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Abstract 

To all appearances, electron impact mass spectrometer (EI-MS) is considered a ‘‘chirally 

blind’’ instrument. However, numerous non-identical R (right handed) and S (left handed) 

configurations of prochiral alcohols' mass spectra have appeared in the literature with almost 

no justification.  Such observations are often attributed to impurities, experimental 

circumstances, inaccurate measurements, etc. In an experimental attempt to explain this 

phenomenon, here we have avoided the above mentioned pitfalls by conducting control 

experiments using different pure enantiomers under the same circumstances. Hence, we report 

the mass spectra of R- and S-enantiomers of 2-octanol (1R, 1S) and 1-octyn-3-ol (2R, 2S) 

collected by running 20 independent experiments for each R- and S-enantiomer. Statistical 

analyses confirmed that the peak intensities were significant to an acceptable level of 

confidence. The 1R and 1S enantiomers were separated reasonably in the PC space, implying 
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that the chirally blind EI-MS is able to discriminate between R and S prochiral alcohols. 

Theoretically, self-complexation through H-bonding for S (or R) appears to give a new chiral 

center at the H-bonded oxygen atom, producing a new dimeric pair of diastereomers SRS.+ and 

SSS.+ (or RRR.+ and RSR.+) after ionization. The calculation results of Gibbs free energies 

(ΔG < 0) and the equilibrium distribution (Keq > 1) have shown that these hydrogen bonds are 

formed. Interestingly, the latter four ionized diastereomers appear with different structural and 

thermodynamic parameters at the M06-2X/6-311++g (d,p) level of theory.   

 

Keywords: EI-MS spectra, Prochiral, Enantiomer, Mass spectra. 

 

Introduction 

Chiral discrimination is vital in various fields.1-4 Most medically important compounds are 

chiral with only one of their enantiomers exhibiting biological activity and the other being often 

inactive with harmful effects in a chiral environment, such as in biological systems.5 The 

current trend in medicinal advancement and the market is increasingly moving towards 

developing pure enantiomeric drugs for their therapeutic values, such as reducing the required 

dose, increasing the potency, and improving their safety profile.5 The food and drug 

administration (FDA) guidelines require knowledge of chirality for compounds with chiral 

centers for in vitro and in vivo studies during the drug development.6 Traditionally, this 

information is not solicited from analytical tools like an electron impact mass spectrometer (EI-

MS) which lacks an asymmetric environment.7-11 An asymmetric environment is required to 

distinguish between non-superimposable enantiomers including nearly all amino acids, sugars, 

proteins, nucleic acids, lipids, carbohydrates, agrochemicals, foods, pharmaceuticals, and many 

industrial compounds. Detection methods are mainly based on diastereomer formation via 
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chiral substrates, chiral selectors, chiral metal complexes, etc.12-17 Discrimination between 

enantiomers is customarily achieved by polarimetry, optical rotator dispersion (ORD), circular 

dichroism (CD), etc.18-21 However, many biochemical interactions in the body are based on 

non-bonding interactions of chiral and prochiral structures. These interactions can alter the 

properties of chiral compounds by creating new chiral centers. Hence, formation of temporary 

diastereomers may explain these changes.22-27 In this work, we show a unique potential of a 

routine chirally blind gas chromatograph EI-MS instrument in distinguishing between alcohols 

containing prochiral centers. 

Experimental and Computational Methods 

1. Experimental investigation 

The GC–MS analyses were performed with the Agilent 5973 inert Gas Chromatograph/Mass 

Spectrometer (Ionization mode justified on EI, Ionization energy 70 eV) with a transfer line 

temperature hold at ambient temperatures; helium was used as the carrier gas (constant flow, 1 

mL/min). The ion source temperature was fixed at 50 °C to maintain possible intermolecular 

interactions in the studied structures. Chromatographic separations were performed with an 

Agilent J&W DB-5ms column, which is a nonpolar phenyl arylene polymer, virtually 

equivalent to (5%-phenyl)-methylpolysiloxane (30 m, 0.25 mm film thickness 1.40 μm). The 

oven temperature was set at 50 °C. Total ion chromatograms (TICs) were recorded (full scan 

range from m/z 15 to m/z 160, at 1.05 scan s-1). 

