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Abstract: The use of enzymes as catalysts in chemical
synthesis offers advantages in terms of clean and highly
selective transformations. Galactose oxidase (GalOx) is a
remarkable enzyme with several applications in industrial
conversions as it catalyzes the oxidation of primary alcohols.
We have investigated the wiring of GalOx with a redox
polymer; this enables mediated electron transfer with the
electrode surface for its potential application in biotechno-
logical conversions. As a result of electrochemical regener-

ation of the catalytic center, the formation of harmful H2O2 is
minimized during enzymatic catalysis. The introduced bio-
electrode was applied to the conversion of bio-renewable
platform materials, with glycerol as model substrate. The
biocatalytic transformations of glycerol and 5-hydroxymeth-
ylfurfural (HMF) were investigated in a circular flow-through
setup to assess the possibility of substrate over-oxidation,
which is observed for glycerol oxidation but not during HMF
conversion.

Introduction

Several oxidation reactions in synthetic chemistry, for example,
the conversion of alcohols to carbonyl compounds, are
performed by using chemical oxidants that are required in
stoichiometric amounts, meaning that for industrial applications
large quantities of toxic and occasionally expensive reagents as
well as subsequent separation processes are needed.[1] There-
fore, the possibility to implement catalytic conversions to
perform these reactions has proven advantageous by decreas-
ing waste generation, boosting selectivity, and improving
conversion efficiencies.[2,3] In particular, the use of enzymes for
performing catalytic conversions offers several advantages,
enabling environmentally friendly and highly selective trans-
formations under mild and aqueous conditions. As a result, the

implementation of biocatalytic transformations is currently of
high relevance in the fine chemical and pharmaceutical
industries.[4]

Galactose oxidase (GalOx) is a mononuclear copper enzyme
that catalyzes the oxidation of primary alcohols to aldehydes
using molecular oxygen as the natural electron acceptor. The
active site comprises a tyrosine radical and a Cu2+ metal center
as distinct one-electron acceptors. Thus, GalOx can exhibit three
different oxidation states associated with two one-electron
reduction steps: i) the fully oxidized form, consisting of Cu2+

and the free radical (Tyr*), the redox-active form for the
oxidation of alcohols as substrates; ii) the semi-reduced form
(Cu2+, Tyr), catalytically inactive; and iii) the fully reduced O2-
reactive form (Cu+, Tyr), which can participate in the catalytic
cycle (Figure 1).[5–7] The metalloradical complex acts as a two-
electron redox unit during catalytic turnover. In an initial step,
the transfer of two electrons and two protons from the alcohol
substrate to the enzyme forms the aldehyde product and
concomitantly the two-electron reduced enzyme, with one
electron at each redox center. The enzyme is subsequently
oxidized by the transfer of two electrons and two protons to O2

to form H2O2, closing the catalytic cycle.[5,6,8–10]

Due to the effective conversion of galactose, GalOx has
been mainly applied in electrochemical devices for the develop-
ment of biosensors for galactose detection,[11] where the most
common strategy used has been the detection of H2O2

generated during conversion of the analyte.[12] Nevertheless, the
enzyme GalOx presents an unusually broad substrate
tolerance,[9] being able to oxidize other primary alcohols as well,
including simple three-carbon alcohols such as glycerol (Fig-
ure 1)[13] at reasonable conversion rates.[14] Although the lack of
substrate selectivity is debated between a tradeoff for catalytic
speed at the expense of selectivity[8,9] or as a result of H2O2

being the biologically relevant product,[5,6,8] this peculiarity
makes GalOx a remarkable biocatalyst for the oxidation of
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primary alcohols. Consequently, GalOx has become an industri-
ally relevant enzyme applied in biocatalytic transformations for
the synthesis of diverse products of interest[1,2] and has been
widely explored in synthetic manufacturing, including the
pharmaceutical industry.[4,15]

Furthermore, GalOx is an attractive enzyme for biotechno-
logical applications, as it also catalyzes the oxidation of bio-
renewable platform products such as glycerol[3] and 5-
hydroxymethylfurfural (HMF).[16] In contrast with other strategies
for the catalytic conversion of these products,[17] biologically
driven catalytic transformations are inherently more selective
and constitute a renewable alternative with the possibility to
operate at lower applied potentials, under mild pH values, and
ambient temperature conditions.

