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Abstract: Molecular cages are preorganized molecules with a central cavity, typically formed through
the reaction of their building blocks through chemical bonds. This requires, in most cases, forming
and breaking reversible bonds during the cage formation reaction pathway for error correction to
drive the reaction to the cage product. In this work, we focus on both Pd–ligand and hydrazone
bonds implemented in the structure of a Pd2L4 hydrazone molecular cage. As the cage contains two
different types of reversible bonds, we envisaged a cage formation comparative study by performing
the synthesis of the cage through three different reaction pathways involving the formation of Pd–
ligand bonds, hydrazone bonds, or a combination of both. The three reaction pathways produce the
cage with yields ranging from 73% to 79%. Despite the complexity of the reaction, the cage is formed
in a high yield, even for the reaction pathway that involves the formation of 16 bonds. This research
paves the way for more sophisticated cage designs through complex reaction pathways.

Keywords: molecular cages; supramolecular chemistry; metal-organic cages; cage synthesis

1. Introduction

Molecular cages are preorganized hosts with a central cavity that provides enhanced
host–guest properties compared to less preorganized systems such as macrocycles [1,2],
aiming to mimic the sophisticated cavity and functions of enzymes [3–6]. Chemists have
developed synthetic methods to prepare both metal-organic cages and purely organic
cages, resulting in a wide range of structures with size- and shape-dependent host–guest
properties [7–9]. Encapsulation in the cavity of cages results in different effects on the
guest molecule, ranging from activation for catalytic reactions to protection from the sur-
rounding media. These effects yielded multiple applications of molecular cages, including
catalysis [10–14], sensing of chemicals [15–20], stabilization of chemical species [21,22],
separation process [23–25], removal of pollutants from water [26–29] and biological appli-
cations [30–40] among many others [7,8,41,42].

The synthesis of molecular cages from the constituent building block involves in most
cases numerous reversible steps. Reversibility is key for error correction of improperly
formed by-products during the cage formation process [43–45]. For this, the cage building
blocks must have a specific shape and geometry that provides an appropriate preorga-
nization in a similar fashion to macrocycles [7,46]. Besides the geometric requirements
of the building blocks, both thermodynamic and kinetic aspects are key to setting up the
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appropriate reaction conditions, including concentration of reagents, reaction time, and
temperature [43–45,47]. In this regard, computational modeling has been extensively used
to design cages with specific geometries and properties such as predicting host-guest
affinity [48–54].

Typically, metal-organic cages are prepared by the reaction of ligands with metals
forming metal–ligand bonds [8,55,56], and purely organic cages are prepared through the
reaction of ligands with complementary reactivity through reversible reactions such as
imine and hydrazone bond formation [7,57,58]. There are examples of cages containing
both metal–ligand bonds and reversible organic bonds, allowing their formation through
either type of bond, or even both simultaneously [8,59–61] Focusing in Pd(II) containing
cages, the formation of Pd2L4 cages involves the reaction of two Pd(II) ions and four ditopic
ligands, typically containing pyridine moieties [62–65], though Pd–pyridine coordination
bonds [66]. Regarding hydrazone-containing cages, hydrazone bonds are both reversible
and robust [67], allowing the preparation of cages through the condensation reaction be-
tween hydrazide and aldehyde-containing building blocks [31,68–76]. Combining both
strategies, Crowley and his team showed the feasibility of simultaneously using the cage
synthesis of both Pd–pyridine coordination bonds and hydrazone bonds [60]. Similarly,
we proved that it is possible to synthesize cages that contain Pd–pyridine bonds through
hydrazone bond formation [31]. These results open the way to explore multiple cage for-
mation pathways involving both Pd–pyridine and hydrazone bonds. For this, we propose
studying the synthesis of a Pd2L4 cage through different reaction pathways involving the
formation of Pd–ligand bonds, hydrazone bonds, or a combination of both.