The PCA approach was used for dimension reduction and visualization of the collected data in 

this work. We used MATLAB software (version 2022a) for implementation of the PCA 

approach and the singular value decomposition (SVD) algorithm was used for this purpose. 

The Fisher’s least significant difference (LSD) at the 0.05% of statistical probability (e.g. 

P≤0.05- means with 95% accuracy) was used for determining the level of meaningful 
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differences between the averages of mass spectra. The LSD calculates the smallest significant 

difference between means from different individual groups. Any difference larger than the LSD 

is considered a significant result. The LSD calculations were conducted using the multcompare 

function in MATLAB software (version 2022a). The two-sided T-test and F-test analyses 

(called t value in student's t test and F value in ANOVA (Analysis of Variance) test) were 

conducted using the facilities provided in both MATLAB and Microsoft Excel software tools. 

Theoretical investigation 

Systematic conformer search for complexes were carried out using Spartan’14 and the 

molecular mechanics (MMFF94).28-31 All quantum chemical calculations were performed 

using Gaussian 09 suite of programs.32 Geometry optimizations and frequency calculations of 

studied molecules were achieved using M06-2X hybrid density functional theory calculations 

with Pople type 6-311++g (d, p) basis set, which is the most efficient method to describe the 

van der Waals interactions at a relatively small computational cost.33,34 Interaction energy and 

Gibbs free energy were calculated following equation (1) 

∆∆G = ∆GAB – ∆GA – ∆GB     (1) 

To overcome basis set superposition errors (BSSE), we used counterpoise (CP) method to 

ensure the simultaneous optimization of geometries of dimeric complexes.35,36 This method is 

prevalent and validated in many other papers on alcohols.37-44 

We can calculate the equilibrium distribution of each species in the mixture on the basis of its 

equilibrium constant (2) 

Keq =
𝑁1

𝑁2
= exp (−

 ∆G

𝑅𝑇
)     (2)  

Where ∆G is the difference in Gibbs free of respective species at 298.15 K.45 
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Results and Discussion 

1. Experimental 

The EI-MS appeared in 1900’s, with an undesirable classical claim that all “enantiomers give 

an identical mass spectrum under EI-MS achiral operating conditions”11. To all appearances, 

EI-MS is still considered a ‘‘chirally blind’’ instrument. Yet, numerous non-identical R and S 

mass spectra of enantiomeric prochiral pairs are found in the literature. As samples, we show 

ten clearly different spectra of R and S pairs, obtained from the library of mass spectra NIST 

web book (Supplementary 1). This phenomenon may be attributed to impurities, experimental 

circumstances, inaccurate measurements, etc. Here, we have avoided such pitfalls by 

conducting control experiments using pure enantiomers under the same circumstances. We 

provide statistical analysis to confirm that the peak intensities for the scrutinized enantiomers 

are significant to an acceptable level of confidence.46 For example, we report the mass spectra 

collected by running 20 independent experiments for each enantiomer (1R and 1S), which were 

internally normalized concerning the signal recorded at m/z = 54. The latter was selected for 

the normalization procedure since it was not saturated in all experiments. Moreover, several 

different internal normalizations were performed concerning other m/z values, but the same 

results were obtained (data not shown). The internal normalization procedure eliminates the 

effects of different random variables, which may affect the concentration of analytes in the 

mass analyzer. In order to explore the similarities of signals for different samples and 

enantiomers, principle component analysis (PCA) has been performed on collected data. The 

PCA approach reduces the dimension of this multivariate data and provides a systematic way 

for visualization purposes. The first principle components (PCs) describe most variances of the 

signals, while the last PCs are attributed to the distribution of noise in the data. The plot of the 

first PCs against each other represents the contribution of meaningful signals for describing the 

data. The first three PCs in this work cover 95.5% of the data variances. The plot of the PC1 
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against PC2 and PC3 is shown in a 3D-plot (Fig. 1a, top). Evidently, most of the 1R and 1S 

enantiomers are separated reasonably in the PC space. This score plot implies that the mass 

spectra for 1R and 1S enantiomers are significantly different. The average mass spectra for 1R 

and 1S enantiomers show the 1R peaks are more intense than the 1S signals (Fig. 1b, top). Mass 

spectra average differences appear neither the same nor homogeneous for discriminatory m/z 

channels of 1R and 1S. In contrast, the magnitude of lots of m/z channels is the same in the two 

enantiomers (Fig. 1c, top). The student’s t-test has been used to compare the average values of 

signals for different m/z channels of 1R and 1S enantiomers. The most discriminatory m/z 

channels, with the most different values of signals for 1R and 1S enantiomers, are listed 

