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Abstract: The S2 state produces two basic electron paramagnetic resonance signal types due to
the manganese cluster in oxygen-evolving complex, which are influenced by the solvents, and
cryoprotectant added to the photosystem II samples. It is presumed that a single manganese center
oxidation occurs on S1 → S2 state transition. The S2 state has readily visible multiline and g4.1
electron paramagnetic resonance signals and hence it has been the most studied of all the Kok cycle
intermediates due to the ease of experimental preparation and stability. The S2 state was studied
using electron paramagnetic resonance spectroscopy at X-band frequencies. The aim of this study
was to determine the spin states of the g4.1 signal. The multiline signal was observed to arise from a
ground state spin 12 centre while the g4.1 signal generated at ≈140 K NIR illumination was proposed
to arise from a spin 52 center with rhombic distortion. The ‘ground’ state g4.1 signal was generated
solely or by conversion from the multiline. The data analysis methods used involved numerical
simulations of the experimental spectra on relevant models of the oxygen-evolving complex cluster.
A strong focus in this paper was on the ‘ground’ state g4.1 signal, whether it is a rhombic 52 spin state
signal or an axial 32 spin state signal. The data supported an X-band CW-EPR-generated g4.1 signal
as originating from a near rhombic spin 5/2 of the S2 state of the PSII manganese cluster.
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1. Introduction
The invention of photosynthetic oxygen evolution in 4.6 billion years of the history of
the earth allowed for the development of oxygenic atmosphere that forms the basis of life
activities. Green plants, algae, and cyanobacteria powered by solar energy convert carbon
dioxide and water into molecular oxygen and organic matter. This process is catalyzed by
a huge membrane pigment–protein complex enzyme in photosystem II (PSII) [1]. The core
machinery for oxygen evolution is Mn4 CaO5 cluster (catalytic site) located in photosystem
II (PS II) protein complex [2]. The oxygen evolution proceeds, removing four electrons
and four protons (H+ ) from the two substrate water molecules at the Mn4 CaO5 cluster
of the oxygen-evolving complex (OEC) of PSII [3,4]. The two ligand water molecules,
W1 and W2, are located at the dangling Mn4 site in the Mn4 CaO5 cluster, while another
two water ligands (W3 and W4) are located at the Ca2+ site [5]. The structure of the
multi-sub-unit pigment–protein complex (PSII) has been studied extensively by X-ray
diffraction (XRD), with a resolution ranging from 3.8 to 1.9 Å using synchrotron radiation
(SR) X-ray sources [6–11]. The structure of PSII from different photosynthetic organisms
has been revealed by both cryoelectron microscopy and X-ray crystallography [2,7,12–15].
The PSII electron transfer process is divided into ‘acceptor’ and ‘donor’ sides. The acceptor
side receives an electron from the reduced P680 *, hence oxidizing it to P680 + (estimated
reduction potential of 1.2 V). The P680 + formed is reduced from the ‘donor’ side by oxidizing
the Mn4 CaO5 cluster [16]. The OEC is oxidized successively by P680 + four times, then
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resets itself to the most reduced state after it converts water into molecular oxygen. The
redox-active tyrosine residue of D1 subunit called tyrosine ‘Z’ (TyrZ ) electrically links
the OEC to P680 [17–19]. The catalytic mechanism of the OEC is still unresolved. The
oxidation states of the Mn ions and how they change along the catalytic site is not clear.
The manganese cluster undergoes four successive oxidations, progressing through a series
of different net valence states (so-called Si states, where i = 0–4, i denotes the stored
oxidizing equivalents). The oxidation state of the OEC, Si , increases as electron transfer
occurs. Oxygen evolved in the S3 → S0 transition while proton release is noticed with
stoichiometry 1:0:1:2 for S0 → S1 → S2 → S3 → S0 [5]. The S0 and S2 states of the catalytic
site have a net unpaired spin 12 arising from anti-ferromagnetic couplings of the Mn ions,
which makes them paramagnetic and thus can be studied using electron paramagnetic
resonance (EPR) spectroscopy. The S2 (and S0 ) states yield Mn-derived hyperfine structured,
so-called multiline (ML) signals (included over 20 resolved lines hence called ‘multiline’),
centered on g ≈ 2 at low temperatures [20–22]. The Mn ions are exchange coupled in all
Kok cycle S-states [23]. This is mainly anti-ferromagnetic—the spins oppose each other.
S0 and S2 have a net spin 12 ground state. This effective single electron spin interacts with
all Mn nuclei (each Mn ion has nuclear spin I = 25 ), giving rise to a nuclear hyperfine
(HF)-structured ML pattern through the nuclear HF couplings Ai . In the exchange-coupled
system, these are given by Ai = ρi Ai(ion) , where Ai(ion) is ‘isolated ion’ HF value. The
projection coefficients are dimensionless and sum 1 for the whole Mn cluster [24]. An
estimate of this HF value can be obtained from a single determinant quantum chemical
calculation on the geometry-optimized S2 state Mn cluster [25]. The ρi (projection of the
total spin onto Mni ) is the projection coefficient arising from the coupling in the system
within the ST = 12 manifold. Since the OEC is a sufficiently strongly exchanged coupled
system, it is therefore the effective Mn HF interaction’s ‘spin projected’ values that are seen,
not the intrinsic ‘single’ ion value. The spin projections reflect the contribution of each
Mn ion to a total spin state. The pulsed electron–electron double resonance (PELDOR)
measurements carried out between the S2 ML signal and TryD (situated ≈30 Å from the
OEC) radical dipole/dipole interaction are consistent with the data of Jin et al. [25] and
Kurashinge et al. [26], with ρ1 ≈ 2, ρ2 ≈ −1.2, ρ3 + ρ4 ≈ 0.2 [27]. Therefore, the HF
couplings seen from the MnIII is ≈ twice that from MnIV and much more anisotropic. Since
the dominant line spacing of the ML signal is ≈90 G (250 MHz) and the width of the
ML signal is ≈1800 G (5.5 GHz), it means that one coupling must be large since two Mn
couplings are small. This is because, in first order
ML width (1800 G) ~ 5(A1eff + A2 eff + A3 eff + A4 eff )