In this work, we present a comparative study of the synthesis of a Pd2L4 cage con-
taining Pd–pyridine and hydrazone bonds [31]. The reversible nature of both bond types
enables the formation of the cage through the formation of Pd–ligand bonds or hydrazone
bonds, utilizing three distinct reaction pathways (Figure 1). As far as we know, this is the
first cage formation comparative study involving Pd–ligand and organic bond formation
reactions. In particular, we focused on a Pd2L4 cage containing four dihydrazone units
with a bent geometry and two [PdPy4]2+ units with a C4 symmetric geometry that serve to
cap the cage [31].
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Figure 1. Schematic representation of the three reaction pathways for the synthesis of a Pd2L4 cage
containing hydrazone and Pd–pyridine bonds. In the figura, carbon atoms in nicotinaldehyde are
shown in green, while carbon atoms in 4,4′-oxydi(benzohydrazide) are colored cyan. Oxygen atoms
are represented in red, nitrogen atoms in blue, hydrogen atoms in white, and Pd2+ ions in dark cyan.
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2. Results and Discussion
2.1. Synthesis of the Pd2L4 Cage

The synthesis of the Pd2L4 cage that contains both Pd–pyridine and hydrazone bonds
can be performed in multiple ways. In this regard, we proposed three possible reactions to
prepare the Pd2L4 cage C1·(NO3)4 (Figure 2). The reaction pathway 1 involves the reaction
of dihydrazide 1 and the square planar tetranicotinaldehyde palladium(II) nitrate motif 2 by
hydrazone bond formation [31]; the reaction pathway 2 comprises the reaction of dipyridine
ligand 3 with palladium(II) nitrate dihydrate by Pd–pyridine bond formation; and the
reaction pathway 3 involves the reaction between dihydrazide 4,4′-oxydi(benzohydrazide)
1, nicotinaldehyde, and tetranicotinaldehyde palladium(II) nitrate involving Pd–pyridine
and hydrazone bond formation simultaneously. In all cases, the synthesis of cage C1·(NO3)4
was performed in deuterated DMSO at 25 ◦C, and cage formation was monitored by 1H
NMR spectroscopy. The solvent DMSO was chosen as it enables the complete solution
of the reagents, cage, and reaction intermediates. Attempts to use fewer coordinating
solvents (e.g., methanol or chloroform) resulted in low solubility of the reagents, and also,
in the formation of precipitates that hamper both cage formation and the quantification of
the species in solution. Quantification of the concentration of the species in solution was
performed by integration of the corresponding proton signals considering the concentration
of the internal standard 1,4-dimethoxybenzene. The same procedure was used consistently
for determining cage formation yield.
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Figure 2. The three possible reaction pathways for the synthesis of cage C1·(NO3)4 by Pd–pyridine
and hydrazone bond formation. The lettering of C1·(NO3)4 corresponds to the assignment of the 1H
NMR signals. The molecular model of C1·(NO3)4, in which non-polar hydrogen atoms have been
omitted for clarity, has the following color scheme: C, green; O, red; N, blue; H, white; and Pd2+, dark
cyan. Note that C1 = [Pd2L4]4+; therefore, four nitrate counterions are required, i.e., C1·(NO3)4.



Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2024, 25, 11861 4 of 13

Initially, we performed the synthesis of cage C1 through reaction pathway 1. For this,
we placed dihydrazide 1 and tetranicotinaldehyde palladium(II) nitrate 2·(NO3)2 in an
NMR tube and monitored the evolution of the reaction by acquiring 1H NMR spectra at
different time intervals for a total of 55 h (Figures 3 and S1). The signals corresponding to
the starting materials disappeared rapidly with the simultaneous formation of the signals
of the Pd2L4 cage. A set of signals corresponding to free nicotinaldehyde forms quickly
at the beginning of the reaction and then disappears over time, suggesting a complex
cage formation mechanism. In contrast, few signals of the reaction intermediates could
be observed in the reaction mixture, probably due to a combination of the formation of a
large number of reaction intermediates in fast exchange with unsymmetrical structures
containing chemically inequivalent NMR signals, as often observed in cage formation
reactions [43,77].
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Figure 3. Evolution of the 1H NMR (400 MHz, DMSO-d6) for the synthesis of cage C1·(NO3)4 through
reaction pathway 1 from 1 and 2·(NO3)2. The signal at 6.86 ppm corresponds to 1,4-dimethoxybenzene
used as an internal standard. The assignment of cage signals a–h is shown in Figure 2. Due to the
complexity of the cage formation reaction, the signals of building blocks and intermediates are
not assigned. We were only able to assign the set of signals at 10.1, 9.1, 8.9, 8.3, and 7.6 ppm
to nicotinaldehyde.