(Supplementary 2). The calculated p-values reveal that the observed differences between mass 

peaks for 1R and 1S enantiomers are significant. Likewise, differences between mass peaks for 

2R and 2S enantiomers appear significant, under similar treatments (Fig. 1a-c, bottom; 

Supplementary 3). Moreover, to confirm the accuracy of the data obtained in the 

conformational energy calculations and show significant differences, we performed T-student 

test analyses on the dimer data set of the studied molecules. 
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Fig. 1. Statistical analysis for enantiomers of 2-octanol (1R, 1S; top), along with those of 1-

octyn-3-ol (2R, 2S; bottom) a) A 3D-plot of the PC1 against PC2 and PC3. b) The average mass 

spectra. c) Average differences between the mass spectra. 
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Interestingly, the GC-chromatogram of pure 1R and 1S exhibit several small peaks at higher 

retention times, which show the same m/z 1R and 1S (Fig. 2 b-c). Although the existence of 

hydrogen dimers in alcohols has not been fully proven, several reports have confirmed the 

existence of these interactions.47-49 Such associated molecules may give higher retentions 

because of their polar intermolecular interactions and/or non-polar ones which exhibit higher 

interaction strength for larger molecules.50-52 Moreover, it has been established that in 

simulations of the secondary alcohols, the formation of assemblies as ring clusters take 

precedence over chain structures, and the most probable cluster size consists of two monomers 

with tails longer than 5 carbon.53 Due to the fact that self-assembly does not follow a specific 

pattern at the gas phase, there is a high probability of forming several dimers with different 

conformers. Therefore, we used conformer search to find the most likely dimer and repeated 

20 times. 

 

Fig. 2. a) Conversion of prochiral S-2-octanol, 1S (or its enantiomer R-2-octanol, 1R) to the 

seemingly diastereomeric radical cations, 1SS 
.+ and 1SR

 .+(or 1RS
 .+ and 1RR

 .+) upon ionization 
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in EI-MS chamber, Eqs.1 (or Eqs 2) (Supplementary 5). b, c) Gas chromatogram of 1R and 1S. 

Peaks at longer retention times show the same GC-MS spectras 1R and 1S, respectively 

(Supplementary 6). 

 

2. Theoretical 

Interaction energies for H-bonded dimers were instructive (Fig. 3 and Table 1). It is the energy 

released when the H-bonded oxygen atom, producing a new dimeric pair of diastereomers 

1SRS
.+

 and 1SSS
.+ (or 1RSR

.+ and 1RRR
.+) after ionization. The results of our calculations with 

exothermic reactions with a negative ΔG (-10.64 to -11.24 kcal/mol) have explicitly shown that 

these hydrogen bonds formed. The discrimination between the enantiomers may be justified 

through their possible self-assemblies as chiral selectors, which could be made diastereomeric 

complexes via H-bonding. The reason is that it is, without doubt, the larger H-bond aggregates 

that the chirally blind EI-MS is able to discriminate between R and S prochiral alcohols. 

Our calculations at M06-2X/6-311++g(d,p) level of theory confirmed our experimental 

findings. The dimers did not have the same structural properties, and the average energy of the 

dimers formed in 1R was the same as 1S. Finally, we selected the most stable conformers and 

calculated their quantum properties. Interestingly, the non-polar and H-bonding association of 

1R (as a chiral selector) with an ionized form molecule of itself (1R
.+, after ionization) gives 

several diastereomers, whose most stable form is 1RR
.+  with 10.64 kcal/mol less Gibbs free 

energy that the sum of two separated (most stable) conformers of 1R and 1R
.+ (Fig. 3c). A similar 

association of 1S (as a chiral selector) with an ionized form molecule of itself (1S
.+, after 

ionization) gives several diastereomers, whose most stable form is 1SS
.+ with 10.64 kcal/mol 

less Gibbs free energy than the sum of two separated (most stable) conformers of 1S and 1S
.+ 