Despite the attractive potential applications of GalOx in
synthetic and bio-renewable processes, several factors should
be considered for ensuring efficient conversions. The regener-
ation of the catalytic center by O2 implies the associated co-
production of H2O2 (Figure 1). As it has been reported, the
enzyme is irreversibly inactivated in the presence of H2O2 during
catalytic turnover.[2,14] Therefore, the removal of H2O2 is neces-
sary for ensuring enzymatic function. Thus, technological
applications of GalOx conventionally involve the addition of
large amounts of catalase for catalyzing the dismutation of
H2O2 into H2O and O2.

[1,3,4,15,16,18] Moreover, the Michaelis
constant (KM) for O2 as substrate required for the regeneration
of the enzyme active site has been estimated to be above
3 mM.[2,8] As this value is higher than the solubility of O2 in
aqueous solutions under ambient conditions, the reaction rate

of conversion is highly affected by small variations in O2

concentrations.[2] Furthermore, the presence of single-electron
oxidants in the reaction medium has proven essential in order
to achieve sustained catalytic activity.[2,4] The intermediate,
semi-reduced form of the enzyme (see Figure 1) is periodically
formed during conversion.[4] Because the enzyme in this state is
unable to oxidize an alcohol substrate or be reactivated by O2,
the semi-reduced form falls off the catalytic cycle and
accumulates, causing an overall decrease in conversion over
time.

The regeneration of the enzyme into its fully active form
has been effectively shown using mild oxidants such as
[Fe(CN)6]

3� ,[9] tetracyanoquinodimethane[19] and ferrocene
derivatives,[20] as well as osmium[21] and manganese
complexes.[4] Although most of the time these species are
required in relatively large amounts, their effective use has
suggested the possibility to replace O2 and support turnover
under anaerobic conditions,[5] which could overcome the
previously discussed limitations by performing an electrochem-
ical regeneration of the enzyme.[4]

The use of redox polymers for immobilization and wiring of
enzymes is an attractive strategy for the implementation of
heterogeneous catalytic systems, as it allows a fast regeneration
of the enzymatic active site and a simple separation of the
modified electrode from the reaction medium, which would be
beneficial for continuous processing in industrial applications.[22]

However, limited reports have shown until now the possibility
for integration of GalOx with redox polymers,[23] encouraging
further detailed investigations.

The aim of this work was to construct a modified electrode
enabling mediated electron transfer of immobilized GalOx to
minimize the influence of O2 during catalytic conversions. The
fabricated bioelectrode makes use of native GalOx and is
investigated for the conversion of glycerol and HMF in a flow-
through system, with emphasis on the qualitative identification
of reaction products.

Results and Discussion

The redox polymer poly(1-vinylimidazole-co-allylamine)-[Os-
(bpy)2Cl]

+ (P� Os, bpy=2,2’-bipyridine, Figure S1 in the Support-
ing Information)[24] was used to immobilize and wire the
enzyme. The redox polymer matrix is solvated in aqueous
solutions, leading to a hydrogel structure with entrapped
enzymes that are wired to the electrode surface through
collisional electron transfer by the polymer-bound redox
centers. An effective mediated electron transfer was observed
for GalOx embedded into the redox polymer, as evidenced by
the catalytic wave in the presence of galactose with a midpoint
potential matching that of the Os complex tethered to the
redox polymer (Figure 2A). To attain an optimal performance,
the amount of redox polymer, immobilized enzyme, and the
overall film thickness were used as optimization parameters for
achieving the maximum catalytic current under saturating
galactose concentrations and to ensure minimal interference
from ambient O2 on the performance of the bioelectrode. The