Then, we performed the synthesis of cage C1 through reaction pathway 2. We reacted
dihydrazide ligand 3 with palladium(II) nitrate dihydrate to form the cage through Pd–
pyridine bond formation. The reaction proceeds smoothly with the formation of cage C1,
which is the only product observed in the 1H NMR spectra (Figures 4 and S2). In contrast to
reaction pathway 1, after 6 min, nearly all signals corresponding to the starting materials are
absent, and the predominant signals in the spectra correspond to the cage. This highlights
the rapid formation of the Pd–pyridine bonds, resulting in quick cage formation.
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Figure 4. Evolution of the 1H NMR (400 MHz, DMSO-d6) for the synthesis of cage C1·(NO3)4 through
reaction pathway 2 from 3 and palladium(II) nitrate dihydrate. The signal at 6.86 ppm corresponds to
1,4-dimethoxybenzene used as an internal standard. The assignment of cage signals a–h is shown in
Figure 2. Due to the complexity of the cage formation reaction, the signals of building blocks and
intermediates are not assigned.

Finally, we performed the synthesis of cage C1 through reaction pathway 3, which
involves dihydrazide 1, palladium(II) nitrate dihydrate, and nicotinaldehyde. This reaction
is more complex, as it involves the simultaneous formation of 16 bonds, comprising 8
Pd–pyridine bonds and 8 hydrazone bonds. Indeed, this reaction pathway involves more
difficulty; for example, hydrazine and hydrazone groups may result in competition with
pyridine for Pd2+ coordination that may disturb the cage formation pathway [78–81].
This is supported by the free nicotinaldehyde signals observed at the beginning of the
reaction, which disappear over time, suggesting that slow ligand displacement reactions
are occurring. However, despite this complexity, the reaction yields the expected C1
cage in a clean formation reaction (Figures 5 and S3). This experiment highlights the
feasibility of the simultaneous formation of Pd–pyridine and hydrazone bonds in the cage
formation reaction.

2.2. Analysis of the Cage Formation Reactions

After performing the cage formation reactions, we carried out a quantitative analysis of
the integrals of the 1H NMR signals for the three reaction pathways to evaluate the kinetics
of cage formation. For this, the integral of the internal standard 1,4-dimethoxybenzene was
taken into account (Figure 6 and Table S1). We observed that the fastest cage formation is
for reaction pathway 2, which gives a 65% yield in 6 min. In contrast, reaction pathways
1 and 3, only give a 16% and 17% yield in 6 min, respectively. Considering that reaction
pathway 1 involves the reaction of 6 building blocks (4 molecules of dihydrazide 1 and 2
molecules of tetranicotinaldehyde palladium(II) nitrate 2·(NO3)2) through hydrazone bond
formation, and reaction pathway 2 involves the reaction of 4 building blocks 3 and 2 Pd(II)
atoms through Pd–pyridine bond formation. These results highlight that the formation
of the Pd–pyridine bond has a greater rate than the formation of the hydrazone bond.
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A key observation, which involves the formation of 16 bonds through the reaction of 12
building blocks and 2 Pd(II) atoms, is that it exhibits similar reaction kinetics to reaction
pathway 1, which only requires the formation of 8 bonds from the reaction of 6 building
blocks. This observation shows that hydrazone bond formation is the rate-limiting step of
the cage formation process, in contrast to the fast Pd–pyridine bond formation. Focusing
on the final cage formation yield at 55 h of reaction, both reaction pathways 1 and 3 have
similar yields in the range of 78–79%, whereas reaction pathway 2 has a 73% yield. Despite
all that, reaction pathway 2 is the fastest, and the final yield is the lowest, highlighting
that the final yield does not depend exclusively on the initial reaction rate. As the cage
formation reaction yields are less than 100% for the three reaction pathways, in all three
cases, by-products are formed.
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Figure 5. Evolution of the 1H NMR (400 MHz, DMSO-d6) for the synthesis of cage C1·(NO3)4

through reaction pathway 3 from dihydrazide 1, palladium(II) nitrate dihydrate, and nicotinaldehyde.
The signal at 6.86 ppm corresponds to 1,4-dimethoxybenzene used as an internal standard. The
assignment of cage signals a–h is shown in Figure 2. Due to the complexity of the cage formation
reaction, the signals of building blocks and intermediates are not assigned. We were only able to
assign the set of signals at 10.1, 9.1, 8.9, 8.3, and 7.6 ppm to nicotinaldehyde.