(Fig. 3d). On the other hand, dimerization of 1R and 1S is endothermic giving 1RR
 and 1SS with 
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3.60 and 3.61 kcal/mol more Gibbs free energy than the sum of their monomeric constituents 

(Fig. 3a-b). To understand the strength of hydrogen bonds and possibly their ability to form a 

new chiral center, we carried out an AIM calculation on the most stable dimers at M06-2x/6-

311++g(d,p) level of theory. Strong and moderate H-bonding interactions range from 15.0-40 

and 4-15 kcal/mol, respectively.54 The results of our calculations categorized the hydrogen 

bonds formed, especially in ionic dimers, as strong, showing 24.30 kcal/mol for 1RR
.+ and 1SS

.+, 

plus 9.04 for 1RR and 1SS, respectively. Further experimental scrutiny of the latter is beyond 

the scope of this manuscript and will be accounted for elsewhere. The ΔG < 0 and Keq > 1 for 

1RR
.+, 1SS

.+, 2RR
.+, and 2SS

.+ indicate that the H-bonding formations are favored (Table 1). 
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Fig. 3. Our calculations attribute spectral differences between Gibbs free energy (ΔG) of 

species (1R, 1S, 2R, 2S) to the differences in their H-bonded dimers or the differing interactions 

with the resulting radical cations as chiral selectors. Selected energies and thermodynamic 

parameters from DFT optimized neutral species (1R, 1S, 2R, 2S) and their diastereomeric dimers 

are shown in Supplementary 7. 

 

Table 1. Super-molecular interaction (H-bonding dimerization) energies between 

unionized 1EA species per se (1R, 1S, 2R, 2S), forming 3EAA dimers (1RR, 2RR, 1SS, 2SS); along 

with interaction energies between 1EA species and 2EB radical cations (1R
.+, 1S

.+, 2R
.+, 2S

.+), 

giving dimeric (1RR
.+, 1SS

.+, 2RR
.+, and 2SS

.+), Gibbs free energy (ΔG), and equilibrium constant 

(Keq) at M06-2X/6-311++g(d,p) level of theory. 

M
o
n
o
m

er
s Energy (a.u.) 

1EA or 2EB 

Dimers 

Energy (a.u.) 

3EAA or EAB 

ΔEa 

(kcal/mol) 

ΔGb 

(kcal/mol) 

Keq 

1R -390.575587 1RR -781.16558 -9.04 3.60 2.29*10-3 

1R
.+ -390.230653 1RR

.+ -780.84497 -24.30 -10.64 6.33*10+7 

1S -390.575587 1SS -781.16558 -9.04 3.61 2.23*10-3 

1S
.+ -390.230653 1SS

.+ -780.84497 -24.30 -10.64 6.32*10+7 

2R -388.146536 2RR -776.302547 -5.95 3.72 1.89*10-3 

2R
.+ -387.797158 2RR

.+ -775.974193 -19.14 -11.24 1.73*10+7 

2S -388.146536 2SS -776.307104 -8.81 3.75 1.78*10-3 

2S
.+ -387.797158 2SS

.+ -775.97875 -22.00 -11.23 1.72*10+7 

aΔE = EAA or EAB – (EA+EB) 

bΔG = GAA or GAB – (GA+GB) 

 

In order to understand the bonding or non-bonding nature of interaction between the chiral 

centers and its effects on the stability of alcohol complexes, we carried out the quantum theory 
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of atoms in molecules (QTAIM) calculations, using AIM200055 and Multiwfn56 software 

packages (Fig. 4 and Table 2). Electron density values (ρBCP) of 0.110 and 0.009 for 

intermolecular interactions OH---O and CH----O between two monomers of 1RR
.+, as well as 

their corresponding Laplacian (∇2ρ BCP) of 0.100 and 0.030 indicate that the above mentioned 

interactions are H-bonding and van der Waals interactions, respectively.57 In addition, to 

determine the contribution of such interactions to the stability of the complexes, we calculated 

interactions energy H-bonding (ΔEHB), which was equivalent to the average potential energy 

(V) at the bond critical point (BCP). The G and V are the kinetic and potential energy density 

at BCP, respectively.  
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Fig. 4. Atoms in molecules (AIM) wave function analysis, showing bond critical points (BCP) 

with small red spheres; and the ring critical points (RCP) with very small yellow spheres. 
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Table 2. Electron density (ρBCP), Laplacian (∇2ρBCP), potential energy (VBCP), kinetic energy 

(GBCP), total electron energy densities (HBCP= GBCP+VBCP), interaction energy (ΔEHB= ½ VBCP), 

calculated at the respective bond critical points, by M06-2X2/6-311++G(d,p). 