(1)

Here, the Ai eff are effective, ≈angularly averaged HF values. The ρi can be described
as a measure of electron density of each Mn ion in the cluster or describe the contribution of
each of the Mn ions in the Mn4 CaO5 cluster to a total spin state. All the four Mn contribute
to the ML signal through its HF interactions in the OEC. The total width is determined
by the contributions from individual Mn ions. The effective spin Hamiltonian describing
ground state ST = 12 is
4

4

1

1

H = gS β·ST · Hz + ∑ Ii · ai ·ST+ ∑ Ii · Qi · Ii

(2)

The first term in Equation (2) represents the total electron Zeeman term, while the
second term represents HF terms, and the last term the nuclear quadrupole.
Casey et al. [28], discovered another S2 state signal formed by ≈140 K illumination of
PSII samples, also attributed to the manganese cluster and called the g4.1 signal, centered
near g ≈ 4.10, which can appear with or without the presence of the ML signal [29].
Following its initial discovery by Casey et al., it was subsequently shown that the ML
signal to g4.1 inter-conversion could be stimulated by near infrared (NIR) illumination
at about 140 K in PSII centers already in the S2 state [30]. It is likely that some NIR was
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present in the illuminations originally used by Casey et al. The ‘ground’ state g4.1 signal
has been proposed to arise from a rhombic spin 52 center [31] or near axial spin 32 center [32].
A strong focus in this paper has been on the ‘ground’ state g4.1 signal, whether it is
a rhombic 52 spin state signal or an axial 32 spin state signal. A quartet state is when an
ion has three unpaired electrons with the total spin of 32 (see Figure 1). This state with an
odd number of electrons is a Kramers system and the electronic states are at least doubly
degenerate (± 21 and ± 32 ) in the absence of external magnetic fields. These Kramers doublets
are degenerate states for any molecule with an odd number of electrons (± 12 , ± 32 , ± 52 ,
± 27 . . . .). The zero-field splitting’s (ZFS) and deviation from regular symmetry produce
two Kramers doublets: ms = ± 21 and ms = ± 32 . The Zeeman splittings also depend on the
orientation of the magnetic field with respect to the molecule. The spin Hamiltonian for
the EPR spectra becomes [33]
5
2
2
2
H= βH · g·Ŝ + D [Ŝz − ] + E [Ŝx − Ŝy ]
4

(3)

Figure 1. The axial spin 32 state ZFS and the Zeeman splitting when the field is parallel to the
molecular axis. The arrows indicate the microwave quantum energy E = hν. Figure based on a
diagram provided in Carrington et al. [33].