In order to determine if the by-products formed in the three reaction pathways are
visible by 1H NMR, a close examination of the obtained spectra at the end of the reaction
was performed. While reaction pathways 1 and 2 produce clean 1H NMR spectra showing
only the signals of cage C1, reaction pathway 3 displays a small set of additional peaks
(Figure 7). This is probably due to the formation of asymmetric oligomeric structures
possessing a number of chemically distinct NMR signals that are individually at too low
concentration to be observed by 1H NMR.
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Figure 6. Evolution of the cage C1·(NO3)4 yield for the cage formation reaction through reaction
pathways 1 (green), 2 (orange), and 3 (blue). The inset plot shows the first 7 h of reaction. Cage
formation yields have been determined by 1H NMR using the integrals of the signals of the cage and
1,4-dimethoxybenzene which has been used as an internal standard.
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Figure 7. Comparison of the 1H NMR obtained at 55 h for the formation reaction of cage C1·(NO3)4

through reaction pathways 1, 2, and 3. The signal at 6.86 ppm corresponds to 1,4-dimethoxybenzene
used as an internal standard. The signal at 10.1 ppm corresponds to the aldehyde group of unre-
acted nicotinaldehyde.

2.3. Molecular Modeling

To understand the successful cage formation observed in the three different reac-
tion pathways, we also performed molecular mechanics calculations. We carried out a
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conformational search for each of the cages’ building blocks to identify the most stable
conformations. We observed that all conformations of ligands 1 and 3 have a bend con-
figuration (Figure 8c,d), with good complementarity of ligand 1 to the geometry of metal
complex 3 (Figure 8e) and ligand 3 to the square planar geometry of Pd(II). Specifically, the
rigidity of the core Ph–O–Ph fragment of ligands 1 and 3 provides a key structural element
with an average bend angle of 121◦ (Figure 8c) and 118◦ (Figure 8d), respectively. These
angles match nicely the 130 ◦C average angle the ligand has in the crystal structure of cage
C1·(NO3)4 (Figure 8a) and the theoretical bend angle of 120◦ of the chemical representation
of cage C1 (Figure 8b). This analysis suggests that the successful cage formation from the
ligands is linked to a favorable preorganization of the building blocks, whose geometry
aligns well with the cage structure.
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Figure 8. (a) Crystal structure of cage C1·(NO3)4 (CCDC 2295536, see ref [31]). (b) Chemical represen-
tation of the structure of cage C1 highlighting the ideal 120◦ angle of the ligand. (c–e) Conformational
searches performed at MMFF level of theory using the software Wavefunction Spartan 20 (overlay of
the most stable conformers found in a 2 kcal/mol energy window). The molecular models, in which
non-polar hydrogen atoms have been omitted for clarity, have the following color scheme: C, green;
O, red; N, blue; H, white; and Pd2+, dark cyan.

3. Materials and Methods

Materials. All chemicals and solvents were obtained from commercial sources and
used without further purification unless specified.

NMR Experiments. 1H spectra were recorded on a Bruker FT-NMR Avance 400
(Ettlingen, Germany) spectrometer at 300 K. Chemical shifts (δ) are reported in parts per
million (ppm) and referenced to residual solvent peak.
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Molecular Modeling. The structure of ligands was modeled with the Spartan’ 20 soft-
ware, using the built-in conformational search algorithm using the MMFF force field [82].

3.1. Synthesis of Ligands and Cages

Compounds 1, 2·(NO3)2, 3, and C1·(NO3)4 were prepared as described by our research
group as reported in the literature [31].