Figure 1. Schematic representation of redox processes with GalOx. The
catalytic center comprises a copper ion and a tyrosine radical. For a detailed
description of the redox interconversions, see text. The box shows examples
of oxidation reactions catalyzed by the enzyme: conversion of galactose
(natural substrate) and glycerol. The structural similarities of the molecules
are highlighted in green. The enzyme performs the oxidation of the hydroxy
group at the C6 position in galactose and the corresponding hydroxy group
at glycerol.
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investigation of the catalytic current response as a function of
galactose concentration (Figure S2) followed a Michaelis–Ment-
en model, with a KM value of about 30 mM (Figure 2B). The
obtained value was lower than previously reported for the free
native enzyme (KM=175 mM at O2 saturated conditions[8]).
However, it was comparable with other KM values reported for
recombinant forms of GalOx (47 mM, GalOx from Fusarium
oxysporum[7] and 35 mM, GalOx from Fusarium graminearum;[25]

both expressed in Escherichia coli). The fast diffusion of
galactose through the redox polymer hydrogel reaching the
immobilized enzyme was confirmed by a sharp increase in
anodic current after the addition of substrate into the electro-
chemical cell (Figure S3).

As has been highlighted before, the presence of negative
charges near the enzyme active site promotes efficient
electronic communication when positively charged mediators
are used.[20] Moreover, the use of a redox polymer matrix was
expected to provide a fast electron transfer between the
enzyme and the electrode surface, supported by the character-
istic electron hopping mechanism between redox centers
tethered to the polymer backbone.[26] Consequently, the electro-
chemical regeneration of the enzyme active site was expected
to enable O2-independent catalysis. A comparison of catalytic
currents obtained for different galactose concentrations under
ambient conditions and an Ar atmosphere revealed that the
GalOx-based bioelectrode was able to perform catalytic con-
versions with a minor influence from the availability of O2 on

the conversion rate (Figure 3A); hence, minimizing the forma-
tion of harmful H2O2 alongside the chemical conversion of the
substrate. In addition, the use of a 1e� mediator as redox center
in P� Os ensured the full regeneration of the enzyme after
catalytic conversion, preventing the formation and accumula-
tion of enzyme in the inactive semi-reduced form.

As a proof of concept for the biotechnological application
of immobilized GalOx in a mediated electron-transfer config-
uration, the developed bioelectrode was used for the oxidation
of glycerol. The catalytic current for increasing glycerol
concentrations was investigated at different pH values of the
electrolyte solution. The obtained results indicated the catalytic
oxidation of glycerol with the bioelectrode, exhibiting an
optimal conversion performance at a pH value of 8.0 (Fig-
ure 4A). In agreement with previous results shown when other
redox mediators were used for the anaerobic reactivation of
GalOx in solution,[6,20,27] the optimum for catalytic conversion
was attained at more alkaline pH values in comparison with the
rather neutral pH values conventionally used for GalOx-
catalyzed conversions. This could be explained as the require-
ment of a more alkaline pH value to promote the abstraction of
2H+ from the catalytic center after oxidation of the substrate, in
contrast with the regeneration of the enzyme by O2 reduction
leading to the formation of H2O2 after a 2e� /2H+ transfer
(Figure 1).

The possibility for bio-electrochemical conversion with a
minimal interference from ambient oxygen was also proved
using glycerol as substrate (Figure 3B). To confirm that the

Figure 2. A) Cyclic voltammograms in the absence and presence of 45 mM
galactose for a graphite electrode modified with GalOx embedded in P� Os.
Tris buffer, pH 9.0. Scan rate: 5 mVs� 1. B) Calibration curve obtained after the
addition of different galactose concentrations to the electrochemical cell, as
presented in Figure S2. Eapp=0.5 V vs. Ag/AgCl/3 M KCl. 10 mM HEPES buffer,
pH 7.4. Dashed line: fitting to a Michaelis–Menten model.

Figure 3. Investigation of the current response obtained for different
substrates in the presence of solutions equilibrated in ambient air and under
argon. A) Galactose conversion, N=4 different electrodes. B) Glycerol
conversion, N=3 different electrodes. Eapp=0.5 V vs. Ag/AgCl/3 M KCl.
Phosphate-citrate buffer, pH 8.0. Error bars represent the standard deviation.
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conversion was catalyzed by the enzyme in a mediated
electron-transfer configuration, control experiments were per-
formed using electrodes fabricated either in the absence of
GalOx or in the absence of P� Os, which in both cases delivered
negligible catalytic currents even in the presence of high
glycerol concentrations (Figure 4B). The successful oxidation of
other compounds of interest known to be converted by GalOx,
such as dihydroxyacetone and 5-hydroxymethylfurfural (HMF),
was also achieved using the modified bioelectrode (Figure S4).

