. Karich, C. Liers, K. Scheibner, V. 

W. Kimani, R. Ullrich, in Grand Challenges in Fungal Biotechnology, ed. 
H. Nevalainen, Springer International Publishing, Cham, 2020, DOI: 
10.1007/978-3-030-29541-7_14, pp. 369-403. 

[16] M. Faiza, S. Huang, D. Lan, Y. Wang, BMC Evol. Biol., 2019, 19, 76. 
[17] P. Molina-Espeja, E. Garcia-Ruiz, D. Gonzalez-Perez, R. Ullrich, M. 

Hofrichter, M. Alcalde, Applied and Environmental Microbiology, 2014, 
80, 3496-3507. 

[18] P. Molina-Espeja, S. Ma, D. M. Mate, R. Ludwig, M. Alcalde, Enzyme 

and Microbial Technology, 2015, 73-74, 29-33. 
[19] P. Püllmann, A. Knorrscheidt, J. Münch, P. R. Palme, W. Hoehenwarter, 

S. Marillonnet, M. Alcalde, B. Westermann, M. J. Weissenborn, Commun 

Biol, 2021, 4, 562. 
[20] A. Olmedo, C. Aranda, J. C. del Río, J. Kiebist, K. Scheibner, A. T. 

Martínez, A. Gutiérrez, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 2016, 55, 12248-12251. 
[21] F. Schmitz, K. Koschorreck, F. Hollmann, V. B. Urlacher, React. Chem. 

Eng., 2023, 8, 2177-2186. 
[22] E. D. Babot, J. C. Del Río, M. Cañellas, F. Sancho, F. Lucas, V. Guallar, 

L. Kalum, H. Lund, G. Gröbe, K. Scheibner, R. Ullrich, M. Hofrichter, A. 
T. Martínez, A. Gutiérrez, Appl. Environ. Microbiol., 2015, 81, 4130-4142. 

[23] P. Gomez de Santos, F. V. Cervantes, F. Tieves, F. J. Plou, F. Hollmann, 
M. Alcalde, Tetrahedron, 2019, 75, 1827-1831. 

[24] A. C. Ebrecht, T. M. Mofokeng, F. Hollmann, M. S. Smit, D. J. Opperman, 
Org. Lett. 2023, 25, 4990-4995. 

[25] B. Pogrányi, T. Mielke, A. Díaz-Rodríguez, J. Cartwright, W. P. Unsworth, 
G. Grogan, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 2023, 62, e202214759. 

[26] B. Melling, T. Mielke, A. C. Whitwood, T. J. C. O’Riordan, N. Mulholland, 
J. Cartwright, W. P. Unsworth, G. Grogan, Chem Catalysis 2024, 4, 
100889 

[27] H. E. Bonfield, K. Mercer, A. Diaz-Rodriguez, G. C. Cook, B. S. J. McKay, 
P. Slade, G. M. Taylor, W. X. Ooi, J. D. Williams, J. P. M. Roberts, J. A. 
Murphy, L. Schmermund, W. Kroutil, T. Mielke, J. Cartwright, G. Grogan, 
L. J. Edwards, ChemPhotoChem, 2020, 4, 45-51. 

[28] M. M. Heravi, T. B. Lashaki, N. Poorahmad, Tetrahedron: Asymmetry. 

2015, 26, 405–495.  
[29] K. Bowden, I. M. Heilbron, E. R. H. Jones, J. Chem. Soc. 1946, 39–45,  
 
[30] M. Wang, X. Zhou, Z. Wang, Y. Chen, Front. Chem. 2022, 10, 950149. 
[31] A. M. Bogazkaya, C. J. von Bühler, S. Kriening, A. Busch, A. Seifert, J. 

Pleiss, S. Laschat, V. B. Urlacher, Beilstein J. Org. Chem., 2014, 10, 
1347-1353 

[32]  L. Martínez-Montero, V. Gotor, V. Gotor-Fernández, I. Lavandera, ACS 

Catal. 2018, 8, 2413-2419. 
[33] S. Gandomkar, E. Jost, D. Loidolt, A. Swoboda, M. Pickl, W. Elaily, B. 

Daniel, M. W. Fraaije, P. Macheroux, W. Kroutil, Adv. Synth. Catal. 2019, 
361, 5264-5271. 