3.2. Cage Formation Kinetic Experiments

All 1H NMR kinetic experiments were performed using the following general pro-
cedure. To an NMR tube, 1 (2.6 mg, 9.2 µmol) and 2·(NO3)2 (3.0 mg, 4.6 µmol) were
introduced for reaction pathway 1; 3 (4.3 mg, 9.2 µmol) and Pd(NO3)2·2H2O (1.2 mg,
4.6 µmol) for reaction pathway 2; or 1 (2.6 mg, 9.2 µmol), and Pd(NO3)2·2H2O (1.2 mg,
4.6 µmol) for reaction pathway 3. Then, a stock solution of 1,4-dimethoxybenzene as an
internal standard in DMSO-d6 (600 µL of a 10 mM stock solution) was added for reaction
pathways 1 and 2. For reaction pathway 3, a solution of 1,4-dimethoxybenzene as internal
standard (600 µL of a 10 mM stock solution) containing nicotinaldehyde (1.8 µL, 18.4 mmol).
The reaction was shaken to obtain a clear solution of all the components, and the crude
reaction mixture was monitored by 1H NMR for 55 h at 25 ◦C. The concentration of all
chemical species was determined for each reaction time by the analysis of integrals of the
1H NMR signals of the cage and the internal standard, reporting the yield as the average.
All reactions were performed at least twice, and a representative example is reported in
the manuscript.

4. Conclusions

We have performed a study of the synthesis of a Pd2L4 hydrazone molecular cage
C1 (C1 = [Pd2L4]4+ with nitrate counterions, i.e., C1·(NO3)4) through 3 different reaction
pathways involving the formation of Pd–ligand bonds, hydrazone bonds, or a combination
of both. Our results show that it is possible to synthesize the cage structure C1 through
three different reaction pathways, obtaining yields ranging from 73 to 79%, with the lowest
yield observed for pathway 2 (73%) and similar yields for pathways 1 and 3 (78% and 79%,
respectively). The fastest initial reaction rate is observed for reaction pathway 2, compared
to reaction pathways 1 and 3, which have similar initial reaction rates, indicating that
Pd-pyridine bonds are formed faster than hydrazone bonds. Overall, the cage formation
pathway influences the initial reaction kinetics and the final cage yield. We also proved that
despite the complexity of reaction pathway 3, which involves the formation of 16 bonds in
contrast to reaction pathways 1 and 2, which only involve the formation of 8 bonds, the
cage is formed in a 79% yield. Molecular modeling shows that the ligands have a favorable
preorganization and their geometry matches well with the cage structure. We anticipate
that these results will open the way for more complex cage designs that involve reaction
pathways with the simultaneous formation of both Pd–ligand and hydrazone bonds.
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69. Wierzbicki, M.; Głowacka, A.A.; Szymański, M.P.; Szumna, A. A Chiral Member of the Family of Organic Hexameric Cages.
Chem. Commun. 2017, 53, 5200–5203. [CrossRef]

70. Yang, M.; Qiu, F.; El-Sayed, E.-S.M.; Wang, W.; Du, S.; Su, K.; Yuan, D. Water-stable Hydrazone-linked Porous Organic Cages.
Chem. Sci. 2021, 12, 13307–13315. [CrossRef]

71. Foyle, E.; Mason, T.; Coote, M.; Izgorodina, E.; White, N. Robust Organic Cages Prepared Using Hydrazone Condensation Display
Sulfate/hydrogenphosphate Selectivity in Water. ChemRxiv 2024. [CrossRef]

72. Zheng, X.; Zhang, Y.; Wu, G.; Liu, J.-R.; Cao, N.; Wang, L.; Wang, Y.; Li, X.; Hong, X.; Yang, C.; et al. Temperature-dependent
Self-assembly of a Purely Organic Cage in Water. Chem. Commun. 2018, 54, 3138–3141. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

73. Xu, Y.-Y.; Liu, H.-K.; Wang, Z.-K.; Song, B.; Zhang, D.-W.; Wang, H.; Li, Z.; Li, X.; Li, Z.-T. Olive-shaped Organic Cages: Synthesis
and Remarkable Promotion of Hydrazone Condensation Through Encapsulation in Water. J. Org. Chem. 2021, 86, 3943–3951.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

74. Vestrheim, O.; Schenkelberg, M.E.; Dai, Q.; Schneebeli, S.T. Efficient Multigram Procedure for the Synthesis of Large Hydrazone-
linked Molecular Cages. Org. Chem. Front. 2023, 10, 3965–3974. [CrossRef]