An important aspect to consider in the development of
biotechnological conversion systems is the reaction selectivity.
The conversion of primary alcohols by GalOx is commonly
assumed to be selective to the aldehyde product. However, as
has been reported long ago, studies of the native enzyme have
provided evidence that GalOx converts the C6 hydroxy group of
galactose to an aldehyde group and can also further catalyze
the oxidation to the carboxyl group.[28] Recently, enzyme
variants have been engineered to improve the aldehyde
oxidase activity to attain the oxidation not only of alcohols but
also of aldehydes, which is of relevance for biocatalytic
applications.[3]

The GalOx-based bioelectrode was applied to the electro-
catalytic conversion of glycerol and HMF. Under optimal
conditions, the maximum turnover frequency (TOF) for glycerol
conversion was estimated to be 67 min� 1, while the maximum

TOF for HMF conversion was 60 min� 1. A circular flow-through
setup,[29,30] was used for enabling a detailed investigation of
possible follow-up oxidation processes when the primary
aldehyde product is accumulated in the reaction medium. It is
important to note that in order to exclude possible products
formed or converted at the counter electrode during electro-
chemical conversion, the counter electrode was placed in a
separate compartment using an anion exchange membrane.
Qualitative detection of the reaction products was performed
by high-performance liquid chromatography (HPLC). The ob-
tained results in the comparison of samples taken before
starting the electrochemical conversion of glycerol and after
different reaction times revealed the production of glyceralde-
hyde, but also the production of glyceric acid resulting from the
subsequent oxidation of glyceraldehyde accumulated in the
electrolyte (Figure 5A). In contrast, during the conversion of
HMF, the main reaction product was 2,5-diformylfuran, with no
noticeable production of other HMF-derived oxidation products
(Figure S6A).

To confirm that the observed products were a consequence
of the enzymatic reaction, a control electrode fabricated with-
out GalOx was used for the flow-through electrochemical
conversion experiments. In this case, no noticeable formation of
glyceraldehyde or glyceric acid could be detected for the
conversion of glycerol (Figure 5B), neither was 2,5-diformylfuran
produced over time for the conversion of HMF (Figure S6B).
Furthermore, a similarly prepared control electrode was also
used to investigate whether the conversion of glyceraldehyde
was catalyzed by the enzyme or as a consequence of reaction
with the electrode material or the redox polymer. In this case,
no perceivable formation of glyceric acid over time was
observed (Figure 5C), indicating that the production of glyceric
acid was indeed catalyzed by GalOx.

Conclusion

An Os-complex-modified redox polymer was used to wire
native GalOx in mediated electron transfer with the electrode
surface. Under these circumstances, an electrochemical regener-
ation of the enzyme is shown to support biocatalytic conversion
with minimal influence from ambient O2. The implemented
bioelectrode has the advantages of a heterogeneous catalytic
system for a facile separation of the catalyst and redox mediator
from the reaction medium and makes catalytic conversions
possible without the necessity of introducing additional
enzymes to remove H2O2. The strategy is favorable for
continuous processing and cascade reactions for future applica-
tions. Taking the oxidation of glycerol and HMF as an example
for potential biotechnological applications, the conversion of
substrates in a circular flow-through setup was investigated.
Our results show that glyceraldehyde that accumulates in the
reaction medium during glycerol conversion can be further
oxidized to glyceric acid by GalOx. In contrast, 2,5-diformylfuran
remains the main product in the conversion of HMF, even when
the same circular-flow conditions are applied.