[34] C. M. Heckmann, M. Bürgler, C. E. Paul, ACS Catal. 2024, 14, 2985-
2991 

[35] C. Aranda, A. Olmedo, J. Kiebist, K. Scheibner, J. C. del Río, A. T. 
Martínez, A. Gutiérrez, ChemCatChem, 2018, 10, 3964-3968. 

[36] P. Gomez de Santos, A. González-Benjumea, A. Fernandez-Garcia, C. 
Aranda, Y. Wu, A. But, P. Molina-Espeja, D. M. Maté, D. Gonzalez-Perez, 
W. Zhang, J. Kiebist, K. Scheibner, M. Hofrichter, K. Świderek, V. Moliner, 
J. Sanz-Aparicio, F. Hollmann, A. Gutiérrez, M. Alcalde, Angew. Chem. 

Int. Ed., 2023, 62, e202217372. 
[37] A. González-Benjumea, J. Carro, C. Renau-Mínguez, D. Linde, E. 

Fernández-Fueyo, A. Gutiérrez, A. T. Martínez, Catalysis Science & 

Technology, 2020, 10, 717-725. 
[38] M. Municoy, A. González-Benjumea, J. Carro, C. Aranda, D. Linde, C. 

Renau-Mínguez, R. Ullrich, M. Hofrichter, V. Guallar, A. Gutiérrez, A. T. 
Martínez, ACS Catal., 2020, 10, 13584-13595. 

[39] J. Carro, A. González-Benjumea, E. Fernández-Fueyo, C. Aranda, V. 
Guallar, A. Gutiérrez, A. T. Martínez, ACS Catalysis, 2019, 9, 6234-6242. 

[40] The determination of ee throughout the manuscript was done primarily 
via chiral GC analysis, or chiral HPLC when noted. Assignment of the 
absolute stereochemistry was done by comparison to known compounds 
when possible, with the same sense of stereoselectivity assumed in 
cases where novel epoxide products were generated. 

[41] B. Pogrányi, T. Mielke, J. Cartwright, W. P. Unsworth, G. Grogan, 
ChemCatChem 2024, 16, e202400702. 

[42] X. Chen, C, Shi, C. Lang, Chin. J. Cat. 2021, 42, 2105–2121. 
[43] J. Robertson, W. P. Unsworth, S. G. Lamont, Tetrahedron 2010, 66, 

2363–2372. 
[44] This mixture was obtained deliberately as a 1:1 mixture by mixing pure 

samples of 1b-E and 1b-Z.  All other examples of E/Z mixtures in Scheme 
3B were obtained from propargylic alcohols via hydrogenation with 
Lindlar’s catalyst in which reactions which might be expected to deliver 
pure Z-products but in these cases gave mixtures. 

[45] R. A, Fernandes, N. Chandra, A. J. Gangani, New J. Chem. 2020, 44, 
17616-17636. 

[46] G. D. Prestwich, S. M. Graham, J. W. Kuo, R. G. Vogt, J. Am. Chem. 

Soc. 1989, 111, 636–642. 
[47] T. Borg, J. Danielsson, M. Mohiti, P. Restorp, P. Somfai, Adv. Synth. 

Catal. 2011, 353, 20222036. 
[48] P. Zhao, J. Huang, J. Li, K. Zhang, W. Yang, W. Zhao, Chem. Commun. 

2022, 58, 302305. 
[49] M. T. Nunez, V. S. Martin, J. Org. Chem. 1990, 55, 19281932. 
[50] J. Li, H.-W. Xing, F. Yang, Z.-S. Chen, K. Ji, Org. Lett. 2018, 20, 

46224626. 
[51] R. J. Capon, R. A. Barrow, J. Org. Chem. 1998, 63, 7583. 
[52] J. T. Binder, S. F. Kirsch, Chem. Commun. 2007, 41644166. 
[53] Y. Yu and E. Plettner, Bioorg. Med. Chem. 2013, 21, 1811–1822. 
[54] T. Izuhara, T. Katoh, Org. Lett.  2001, 3, 16531656. 
[55] J. Li, C.-Y. Huang, C.-J. Li, Chem. 2022, 8, 24192431. 



RESEARCH ARTICLE    

7 

 

[56] B. Papa Spadafora, F. W. Moreira Ribeiro, J. E. Matsushima, E. M. Ariga, 
I. Omari, P. M. A. Soares, D. de Oliveira-Silva, E. Vinhato, J. S. McIndoe, 
T. Carita Correra, A. Rodrigues, Org. Biomol. Chem. 2021, 19, 
55955606. 

