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Abstract

Click chemistry, which refers to chemical reactions that are fast, selective, and with

high product yields, has become a powerful approach in organic synthesis and chemical

biology. Due to the cytotoxicity of the transition metals employed in click chemistry

reactions, a search for novel metal-free alternatives continues. Herein we demonstrate

that an optical cavity can be utilized as a metal-free alternative in click chemistry

cycloaddition reaction between cyanoacetylene and formylazide using the quantum

electrodynamics coupled cluster (QED-CC) method. We show that by changing the

molecular orientation with respect to the polarization of the cavity mode(s), the reac-

tion can be selectively catalyzed to form a major 1,4-disubstituted or 1,5-disubstituted

product. This work highlights that a cavity has the same effect on the investigated cy-

cloaddition as the transition metal catalysts traditionally employed in click chemistry

reactions. We expect our findings to further stimulate research in cavity-assisted click

chemistry reactions.
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Click chemistry refers to a group of highly reactive, selective, high-yield, and bioorthog-

onal chemical reactions that occur under mild reaction conditions.1 Due to this set of strin-

gent criteria that defines an “ideal chemical reaction”, it has emerged in the last years as

one of the most powerful tools in drug discovery,2 chemical biology,3 and materials sci-

ence.4 Although several different reactions have been identified to fit the concept of click

chemistry, the 1,3-dipolar cycloaddition is the most utilized example.1,5 In particular, the

synonym for the click chemistry is the copper-catalyzed 1,3-dipolar Huisgen cycloaddition

reaction of azides with alkynes (CuAAC) in the synthesis of chemically and biologically im-

portant triazoles.6,7 In presence of the copper core, the 1,3-dipolar cycloaddition reactions

at room temperature and in various solvents are accelerated by ∼107-fold while forming

only 1,4-disubstituted triazoles,7,8 whereas in the corresponding thermal reactions both 1,4-

disubstituted and 1,5-disubstituted triazoles are formed at a slow rate.5,7 Analogous to the

CuAAC, the ruthenium-catalyzed azide-alkyne cycloaddition (RuAAC) promotes the for-

mation of 1,5-disubstituted triazoles.9 However, due to the cytotoxicity of the employed

transition metal catalysts that control the reaction selectivity, these approaches have lim-

ited applicability in biological settings. This has prompted the development of alternative

metal-free click chemistry strategies.10

Another not yet explored option for catalyzing or imparting selective control over click

chemical reactions can be achieved through polaritonic chemistry,11–14 in which the strong

coupling between quantized light and molecules can be employed to modulate chemical reac-

tions.15–22 Several groups of chemical reactions under the strong light-matter coupling regime

have been studied so far, such as nucleophilic substitutions,23,24 isomerization,13 or electro-

cyclization,25 however, none of them is within the realm of click chemistry. These strong

light-matter interactions are usually created inside optical cavities, where photonic quantum

vacuum fluctuations couples with a molecular system giving rise to the molecular polaritons.

Because the polaritonic properties can be modulated on demand by changing the field inside

an optical cavity, this approach offers a non-invasive way to catalyze,26 inhibit,23 or to con-
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trol reactions selectivity.24 To understand and enhance the experimental design in polaritonic

chemistry, the development of accurate and efficient ab initio methods is required. Recently

developed quantum electrodynamics coupled cluster (QED-CC) methods,27–29 where both

electrons and photons are treated quantum mechanically on equal footing, offers a robust

and systematically improvable way for studying cavity mediated chemical reactions.27–32

Herein we show that the strong light-matter interactions created in an optical cavity offer

a metal-free approach to modulating reaction rates and product selectivity of click chemistry

reactions. To that end, we employ the QED-CC method27–29 for obtaining an insight into

the effect of strong light-matter interaction on catalysis, inhibition, and selective control

in the prototypical 1,3-dipolar Huisgen cycloaddition reaction between cyanoacetylene and

formylazide. As we will show in the remainder of this work, the corresponding reaction is

significantly inhibited if the cavity mode is polarized along the bond-forming direction. In

contrast, the polarization of the cavity modes in the remaining two directions catalyzes the

reaction to give major 1,4-disubstituted or 1,5-disubstituted triazoles.

The light-matter interaction between a molecular system and a quantized light can be

described by the Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian,18 which under the dipole approximation, in the

coherent state basis,27 and for a single-mode cavity reads as (note that extension to multiple

modes is straightforward32):

Ĥ = Ĥe + ωb†b−
√
ω

2
(λ ·∆d)(b† + b) +

1

2
(λ ·∆d)2 (1)

Here, Ĥe corresponds to the electronic Hamiltonian within the Born-Oppenheimer approxi-

mation (description beyond Born-Oppenheimer approximation can also be incorporated33–35).