Compund *ρBCP *∇ 2ρBCP *VBCP *GBCP *HBCP 

ΔEHB 

(kcal/mol) 

1RR(OH----O)  0.026 0.110 -0.022 0.025 0.003 -6.986 

1RR(CH----O)  0.010 0.032 -0.006 0.007 0.001 -1.919 

1RR 
.+

(OH----O)  0.110 0.100 -0.139 0.082 -0.057 -43.488 

1RR
 .+

(CH----O)  0.009 0.030 -0.006 0.007 0.001 -1.843 

1SS(OH---O)  0.026 0.110 -0.022 0.025 0.003 -6.990 

1SS(CH---O)  0.010 0.032 -0.006 0.007 0.001 -1.919 

1SS 
.+

(OH---O)  0.110 0.100 -0.139 0.082 -0.057 -43.494 

1SS 
.+

(CH---O)  0.009 0.031 -0.006 0.007 0.001 -1.843 

2RR(OH----O)  0.024 0.097 -0.005 0.022 0.026 1.484 

2RR(CH----O)  0.007 0.020 -0.004 0.004 0.001 -1.256 

2RR
 .+

(OH----O)  0.084 0.146 -0.098 0.067 -0.031 -30.62 

2RR 
.+

(CH----O)  ------ ------ ------- ------- ----- ------ 

2SS(OH---O)  0.023 0.094 -0.019 0.021 0.002 -5.906 

2SS(CH---O)  0.008 0.024 -0.005 0.006 0.001 -1.595 

2SS 
.+

(OH---O)  0.084 0.146 -0.098 0.067 -0.031 -30.62 

2SS 
.+

(CH---O)  ------ ------ ------- ------- ----- ------ 

*In a.u.       
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3. A probable justification 

Initially, we entertained the following justification for our strange observations. As pure 1S (or 

1R) passes through the ionization chamber of an EI-MS, each of its six prochiral centers (an -

OH and five –CH2 groups) may lose an electron and convert into apparent pairs of 

diastereomers 1SS
 .+ and 1SR 

.+ ( or 1RS
 .+ and 1RR

 .+) with anticipated different energies (Fig. 2a, 

Supplementary 4). Although, their racemic combination (1S and 1R) don't convert into 

diastereomers because 1SS
.+ with  1RR

.+ and 1SR
 .+ with 1RR 

.+ (for species 1S  and 1R, respectively) 

are enantiomers. Secondly, discrimination between the mirror images may be justified through 

their possible self-assemblies as chiral selectors, which could be made diastereomeric 

complexes via diverse interactions such as H-bonding and van der Waals interactions.58 

The main point seems to be that chiral discrimination might be caused not only by the formation 

of diastereomeric dimers via hydrogen bonding but also by different rates of fragmentation 

from different conformers of the monomers.59 

 

Conclusion 

An unprecedented phenomenon of the ability of chirally blind EI-MS instruments to 

discriminate between chiral molecules containing prochiral centers is introduced. Our 

statistical analyses clearly confirm and to an acceptable confidence level significant differences 

between the EI-MS spectra enantiomers derived from different prochiral compounds (1S vs. 1R 

and 2S vs. 2R). The unionized enantiomers (R and S), may act as chiral selectors, making the 

observed difference between the enantiomers' mass spectra. Hence, self-complexation through 

H-bonding for 1S (or 1R) may give a new chiral center at the H-bonded oxygen atom, producing 

a new dimeric pair of diastereomers 1SRS
.+ and 1SSS

.+ (or 1RRR
.+ and 1RSR

.+) after ionization. 

Interestingly, the latter four ionized diastereomers appear with different structural and 
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thermodynamic parameters at the M06-2X/6-311++g (d,p) level of theory. Our statistical 

analyses clearly confirm and to an acceptable confidence level significant differences between 

the EI-MS spectra enantiomers derived from different prochiral compounds (1S vs. 1R and 2S 

vs. 2R). 
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