[57] P. Tosatti, J. Horn, A. J. Campbell, D. House, A. Nelson, S. P. Marsden, 
Adv. Synth. Catal. 2010, 352, 31533157. 

[58] O. Hartmann, M. Kalesse, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2014, 53, 73357338. 
[59] J. Morvan, T. McBride, I. Curbet, S. Colombel-Rouen, T. Roisnel, C. 

Crévisy, D. L. Browne, M. Mauduit, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2021, 60, 
19685. 

[60] T. Schaller, P. Schieberle, J. Agric. Food Chem. 2020, 68, 1529215300. 
[61] A. Khrimian, J. A. Klun, Y. Hijji, Y. N. Baranchikov, V. M. Pet'ko, V. C. 

Mastro, M. H. Kramer, J. Agric. Food Chem. 2002, 50, 63666370. 
[62] A. Fanourakis, N. J. Hodson, A. R. Lit, R. J. Phipps, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 

2023, 145, 75167527. 
[63] D. M. Hodgson, T. Arif, Chem. Commun. 2011, 47, 26852687. 
[64] K. D. Reichl, N. L. Dunn, N. J. Fastuca, A. T. Radosevich, J. Am. 

Chem. Soc. 2015, 137, 52925295. 

[65] P. A. Parziale, J. A. Berson, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1991, 113, 45954606. 

[66] L. F. Hatch, H. D. Weiss, T. P. Li, J. Org. Chem. 1961, 26, 6165. 

[67] C. Chen, E. K. Quinn, M. M. Olmstead and M. J. Kurth, J. Org. 

Chem. 1993, 58, 5011–5014. 

[68] Y. Kon, T. Nakashima, S.-y. Onozawa, K. Sato, S. Kobayashi, Adv. 

Synth. Catal. 2022, 364, 3372. 

[69] M. Takimoto, Z. Hou, Chem. Eur. J. 2013, 19, 1143911445. 

[70] D. Szamosvári, M. Prothiwa, C. L. Dieterich, T. Böttcher, Chem. 

Commun. 2020, 56, 63286331. 

[71] S. Shi, X. Zhang, X. Liu, Z. Chen, H. Tang, D. Hu, H. Li, Molecules. 

2023, 28, 2205. 

[72] G.-F. Zha, W.-Y. Fang, J. Leng, H.-L. Qin, Adv. Synth. 

Catal. 2019, 361, 2262. 

[73] R. Grée, H. Tourbah, R. Carrié, Tetrahedron Lett. 1986, 27, 

49834986. 

[74] A. Kumari, S. P. Gholap, R. A. Fernandes, Chem. Asian J. 2019, 14, 

2278. 

[75] J. R. Muhl, L. I. Pilkington, R. C. Deed, Tetrahedron Lett. 2020, 61, 

152100. 

[76] B. Ardiansah, H. Tanimoto, T. Tomohiro, T. Morimoto, K. Kakiuchi, 

Chem. Commun. 2021, 57, 87388741. 

[77] G. K. Rao, A. Kumar, M. P. Singh, A. Kumar, A. M. Biradar, A. K. Singh, 

J. Organomet. Chem. 2014, 753, 4247. 

[78] K. A. Müller, C. H. Nagel, A. Breder, Eur. J. Org. Chem. 2023, 26, 

e202201180. 

[79] Y. Liu, L. Cai, S. Xu, W. Pu, X. Tao, Chem. Commun. 2018, 54, 

21662168. 

[80] E. J. Corey, B. W. Erickson, R. Noyori, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1971, 93, 

17241729. 

[81] D. W. Cameron, R. M. Heisey, Aust. J. Chem. 2000, 53, 109121. 

[82] M. Hatsuda, T. Kuroda, M. Seki, Synth. Commun. 2003, 33, 427434. 

[83] B. B. Yagci, S. E. Donmez, O. Şahin, Y. E. Türkmen, Beilstein J. Org. 

Chem. 2023, 19, 6677. 

[84] J. I. Bowen, L. Wang, M. P. Crump, C. L. Willis, Org. Biomol. Chem. 

2021, 19, 62106215. 

[85] K. Heckenbichler, A. Schweiger, L. A. Brandner, A. Binter, M. Toplak, 

P. Macheroux, K. Gruber, R. Breinbauer, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2018, 

57, 72407244. 