Figure 4. A) Catalytic currents recorded for glycerol conversion with the
bioelectrode at different pH values. Eapp=0.5 V vs. Ag/AgCl/3 M KCl, N=3
different electrodes. Error bars represent the standard deviation. The dashed
lines are a guide for the eye only. B) Comparison of catalytic currents
obtained for different glycerol concentrations with the modified bioelec-
trode of GalOx embedded in P� Os on graphite (GalOx/P� Os/GE) and control
electrodes consisting of bovine serum albumin (BSA) embedded in P� Os
(BSA/P� Os/GE) or GalOx adsorbed on the graphite electrode in the absence
of P� Os (GalOx/GE). Eapp=0.5 V vs. Ag/AgCl/3 M KCl. Phosphate-citrate
buffer, pH 8.0.
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Experimental Section
Chemicals and materials: All chemicals were of analytical grade
and used as received. Glycerol (�99%) was from Fisher Scientific.
d-(+)-Galactose, dl-glyceraldehyde, dihydroxyacetone, glyceric
acid, formic acid, 5-hydroxymethylfurfural, 2,5-furandicarboxylic
acid, 2-formyl-5-furancarboxylic acid, 5-hydroxymethyl-2-furancar-
boxylic acid, 2,5-diformylfuran, pyruvic acid, sodium carbonate,
sodium bicarbonate, bovine serum albumin (BSA), and galactose
oxidase (GalOx, EC 1.1.3.9, 652 Umgprotein

� 1) were from Sigma-
Aldrich. Sulfuric acid (98%) was from Merck. Tris ·HCl was from
AppliChem. Citric acid monohydrate, potassium dihydrogen
phosphate, and dipotassium hydrogen phosphate trihydrate were
from VWR Chemicals. Poly(ethylene glycol)diglycidyl ether
(PEGDGE, Mn=400 gmol� 1) was from Polysciences. All solutions
were prepared with ultrapure deionized water (1=18 MΩcm).

The redox polymer poly(1-vinylimidazole-co-allylamine)-[Os(2,2’-
bipyridine)2Cl]Cl (P� Os, Figure S1) was synthesized and purified as
described previously.[24]

Electrode modification: Home-made graphite electrodes were
fabricated by encasing a graphite rod (3 mm diameter, Sigma–
Aldrich) into a surrounding glass sheath. Before modification, the
circular exposed graphite surface was polished using sandpaper of
decreasing grits (P400, P1500, and P3000). After cleaning, rinsing,
and drying, the electrode surface was modified with 4.0 μL of a
mixture of the redox polymer P� Os (2.7 mgmL� 1), PEGDGE
(0.06 mgmL� 1), and GalOx (2.8 mgmL� 1). For control experiments in
the absence of GalOx, the electrodes were modified with 4.0 μL of a
mixture of P� Os (2.7 mgmL� 1), PEGDGE (0.06 mgmL� 1), and BSA
(1.0 mgmL� 1).

For electrochemical conversion at longer times using a flow-
through setup, carbon paper (H23, Freudenberg) was used as the
electrode substrate. A piece of 1.2 cm×1.2 cm was cut and
modified in its central region (circular area of about 1.1 cm
diameter) with 20 μL of a mixture of P� Os (2.7 mgmL� 1), PEGDGE
(0.06 mgmL� 1), and GalOx (2.8 mgmL� 1). For control experiments,
GalOx was replaced by BSA (1.0 mgmL� 1).

The graphite and carbon paper modified electrodes were stored at
4 °C overnight until dry. Before measurement, the prepared
bioelectrodes were incubated for 30 min in 50 mM Tris buffer
solution (pH 9.0) to induce polymer collapse and crosslinking.[31]

Electrochemical measurements: All experiments were performed
in a three-electrode configuration, using the modified electrode as
the working electrode, a Pt mesh as a counter electrode, and a Ag/
AgCl/3 M KCl reference electrode. Batch measurements were
performed using a CHI 1030 potentiostat. During amperometric
measurements at a constant applied potential, the electrolyte
solution was stirred with aid of a magnetic stirrer to ensure a
homogeneous solution after the addition of different substrate
concentrations. To investigate the pH effect, either phosphate-
citrate buffer (pH 7.0, 7.4, and 8.0) or Na2CO3/NaHCO3 buffer
(pH 9.0) were used.