The first term in the Hamiltonian (Equation (3)) represents the electron Zeeman
term, while the second term is the ZFS interaction, with E = 0 for axially symmetric. The
degeneracy of the Kramers doublets is removed by the magnetic field along the external z
direction. The energy gap of the splitting is 2D (Figure 1) between the two states, which are
Kramers pairs, with D representing the energy of ZFS. These degenerate doublets undergo
splitting when an external magnetic field is applied.
If the ZFS is greater than the applied microwave quantum (E = hv), then the transition
+ 21 ↔ + 32 will not be accessible, while the lower one ( − 21 ↔ − 32 ) will require very high
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magnetic fields to be observed. These leave − 12 ↔ + 12 as the only transition that can be
observed under any amount of ZFS. Therefore, only a g ≈ 2 transition will be visible if the
parallel external magnetic field is applied parallel to the molecular ZFS axis (Figure 1). If
the external magnetic field is applied perpendicular (Figure 2) to the molecular symmetry
axis, the splitting’s of the Kramers doublets will be different from when the field is applied
parallel due to the Zeeman interaction. Here, the states ± 12 and ± 32 mix instead of forming
the simple Kramers doublets, forming new states with combination of both the 12 and 32
states, which splits differently from the earlier case during the Zeeman interaction. The
transitions occur around g = 4 and the g4.1 peak will be visible (Figure 2).

Figure 2. The axial spin
molecular axis.

3
2

state ZFS and the Zeeman splitting when the field is perpendicular to the

An ion with five unpaired d electrons (high spin) has total spin = 52 , and the ms can be
+ 32 , + 12 , − 12 , − 32 , − 52 . These electrons, in both tetrahedral and octahedral symmetry,
occupy the d orbitals as follows: two occupy the degenerate eg orbitals while the remaining
three occupy the triply degenerate t2g orbitals. This means the ground state orbitals are
nondegenerate, and any excited state will involve the promotion of an electron from t2g to
eg orbitals or from eg to t2g orbitals. Since the orbitals are non-degenerate, as opposed to the
quartet state above, then spin orbit coupling will be negligible and hence the ZFS would
be quite small. Nonetheless the spin degeneracy is still removed in this kind of complex,
with direct electron dipole spin–spin couplings or higher order spin–orbit perturbations
modifying the spin Hamiltonian as follows [33]:

+ 52 ,

1 4
707
4
4
H = gβH·Ŝ + a[Ŝx + Ŝy + Ŝz −
]
6
16

(4)

The first term in the Hamiltonian (Equation (4)) represents the electronic Zeeman
term, while the second term represents the direct electron dipole spin–spin couplings or
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higher order spin–orbit perturbations. Ŝ is the fictitious spin. This results in the splitting
of the rhombic 52 spin state into three Kramers doublets (ms = ± 21 , ms = ± 23 , and ms = ± 52 ).
The three Kramers doublets have three groups of states, with all the transitions except
− 21 ↔ + 12 with g = 2 being forbidden by ∆ms = ±1 selection rule. The degeneracy is
removed when a magnetic field is applied, with the splitting produced proportional to the
applied magnetic field because it occurs in first order perturbation [34].
For a pure rhombic system, only the terms S2x − Sy2 are significant in ZFS, and the three
Kramers doublets are once again split into three degenerate pairs. The pair with splitting
energy W = 0 (Figure 3) is characterized by g = 4.286, which is independent of orientation,
i.e., isotropic [34]. The two other pairs (upper and lower) have anisotropic (dependent on
orientation) transitions, with g = 9.678, 0.857, and 0.607 values [34]. Figure 3 below shows
the energy level-splitting diagram associated with the pure rhombic spin 52 - state. This is
characterized by the quasi-isotropic EPR transition at g ≈ 4.2 − 4.3. This spin species is
examined here as the possible basis for OEC resonances in the S2 state.

Figure 3. Illustrates the pure rhombic spin

5
2

ZFS and Zeeman splitting.