[86] X. Li, B. Borhan, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2008, 130, 1612616127. 

[87] T. Yoshimitsu, R. Nakatani, A. Kobayashi, T. Tanaka, Org. Lett. 2011, 

13, 908911. 

[88] J. Mao, S. Li, J. Zhong, B. Wang, J. Jin, Z. Gao, H. Yang, Q. Bian, 

Tetrahedron: Asymmetry. 2016, 27, 6977. 

[89] A. Khrimian, J. E. Oliver, R. C. Hahn, N. H. Dees, J. White, V. C. 

Mastro, J. Agric. Food Chem. 2004, 52, 28902895. 

[90] K. Mori, Tetrahedron. 2018, 74, 14441448. 

[91] M. Noji, T. Kobayashi, Y. Uechi, A. Kikuchi, H. Kondo, S. Sugiyama, K. 

Ishii, J. Org. Chem. 2015, 80, 32033210. 

[92] D. C. Martyn, D. A. Hoult, A. D. Abell, Aust. J. Chem. 2001, 54, 

391396. 

[93] F. Sarabia, C. Vivar-García, M. García-Castro, J. Martín-Ortiz, J. Org. 

Chem. 2011, 76, 31393150. 

[94] Z. Wang, J. Zheng and P. Huang, Chin. J. Chem., 2012, 30, 23–28. 

[95] D. Bianchi, W. Cabri, P. Cesti, F. Francalanci and F. Rama, 

Tetrahedron Lett. 1988, 20, 2455–2458. 

[96] C. Liu, T. Li, X. Dai, J. Zhao, D. He, G. Li, B, Wang, X. Cui, J. Am. 

Chem. Soc. 2022, 144, 11, 4913–4924. 

[97] A. Vasil'ev, L. Engman, J. Org. Chem. 2000, 65, 21512162. 

[98] H. J. Bestmann, K. Roth, M. Ettlinger, Chem. Ber. 1982, 115, 161171. 

[99] A. Bouisseau, M. Gao, M. C. Willis, Chem. Eur. J. 2016, 22, 

1562415628.  

[100] M. Yoshida, H. Otaka, T. Doi, Euro. J. Org. Chem. 2014, 2014, 

60106016. 

[101] E. L. Myers, C. P. Butts, V. K. Aggarwal, Chem. Commun. 2006, 

44344436. 

[102] M. G. Lauer, W. H. Henderson, A. Awad and J. P. Stambuli, Org. 

Lett. 2012, 14, 6000–6003. 

[103] B. L. Quigley and R. H. Grubbs, Chem. Sci. 2014, 5, 501–506. 

[104] P. Angyal, A. M. Kotschy, Á. Dudás, S. Varga and T. Soós, Angew. 

Chem. Int. Ed. 2023, 62, e202214096. 

[105]  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, Wallingford, CT,  

2016. 

[106]  a)  A. D. Becke,  J. Chem.l Phys.1993, 98, 5648-5652; b)  C. Y. Lee, 

W.; Parr, R. G., Phys. Rev. B 1988, 37, 785-789. 

[107] S. A. Grimme, J.; Ehrlich, S.; Krieg, H., J. Chem.l Phys. 2010, 132. 

154104. 

[108] C. N. W. Schutz, A., Proteins 2001, 44, 400-417. 

[109] A. V. C. Marenich, C. J.; Truhlar, D. G., J. Phys. Chem.B 2009, 113, 

6378–6396. 

[110] A. H. Schäfer, H.; Ahlrichs, R., J.Chem. Phys. 1992, 97, 2571–2577. 

[111] S. Roy, D. A. Vargas, P. Ma, A. Sengupta, L. Zhu, K. N. Houk, R. 

Fasan, Nat. Catal. 2024, 7, 65-76. 

[112] a)  M. Ester, H.-P. Kriegel, J. Sander, X. Xu, in Proc. of 2nd 

International Conference on Knowledge Discovery and, 1996, pp. 226-



RESEARCH ARTICLE    

8 

 

231; b)  M. Jukič, J. Konc, S. Gobec, D. Janežič, J.f Chem.l Inf.  Model. 

2017, 57, 3094-3103. 

[113] F. Pedregosa, G. Varoquaux, A. Gramfort, V. Michel, B. Thirion, O. 