75. Foyle, É.M.; Goodwin, R.J.; Cox, C.J.T.; Smith, B.R.; Colebatch, A.L.; White, N.G. Expedient Decagram-Scale Synthesis of Robust
Organic Cages That Bind Sulfate Strongly and Selectively in Water. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2024, 146, 27127–27137. [CrossRef]

76. Cortón, P.; Wang, H.; Neira, I.; Blanco-Gómez, A.; Pazos, E.; Peinador, C.; Li, H.; García, M.D. “The Red Cage”: Implementation of
Ph-responsiveness Within a Macrobicyclic Pyridinium-based Molecular Host. Org. Chem. Front. 2022, 9, 81–87. [CrossRef]

77. Hiraoka, S. Self-Assembly Processes of Pd(II)- and Pt(II)-Linked Discrete Self-Assemblies Revealed by QASAP. Isr. J. Chem. 2019,
59, 151–165. [CrossRef]

78. Das, S.; Pal, S. Synthesis, Characterization, and Structural Studies of Palladium(II) Complexes with N-(Aroyl)-N’-(2,4-
Dimethoxybenzylidene)hydrazines. J. Organomet. Chem. 2006, 691, 2575–2583. [CrossRef]

79. Bacchi, A.; Carcelli, M.; Pelagatti, P.; Pelizzi, C.; Pelizzi, G.; Salati, C.; Sgarabotto, P. Nickel(II) and Palladium(II) Complexes with
Acylhydrazone Ligands of α-Diketones: The Electronic and Steric Factors Affecting the Formation of the Dimeric Palladium(II)
Complexes. Inorganica Chim. Acta 1999, 295, 171–179. [CrossRef]

80. Balaji, S.; Balamurugan, G.; Ramesh, R.; Semeril, D. Palladium(II) NˆO Chelating Complexes Catalyzed One-Pot Approach for
Synthesis of Quinazolin-4(3H)-ones via Acceptorless Dehydrogenative Coupling of Benzyl Alcohols and 2-Aminobenzamide.
Organometallics 2021, 40, 725–734. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1002/cplu.202000445
https://doi.org/10.1039/D1CS01143J
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr5005666
https://doi.org/10.1039/D3CC05091B
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.2c00667
https://doi.org/10.1039/D4CC00323C
https://doi.org/10.1039/D2DT02720H
https://doi.org/10.1039/C6RA00055J
https://doi.org/10.1039/C3CS60473J
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24504200
https://doi.org/10.1039/D1SC01226F
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34163819
https://doi.org/10.1039/D3CS00690E
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2014.03.037
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.inorgchem.2c01996
https://doi.org/10.1039/b211645f
https://doi.org/10.1002/chem.201100527
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7CC02245J
https://doi.org/10.1039/D1SC04531H
https://doi.org/10.26434/chemrxiv-2021-qqhs8
https://doi.org/10.1039/C8CC01085D
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29527606
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.joc.0c02792
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33599126
https://doi.org/10.1039/D3QO00480E
https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.4c09930
https://doi.org/10.1039/D1QO01331A
https://doi.org/10.1002/ijch.201800073
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jorganchem.2006.01.052
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0020-1693(99)00349-7
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.organomet.0c00814


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2024, 25, 11861 13 of 13

81. Bontchev, P.R.; Boneva, M.; Arnaudov, M.; Nefedov, V.I. Palladium(II) Complexes of Hydrazides of Aspartic and Glutamic Acids.
Inorg. Chim. Acta 1984, 81, 75–81. [CrossRef]

82. Deppmeier, B.J.; Driessen, A.J.; Hehre, T.S.; Hehre, W.J.; Johnson, J.A.; Klunzinger, P.E.; Leonard, J.M.; Pham, I.N.; Pietro, W.J.;
Jianguo, Y. Spartan’20, Version 1.0.0 (8 March 2021); Wavefunction, Inc.: Irvine, CA, USA, 2011.

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0020-1693(00)88738-1

	Introduction 
	Results and Discussion 
	Synthesis of the Pd2L4 Cage 
	Analysis of the Cage Formation Reactions 
	Molecular Modeling 

	Materials and Methods 
	Synthesis of Ligands and Cages 
	Cage Formation Kinetic Experiments 

	Conclusions 
	References