2. Results and Discussion
The difference spectra for the ML signals, and g4.1 and ‘g2’ NIR signals were obtained
by subtracting the appropriate background, or pre-NIR illumination spectra, from the
≈140 K NIR illuminated spectra.
The ML signal (Figure 4) that resulted exhibited even more HF structured detail
compared to the ML signal generated from the ≈240 K illumination. This suggests that
the ML signal generated by ≈240 K illumination here (and likely generally) is not a
strictly uniform species with regards to factors contributing to fine spectral detail. The
resultant spectrum obtained in Figure 5 was obtained after subtracting the ≈140 K NIR ML
difference spectrum from ≈240 K ML difference spectrum, which represents the amount
of ML signal lost (≈35%) when re-illuminating the sample at ≈140 K with NIR light to
photo-induce the g4.1 signal. It is evident from the two spectra that the ML signal generated
at ≈240 K illumination had more overall intensity than the one remaining after ≈140 K
NIR illumination. This suggests that the g4.1 signal (be it ‘ground’ or ‘excited’ state) was
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formed at low temperature illumination (approximately ≈140 K) by inter-conversion of
a sub population of S2 ML centers. Re-conversion back to ML signal centers occurs by
dark adaptation at higher temperatures, ≈240 K for PSII core samples and 200 K for PS II
membrane samples [29]. This is all consistent with the original observation of ML signal to
g4.1 inter-conversion stimulated by near infrared illumination at about 140 K temperatures
in PSII membrane centers [30]. The procedure was repeated at several microwave powers
of (0.2 mW, 1 mW) at 6 K in order to check for power saturation effects, and at a range of
temperatures (5, 8, 15, and 20 K, with other parameters held constant). The ML signals
generated at various temperatures showed some differences in the signal intensity (beyond
expected Curie effects), with the maximum signal intensity observed at 6 K, with some
decrease of the signal intensity at 5 K. The origin(s) of these effects, if real, was not pursued
further here.

Figure 4. The X-band CW-EPR-generated difference ML signal obtained corresponding to light
(≈140 K NIR illumination) minus annealed spectra. Spectrometer conditions: 15 G modulation amplitude, center field 3400 G, sweep width 2500 G, 0.5 mW microwave power, frequency 9.369126 GHz,
temperature 6 K, number of points 2500.

Figure 5. The X-band CW-EPR-generated ML signal obtained (≈240 K difference) minus (≈140 K NIR difference) spectra.
This corresponds to the amount of ML signal lost (≈35%) when illuminating the sample at a lower temperature of ≈140 K
using the NIR light.
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The 140 K NIR illuminated-minus-annealed spectrum for PSIINoAdds core sample.
Figure 6 shows the ≈240 K green illuminated g4.1 difference spectrum. It was observed
between 1000 and 2200 G in the magnetic field axis at X band.

Figure 6. The X-band CW-EPR difference g4.1 spectrum obtained corresponding to the light (≈240 K
illumination) minus annealed spectra. Spectrometer conditions: 15 G modulation amplitude, center
field 1650 G, sweep width 2500 G, 0.2 mW microwave power, frequency 9.370369 GHz, temperature
6 K, number of points 2500.

To isolate the ‘pure’ spectrum of the g4.1 species generated by NIR turnover, we subtracted from the 140 K NIR-illuminated g4.1 (Figure 7) an appropriately scaled amount of
the 240 K green illuminated g4.1 (Figure 6, about 65% of the signal that did not interconvert)
to obtained the spectrum in Figure 8.

Figure 7. The X-band CW-EPR-generated difference g4.1 signal obtained corresponding to light
(≈140 K NIR illumination) minus dark S1 annealed spectra. Spectrometer conditions: 15 G modulation amplitude, center field 1650 G, sweep width 2500 G, 0.2 mW microwave power, frequency
9.370369 GHz, temperature 6 K, number of points 2500.
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Figure 8. The X-band CW-EPR difference g4.1 spectrum obtained corresponding to Figure 7 (140 K
NIR difference) minus Figure 6 (≈65% of 240 K difference) spectra.