Long-term conversion experiments at a constant applied potential
were performed using an Autolab PGSTAT12 (Metrohm Autolab)
potentiostat and a flow-through cell.[29,30] A circular flow was
established for the accumulation of products in the electrolyte
solution. The cell consisted of two compartments, enabling
separation of the counter electrode from the other two electrodes
by an anion exchange membrane (Fumasep FAA-3-PK-130, from
Fumatech). A circular area of 0.95 cm2 of the working electrode was
exposed to the electrolyte solution during the electrochemical
experiments. The system was filled with 4 mL of electrolyte,
containing either 600 mM glycerol or 100 mM HMF in phosphate-
citrate buffer, pH 8.0. For control measurements, 5 μM glyceralde-
hyde was used. The conversion was performed at an applied
potential of 0.5 V vs. Ag/AgCl/3 M KCl.

All measurements were performed at room temperature and under
ambient air conditions unless otherwise noted.

Turnover frequency: The TOF was calculated by assuming 100%
Faradaic efficiency and using the following equation:

TOF ¼
i

zFncat
(1)

where, i is the difference between the current measured after
substrate addition and the background current [A], z is the number
of electrons involved in the conversion (2e� in this case), F is the

Figure 5. Chromatograms obtained from HPLC analysis of electrochemical
conversion products. A) Glycerol conversion with a GalOx/P� Os bioelectrode.
B) Glycerol conversion using a control electrode in the absence of GalOx
(BSA/P� Os). C) Glyceraldehyde conversion with a BSA/P� Os control
electrode. Results obtained for samples taken before or after different
conversion times, as indicated. Product assignments are shown in the figure.
System peaks are indicated with an asterisk. Refractive index detector;
baseline corrected traces; for raw data, see Figure S5.
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Faraday constant (96485.33 Cmol� 1), and ncat is the amount of
immobilized GalOx (mol).

Product analysis: Samples of 400 μL were taken from the circular
flow-through setup before electrochemical conversion and after 30,
60, and 120 min of conversion under applied potential. The samples
were filtered using 0.22 μm syringe filters prior to analysis. HPLC
measurements were performed using a Dionex ICS-5000+ system
(Thermo Fisher Scientific) using a refractive index detector
(RefractoMax 520, Knauer) and an ion-exclusion column and
precolumn (Aminex HPX-87H, Bio-Rad). Following an optimized
procedure for product separation,[29] the column compartment was
heated at 70 °C and 4 mM H2SO4 was used as eluent with a flow
rate of 0.6 mLmin� 1. For identification of the products according to
their retention time, calibration was performed using commercially
available reference compounds (Figures S8 and S9).

Acknowledgements

F.Z. is grateful for financial support from the Jiangsu Specially
Appointed Professor Fund. The authors are grateful for financial
support from the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG,
German Research Foundation) within the framework of the
research unit FOR 2982 “UNODE–Unusual Anode Reactions”
[413163866] and the SPP2240 (e-biotech) [445820469]. A.L.
received funding from the European Union’s Horizon 2020
research and innovation program under the Marie Skłodowska-
Curie MSCA-ITN “ImplantSens” [813006]. Open Access funding
enabled and organized by Projekt DEAL.

Conflict of Interest

The authors declare no conflict of interest.

Data Availability Statement

The data that support the findings of this study are available
from the corresponding author upon reasonable request.

Keywords: bio-electrocatalysis · galactose oxidase · glycerol
oxidation · modified electrodes · redox polymers

[1] K. Parikka, E. Master, M. Tenkanen, J. Mol. Catal. B 2015, 120, 47–59.
[2] A. Toftgaard Pedersen, W. R. Birmingham, G. Rehn, S. J. Charnock, N. J.

Turner, J. M. Woodley, Org. Process Res. Dev. 2015, 19, 1580–1589.
[3] W. R. Birmingham, N. J. Turner, ACS Catal. 2018, 8, 4025–4032.
[4] S. Zhang, S. Ruccolo, A. Fryszkowska, A. Klapars, N. Marshall, N. A.

Strotman, ACS Catal. 2021, 7270–7280.
[5] J. W. Whittaker, Chem. Rev. 2003, 103, 2347–2363.
[6] S. Shleev, J. Tkac, A. Christenson, T. Ruzgas, A. I. Yaropolov, J. W.