The second term represents the Hamiltonian for the cavity mode with fundamental cavity

frequency ω where b† and b are bosonic creation and annihilation operators, respectively.

The last two terms of Eq. 1 are the dipolar coupling (accounting for interactions between

electronic and photonic degrees of freedom) and the dipole self-energy (accounting for the
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quantum vacuum fluctuations), respectively. Within these two terms, λ and ∆d = d − 〈d〉

are the strong light-matter coupling strength vector and the molecular dipole moment oper-

ator shifted by its mean-field expectation value, respectively. The quantum electrodynamics

coupled cluster (QED-CC) interaction energy, EQED-CC, of a molecule embedded inside a

cavity is obtained by solving the Schrödinger equation

Ĥ|ΨQED-CC〉 = EQED-CC|ΨQED-CC〉 (2)

In this equation, |ΨQED-CC〉 = eT̂ |ΨQED-HF〉 is the QED-CC ground state wave function27

where T̂ is the cluster operator that incorporates correlated interactions between quantum

particles (electrons and photons), and |ΨQED-HF〉 is the reference QED-Hartree-Fock wave

function.27 In this work, we use the QED-CC method in which the cluster operator includes

up to single and double electronic transitions and the creation of a single photon, along with

interactions of up to two electrons with a single photon.27 In the remainder of this work, we

will refer to this method as QED-CCSD.

All the QED-CCSD calculations described throughout this work employ the cc-pVDZ

basis set36 and were performed on the geometries optimized at the CCSD/cc-pVDZ level

of theory (provided in the Supporting Information) using the Q-Chem quantum chemistry

software.37 We note that the effect of the cavity on the structural relaxations is not considered

here, and we assumed that molecular geometries do not dramatically change due to strong

light-matter coupling, as shown previously.32 The source code for the QED-CCSD method

is available in Ref. 30. The orientation of the structures is kept constant along the reaction

path such that the forming bond is oriented along x-direction and in the plane of the forming

triazole ring (see Fig. 1).

Figure 1 shows the reaction energy diagram for the 1,3-dipolar Huisgen cycloaddition

reaction between cyanoacetylene and formylazide along the 1,4-path (left panel) and 1,5-

path (right panel). The activation energies (difference between the transition state and the
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Figure 1: Reaction diagram of 1,3-dipolar Huisgen cycloaddition reaction between
cyanoacetylene and formylazide for 1,4-path (left panel) and 1,5-path (right panel) calculated
with the QED-CCSD/cc-pVDZ method. The QED-CCSD calculations employ the cavity pa-
rameters ω = 1.5 eV and |λ| = 0.1 a.u. with the photon mode polarized in the x (magenta,
along the forming C-N bond), y (blue, perpendicular to the triazole ring plane), and z (red,
in the plane of the triazole ring) molecular directions. The no cavity (CCSD) calculations are
in black. The panels contain the structures of the reaction complex (RC), transition state
(TS), and product (P), along with the molecular coordinate frame.

reaction complex energies) and the reaction energies (difference between the product and the

reaction complex energies) are calculated with the conventional electronic CCSD/cc-pVDZ

method (black) which we also refer to as ‘no cavity’, and with the QED-CCSD/cc-pVDZ

method with the cavity mode polarized in the molecular x (magenta), y (blue), and z (red)

directions with respect to the molecular coordinate frame indicated in Fig. 1. In the following,

we investigate the effect of the optical cavity on the reactions selectivity under the kinetic

control as well as the thermodynamic stabilities of products which are essential principles

of the click chemistry reactions. In particular, we focus on changes in the relative product

ratio along the 1,4-path and 1,5-path in the case of kinetically controlled reactions and on

changes in reaction energy due to a cavity. The product ratio for a kinetically controlled

reaction is calculated by plugging in the difference between activation energies along two

different reaction paths into the Arrhenius equation38 at room temperature (T = 298.15 K).

The calculated product ratios for 1,4-path and 1,5-path in case of kinetically controlled

reaction are given in Table 1.
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Table 1: Activation energy barrier (Ea)
a and reaction energy (∆E)b (in kcal/mol)

for 1,3-dipolar Huisgen cycloaddition reaction between cyanoacetylene and
formylazide along the 1,4-path and 1,5-path calculated with the QED-CCSD/cc-
pVDZ method with cavity frequency of 1.5 eV and light-matter coupling of
0.1 a.u. Values in parenthesis correspond to calculations for light-matter cou-
pling of 0.2 a.u.

path Ea ratioc ∆E

no cavityd 1,4-path 25.2
88:12

-64.5
1,5-path 26.4 -62.9

x-direction
1,4-path 32.2 (40.1)

96:4 (99:1)
-55.7 (-47.4)

1,5-path 34.1 (42.9) -54.0 (-45.5)

y-direction
1,4-path 21.8 (15.5)

99:1 (100:0)
-70.4 (-83.4)

1,5-path 24.7 (21.1) -66.9 (-76.3)

z-direction
1,4-path 24.2 (21.9)

30:70 (0:100)
-73.8 (-87.6)

1,5-path 23.7 (18.4) -73.8 (-90.6)
aCalculated as the energy difference between the transition state and the reaction complex.
bCalculated as the energy difference between the product and the reaction complex.
c1,4-product/1,5-product ratio for kinetically controlled reaction.
dNo cavity indicates the conventional electronic structure CCSD/cc-pVDZ result.