Grisel, M. Blondel, P. Prettenhofer, R. Weiss, V. Dubourg, J. 

Vanderplas, A. Passos, D. Cournapeau, M. Brucher, M. Perrot, E. 

Duchesnay, J. Mach. Learn. Res. 2011, 12, 2825-2830. 

[114] K. B. D.A. Case, I.Y. Ben-Shalom, S.R. Brozell, D.S. Cerutti, T.E. 

Cheatham, III, V.W.D. Cruzeiro, T.A. Darden, R.E. Duke, G. Giambasu, 

M.K. Gilson, H. Gohlke, A.W. Goetz,R Harris, S. Izadi, S.A. Izmailov, K. 

Kasavajhala, A. Kovalenko, R. Krasny, T. Kurtzman, T.S. Lee, S. 

LeGrand, P. Li, C. Lin, J. Liu, T. Luchko, R. Luo, V. Man, K.M. Merz, Y. 

Miao, O. Mikhailovskii, G. Monard, H. Nguyen, A. Onufriev, F. Pan, S. 

Pantano, R. Qi, D.R. Roe, A. Roitberg, C. Sagui, S. Schott-Verdugo, J. 

Shen, C.L. Simmerling, N.R. Skrynnikov, J. Smith, J. Swails, R.C. 

Walker, J. Wang, L. Wilson, R.M. Wolf, X. Wu, Y. Xiong, Y. Xue, D.M. 

York and P.A. Kollman, University of California, San Francisco, 2020. 

[115] J. Wang, R. M. Wolf, J. W. Caldwell, P. A. Kollman, D. A. Case, 

J.Comp.. Chem. 2004, 25, 1157-1174. 

[116] C. I. Bayly, P. Cieplak, W. Cornell, P. A. Kollman,  J. Phys. Chem. 

1993, 97, 10269-10280. 

[117] U. C. Singh, P. A. Kollman, J.Comp. Chem. 1984, 5, 129-145. 

[118] a)  M. H. M. Olsson, C. R. Søndergaard, M. Rostkowski, J. H. Jensen, 

J.Chem. TheoryComput. 2011, 7, 525-537; b)  C. R. Søndergaard, M. 

H. M. Olsson, M. Rostkowski, J. H. Jensen, J. Chem.Theory Comput. 

2011, 7, 2284-2295. 

[119] C. Tian, K. Kasavajhala, K. A. A. Belfon, L. Raguette, H. Huang, A. N. 

Migues, J. Bickel, Y. Wang, J. Pincay, Q. Wu, C. Simmerling, J. 

Chem.Theory Comput. 2020, 16, 528-552. 

[120] D. R. Roe, T. E. Cheatham, J. Chem.Theory Comput. 2013, 9, 3084-

3095. 

[121] T. Darden, D. York, L. Pedersen, J.Chem. Phys. 1993, 98, 10089-

10092. 

[122] Robert T. McGibbon, Kyle A. Beauchamp, Matthew P. Harrigan, C. 

Klein, Jason M. Swails, Carlos X. Hernández, Christian R. Schwantes, 

L.-P. Wang, Thomas J. Lane, Vijay S. Pande, Biophys. J. 2015, 109, 

1528-1532. 

[123] H. Nguyen, D. R. Roe, J. Swails, D. A. Case, Zenodo 2016. 

[124] R. J. Gowers, M. Linke, J. Barnoud, T. J. E. Reddy, M. N. Melo, S. L. 

Seyler, J. Domanski, D. L. Dotson, S. Buchouz, I. M. Kenney, O. 

Beckstein, Proc. of the 15th python in science conf. 2016, 98-105. 

[125] M. K. Scherer, B. Trendelkamp-Schroer, F. Paul, G. Pérez-Hernández, 

M. Hoffmann, N. Plattner, C. Wehmeyer, J.-H. Prinz, F. Noé, J. 

Chem.Theory Comput. 2015, 11, 5525-5542. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



RESEARCH ARTICLE    

9 

 

 

Entry for the Table of Contents 

 
The Unspecific Peroxygenase rAaeUPO-PaDa-I-H catalyses the oxidation of Z- and E-allylic alcohols with complementary selectivity, 
giving epoxide and aldehyde/acid products respectively. Both reactions were performed on preparative scale with yields of up to 80%, 
and the epoxidations proceed with excellent enantioselectivity (>99%).  
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