Whittaker, Lo Gorton, Biosens. Bioelectron. 2005, 20, 2517–2554.
[7] R. Paukner, P. Staudigl, W. Choosri, C. Sygmund, P. Halada, D. Haltrich,

C. Leitner, PLoS One 2014, 9, e100116.

[8] J. W. Whittaker, Arch. Biochem. Biophys. 2005, 433, 227–239.
[9] M. M. Whittaker, D. P. Ballou, J. W. Whittaker, Biochemistry 1998, 37,

8426–8436.
[10] R. M. Wachter, B. P. Branchaud, Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1998, 1384, 43–

54.
[11] a) C. Figueiredo, A. L. de Lacey, M. Pita, Electrochem. Sci. 2021, 263,

6074; b) P. Kanyong, F. D. Krampa, Y. Aniweh, G. A. Awandare,
Mikrochim. Acta 2017, 184, 3663–3671.

[12] a) S. Cosnier, C. Innocent, Anal. Lett. 1994, 27, 1429–1442; b) E. E. Szabó,
N. Adányi, M. Váradi, Biosens. Bioelectron. 1996, 11, 1051–1058; c) H.
Gülce, İ. Ataman, A. Gülce, A. Yıldız, Enzyme Microb. Technol. 2002, 30,
41–44; d) M. Şenel, İ. Bozgeyik, E. Çevik, M. Fatih Abasıyanık, Synth. Met.
2011, 161, 440–444.

[13] A. M. Klibanov, B. N. Alberti, M. A. Marletta, Biochem. Biophys. Res.
Commun. 1982, 108, 804–808.

[14] G. A. Hamilton, P. K. Adolf, J. de Jersey, G. C. DuBois, G. R. Dyrkacz, R. D.
Libby, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1978, 100, 1899–1912.

[15] M. A. Huffman, A. Fryszkowska, O. Alvizo, M. Borra-Garske, K. R. Campos,
K. A. Canada, P. N. Devine, D. Duan, J. H. Forstater, S. T. Grosser, H. M.
Halsey, G. J. Hughes, J. Jo, L. A. Joyce, J. N. Kolev, J. Liang, K. M. Maloney,
B. F. Mann, N. M. Marshall, M. McLaughlin, J. C. Moore, G. S. Murphy,
C. C. Nawrat, J. Nazor, S. Novick, N. R. Patel, A. Rodriguez-Granillo, S. A.
Robaire, E. C. Sherer, M. D. Truppo, A. M. Whittaker, D. Verma, L. Xiao, Y.
Xu, H. Yang, Science 2019, 366, 1255–1259.

[16] S. M. McKenna, P. Mines, P. Law, K. Kovacs-Schreiner, W. R. Birmingham,
N. J. Turner, S. Leimkühler, A. J. Carnell, Green Chem. 2017, 19, 4660–
4665.

[17] a) O. Simoska, Z. Rhodes, S. Weliwatte, J. R. Cabrera-Pardo, E. M. Gaffney,
K. Lim, S. D. Minteer, ChemSusChem 2021, 14, 1674–1686; b) G.
Dodekatos, S. Schünemann, H. Tüysüz, ACS Catal. 2018, 8, 6301–6333.

[18] a) J. Vilím, T. Knaus, F. G. Mutti, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2018, 57, 14240–
14244; Angew. Chem. 2018, 130, 14436–14440; b) S. M. McKenna, S.
Leimkühler, S. Herter, N. J. Turner, A. J. Carnell, Green Chem. 2015, 17,
3271–3275; c) A. Siebum, A. van Wijk, R. Schoevaart, T. Kieboom, J. Mol.
Catal. B 2006, 41, 141–145; d) D. Franke, T. Machajewski, C.-C. Hsu, C.-H.
Wong, J. Org. Chem. 2003, 68, 6828–6831.

[19] P. D. Hale, T. A. Skotheim, Synth. Met. 1989, 28, 853–858.
[20] T. Yamaguchi, Y. Murakami, K. Yokoyama, H. Komura, E. Tamiya, Denki

Kagaku 1995, 63, 1179–1182.
[21] K. Miyata, M. Fujiwara, J. Motonaka, T. Moriga, I. Nakabayashi, Bull.