As given in Fig. 1 (in black) and Table 1 (no cavity), the activation energy for the gas

phase reaction calculated with the CCSD method along the 1,4-path is lower by 1.2 kcal/mol

than for the 1,5-path. Due to this difference, the 1,4-product:1,5-product ratio for the ki-

netically controlled reaction is 88:12. We note that for the CCSD(T) method, in which the

triple electronic excitations are treated perturbatively, this difference is 0.8 kcal/mol and

the 1,4-product:1,5-product ratio is 79:21. This is in good agreement with an accurate the-

oretical estimate reported in Ref. 39, that determines this activation energy difference at

0.9 kcal/mol along with the 1,4-product:1,5-product ratio of 82:18. Therefore, in this ther-

mal reaction under the kinetic control, both 1,4-disubstituted and 1,5-disubstituted products

will be formed. Moreover, the reaction without a catalyst will proceed slowly due to a high

activation energy along both paths.40

Next, we consider the same thermal reaction embedded inside an optical cavity with

photon mode frequency ω = 1.5 eV and light-matter coupling constant |λ| = 0.1 a.u. Both are

within the range of current experimental setups.41,42 We note that the latter can be enhanced
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by exploiting collectivity effect,19 ensemble of nearby emitters,43 multimode cavities,44 or

utilizing the strong light-confinement in picocavities.45 In the case where the cavity mode is

polarized in the molecular x-direction, which corresponds to the C-N bond forming direction

and in the plane of the forming triazole ring (see Fig 1), the reaction activation energy

increases by 7.0 kcal/mol and 7.7 kcal/mol along the 1,4-path and 1,5-path, respectively. Due

to such a high increase in the reaction activation energy, the reaction’s rate along both paths

decreases by ∼105 orders at room temperature. As a result, the barrier along the 1,5-path is

increased more than that of the 1,4-path, resulting in the calculated 1,4-product:1,5-product

ratio of 96:4.

Now if the cavity mode is polarized along the molecular y-direction, which is perpendicu-

lar to the plane of the forming triazole ring, the activation energy along the 1,4-path is lowered

by 3.4 kcal/mol, whereas for the 1,5-path by 1.8 kcal/mol. Such a decrease in the activation

energy along the 1,4-path corresponds to an increase in the reaction rate by 310 times. Addi-

tionally, due to this uneven change in the activation energy, the 1,4-product:1,5-product ratio

is 99:1. Additionally, we have performed the same calculation with the light-matter coupling

strength of |λ| = 0.2 a.u. The results are provided in parenthesis of Table 1. For this value

of the light-matter coupling strength with light polarized along the molecular y-direction,

the reaction activation energy decreases by 9.7 kcal/mol along the 1,4-path, increasing the

reaction rate by ∼107 orders as well as in 100:0 1,4-product:1,5-product ratio. This indicates

that a cavity with the mode polarized along molecular y-direction has the same effect as

adding the copper catalyst,8 i.e., increasing the reaction rate by ∼107 orders and yielding

only 1,4-disubstituted product.8

Lastly, when the cavity mode is polarized along the molecular z-direction, the activation

energy along the 1,4-path is decreased by 1.0 kcal/mol, whereas along the 1,5-path, the

activation energy is decreased by 2.7 kcal/mol. This leads to the inversion of the reaction

barriers such that the activation energy along the 1,5-path is lower by 0.5 kcal/mol than

the activation energy along the 1,4-path. Due to this, the calculated 1,4-product:1,5-product
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ratio is 30:70. Moreover, the reaction rate along the 1,5-path increases by 96 times. For the

light-matter coupling strength of |λ| = 0.2 a.u., the activation energies are decreased by

3.3 kcal/mol and 8.0 kcal/mol along the 1,4-path and 1,5-path, respectively, giving the 1,4-

product:1,5-product ratio of 0:100. Therefore, the polarization of a cavity along the molecular

z-direction in a strong light-matter coupling configuration has a same effect on the reaction

as the ruthenium catalyst.9

Another important feature of the click chemistry reactions is a high reaction energy, i.e.,

the thermodynamic stability of the products. Next, we discuss the effect of a cavity on the

reaction energy. For the no cavity reaction (CCSD), a large negative reaction energy (see

Fig. 1 and Table 1) indicate that the reaction along both 1,4-path and 1,5-path is highly

exothermic.39 The same reaction along 1,4-path and 1,5-path inside an optical cavity with

the mode polarized along the molecular x-direction becomes less exothermic by 8.8 kcal/mol

and 8.9 kcal/mol, respectively. If the cavity mode is now polarized along the molecular

y-direction, the reaction along both 1,4-path and 1,5-path becomes more exothermic by

5.9 kcal/mol and 4.0 kcal/mol, respectively. For a stronger light-matter coupling strength

of |λ| = 0.2 a.u., the reaction along both 1,4-path and 1,5-path becomes more exothermic

by 18.9 kcal/mol and 13.4 kcal/mol, respectively. Finally, the most significant effect of the

cavity mode(s) on the reaction energy is observed when the cavity mode is polarized along

the molecular z-direction. Under these conditions, the reaction along the 1,4-path and 1,5-

path is stabilized by 9.3 kcal/mol and 10.9 kcal/mol, respectively. The strong light-matter

coupling strength of |λ| = 0.2 a.u. makes the reaction even more exothermic by 23.1 kcal/mol

and 27.7 kcal/mol along both paths, respectively. Therefore, this indicates that a cavity can

be utilized to change the reaction products’ thermal stability and modulate the reaction’s

reversibility.

Click chemistry is grounded on two important principles, the kinetic control of selectiv-

ity and the high thermodynamic stability of products. In this work, we have theoretically

demonstrated that an optical cavity can be utilized for modulating the product’s selectivity
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under kinetic control and reactions reversibility of 1,3-dipolar cycloaddition click chemistry

reaction between cyanoacetylene and formylazide. In particular, we have shown that a cavity

with the light mode polarized in the C-N bond-forming direction inhibits the overall reaction.

Conversely, when the cavity mode is polarized in the remaining two molecular directions de-

noted as the Cartesian y and z, the reaction is catalyzed along both 1,4-path and 1,5-path,

respectively, leading to selective formation of major 1,4-disubstituted or 1,5-disubstituted

products. These findings indicate that a cavity with the light polarized along these two di-

rections offers a metal-free alternative to the copper or ruthenium catalysts8,9 with the same

rate increasing and stereoselective control effects on the reaction in a strong, but achievable,

light-matter coupling regime. Lastly, we have shown that for a cavity with y and z oriented

fields, the reaction along both reaction paths becomes significantly more exothermic relative

to no cavity case. Due to the great importance of click chemistry in drug discovery, chemical

biology, and proteomic applications,1 we expect that our findings will further stimulate both

experimental and theoretical research in cavity enhancement of click chemistry reactions.
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(12) Schäfer, C.; Flick, J.; Ronca, E.; Narang, P.; Rubio, A. Shining Light on the Micro-
scopic Resonant Mechanism Responsible for Cavity-Mediated Chemical Reactivity. Nat.
Commun. 2022, 13, 7817.

(13) Sun, J.; Vendrell, O. Suppression and Enhancement of Thermal Chemical Rates in a
Cavity. J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 2022, 13, 4441–4446.

11



(14) Mandal, A.; Taylor, M.; Weight, B.; Koessler, E.; Li, X.; Huo, P. Theoretical Advances
in Polariton Chemistry and Molecular Cavity Quantum Electrodynamics. 2022, Chem-
Rxiv:10.26434 .

(15) Ebbesen, T. W. Hybrid Light-Matter States in a Molecular and Material Science Per-
spective. Acc. Chem. Res. 2016, 49, 2403–2412.

(16) Herrera, F.; Spano, F. C. Cavity-Controlled Chemistry in Molecular Ensembles. Phys.
Rev. Lett. 2016, 116, 238301.

(17) Ribeiro, R. F.; Mart́ınez-Mart́ınez, L. A.; Du, M.; Campos-Gonzalez-Angulo, J.; Yuen-
Zhou, J. Polariton Chemistry: Controlling Molecular Dynamics with Optical Cavities.
Chem. Sci. 2018, 9, 6325–6339.

(18) Ruggenthaler, M.; Tancogne-Dejean, N.; Flick, J.; Appel, H.; Rubio, A. From a
Quantum-Electrodynamical Light-Matter Description to Novel Spectroscopies. Nat.
Rev. Chem. 2018, 2, 1–16.

(19) Garcia-Vidal, F. J.; Ciuti, C.; Ebbesen, T. W. Manipulating Matter by Strong Coupling
to Vacuum Fields. Science 2021, 373, eabd0336.
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