Chem. Soc. Jpn. 1995, 68, 1921–1927.
[22] R. A. Sheldon, A. Basso, D. Brady, Chem. Soc. Rev. 2021, 50, 5850–5862.
[23] a) E. Çevik, M. Şenel, M. Fatih Abasıyanık, Curr. Appl. Phys. 2010, 10,

1313–1316; b) E. C. A. Stigter, A. M. Carnicero, J. P. van der Lugt, W. A. C.
Somers, Biotechnol. Tech. 1996, 10, 469–474.

[24] F. Conzuelo, N. Marković, A. Ruff, W. Schuhmann, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed.
2018, 57, 13681–13685; Angew. Chem. 2018, 130, 13870–13875.

[25] W. Choosri, R. Paukner, P. Wührer, D. Haltrich, C. Leitner, World J.
Microbiol. Biotechnol. 2011, 27, 1349–1353.

[26] a) A. Heller, Curr. Opin. Chem. Biol. 2006, 10, 664–672; b) A. Aoki, A.
Heller, J. Phys. Chem. 1993, 97, 11014–11019.

[27] A. Petersen, E. Steckhan, Bioorg. Med. Chem. 1999, 7, 2203–2208.
[28] F. M. Kelleher, V. P. Bhavanandan, J. Biol. Chem. 1986, 261, 11045–11048.
[29] A. C. Brix, D. M. Morales, M. Braun, D. Jambrec, J. R. C. Junqueira, S.

Cychy, S. Seisel, J. Masa, M. Muhler, C. Andronescu, W. Schuhmann,
ChemElectroChem 2021, 8, 2336–2342.

[30] D. M. Morales, D. Jambrec, M. A. Kazakova, M. Braun, N. Sikdar, A. Koul,
A. C. Brix, S. Seisel, C. Andronescu, W. Schuhmann, ACS Catal. 2022,
982–992.

[31] T. Kothe, S. Pöller, F. Zhao, P. Fortgang, M. Rögner, W. Schuhmann, N.
Plumeré, Chem. Eur. J. 2014, 20, 11029–11034.

Manuscript received: March 20, 2022
Accepted manuscript online: March 26, 2022
Version of record online: April 12, 2022

Chemistry—A European Journal 
Research Article
doi.org/10.1002/chem.202200868

Chem. Eur. J. 2022, 28, e202200868 (6 of 6) © 2022 The Authors. Chemistry - A European Journal published by Wiley-VCH GmbH

Wiley VCH Donnerstag, 19.05.2022

2230 / 245114 [S. 38/38] 1

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcatb.2015.06.006
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.oprd.5b00278
https://doi.org/10.1021/acscatal.8b00043
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr020425z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bios.2004.10.003
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0100116
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.abb.2004.08.034
https://doi.org/10.1021/bi980328t
https://doi.org/10.1021/bi980328t
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0167-4838(97)00209-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0167-4838(97)00209-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00604-017-2465-z
https://doi.org/10.1080/00032719408006380
https://doi.org/10.1016/0956-5663(96)87664-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0141-0229(01)00452-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0141-0229(01)00452-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/0006-291X(82)90900-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/0006-291X(82)90900-7
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja00474a042
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aay8484
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7GC01696D
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7GC01696D
https://doi.org/10.1002/cssc.202100139
https://doi.org/10.1021/acscatal.8b01317
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201809411
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201809411
https://doi.org/10.1002/ange.201809411
https://doi.org/10.1039/C5GC00707K
https://doi.org/10.1039/C5GC00707K
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcatb.2006.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcatb.2006.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1021/jo030021m
https://doi.org/10.1016/0379-6779(89)90613-9
https://doi.org/10.5796/kogyobutsurikagaku.63.1179
https://doi.org/10.5796/kogyobutsurikagaku.63.1179
https://doi.org/10.1246/bcsj.68.1921
https://doi.org/10.1246/bcsj.68.1921
https://doi.org/10.1039/D1CS00015B
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00159507
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201808450
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201808450
https://doi.org/10.1002/ange.201808450
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11274-010-0585-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11274-010-0585-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpa.2006.09.018
https://doi.org/10.1021/j100144a019
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0968-0896(99)00152-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9258(18)67345-4
https://doi.org/10.1002/celc.202100739
https://doi.org/10.1002/chem.201402585