Simulation of X-Band CW-EPR-Generated g4.1 Signal of ≈140 K NIR-Illuminated PSII
Core Samples
The g4.1 signal experimental spectrum together with best fit simulation as a 5/2 state
is shown in Figure 9. Table 1 lists the simulation parameters; the matrix diagonalization
method was used. Figure 9 shows the best fit simulation, which suggests that g4.1 signal
may originate from the spin 5/2 state. This is unlikely to be strictly accurate but given that
no HF structure is resolved on any of the excited state, spin > 12 signals, it is a reasonable,
minimal assumption. No plausible fit to the g4.1 signal could be found with rhombic
symmetry and a spin 3/2 state, but interestingly Figure 10 shows that such a species
may have been present, with one predicted up-field feature around 2200 G and the other
possibly overlapping with the spin 5/2 g4.1 signal. Thus, the spin 12 and spin 3/2 states
expected to accompany the easily visible spin 5/2 state arising from NIR turnover may
have been present. It is a unique feature of the spin 5/2 system in rhombic symmetry that
all three principal axis transitions were near co-incident at X band, making this signal easily
seen. For other spin states in the manifold of this system, the principal axis transitions were
generally well separated in the EPR spectrum and harder to identify (and thus quantitate).
Hence, the data support an X-band CW-EPR-generated g4.1 signal as originating from
a near rhombic spin 5/2 of the S2 state of the PSII manganese cluster. Therefore, the
conclusion that can be drawn from the ≈140 K NIR-illuminated PSII core samples is that, in
addition to a clear rhombic spin 5/2 state, the NIR turnover likely generated a g≈2 signal
(S = 1/2) as indicated in Figure 5 and a spin 3/2 system (Figure 10), although temperature
dependence studies of the latter two were not performed.
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Figure 9. The experimental X-band CW-EPR difference g4.1 spectrum and best-fit simulation as a rhombic spin 5/2 state
(red spectrum, see Table 1). Spectrometer conditions: center field: 1650 G; frequency: 9.369115 GHz; microwave power
0.2 mW; sweep width: 2500 G; number of points 2500; number of scans: 5; temperature: 8 K; modulation amplitude 15 G
(see Supplementary Materials S1).
Table 1. Parameters used in g4.1 signal (* fine structure terms similar to Haddy et al. 1992 [31]).

g4.1 signal
g4.1 signal

gx, gy, gz

D (cm−1 )

E/D

Mn1, Mn2
(MHz)

Linewidth
(Gauss)

Spin

2.18, 2.16, 1.98
2.18, 2.16, 1.98

* 0.45
0.3

* 0.25
0.3

194.2, 45.2
194.2, 45.2

140
140

5/2
3/2

Figure 10. The experimental X-band CW-EPR difference g4.1 spectrum and best-fit simulation (red spectrum). Spectrometer
conditions: center field: 1650 G; frequency: 9.369115 GHz; microwave power 0.2 mW; sweep width: 2500 G; number of
points 2500; number of scans: 5; temperature: 8 K; modulation amplitude 15 G (see Supplementary Materials S2).
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3. Materials and Methods
The PSII membranes and PSII core samples used were obtained from fresh market
spinach, commonly known as English spinach (Spinacia oleracea). The protocol used in
this project in isolating the PSII containing thylakoid membranes is by Bricker et al. [35],
with modification by Smith et al. [36]. The homogenization and incubation steps as well
as centrifugation were carried out in a dim green light cold room, with temperature of
about 4 ◦ C. The light harvesting complex II (LHC II) contains almost 80% chlorophyll in
the PSII membrane, and the separation of this LHC II results in isolating the PSII core
complex, which is embedded inside the larger PSII assembly. Isolation of the PSII core and
reaction center (RC) was performed following the protocol by Van Leeuwen et al. [37] with
modifications by Smith et al. [38].
3.1. Illumination and Annealing Procedures
The PSII samples prepared were thawed on ice/water mix (0 ◦ C/273 K) for 1 h before
use. Aliquots of 250 µL were carefully loaded into 4 mm O.D. quartz EPR tubes (Wilmad
quartz) and subsequently frozen in liquid nitrogen. If bubbles were found in the sample,
it was immediately thawed, the bubble was removed, and the sample was then re-frozen
in liquid nitrogen (about 77 K). The annealing of PSII sample was performed by storing
the sample in ice/water mix (0 ◦ C/273 K) covered with a black cloth to minimize stray
light entering. The sample was annealed for approximately 10 to 30 min, ensuring a full
relaxation to the S1 state, and then the sample was subsequently freeze trapped in the S1
state using liquid nitrogen. The S1 state generates the background EPR spectrum, which
was subtracted from an illumination spectrum to achieve the difference spectrum. The
tyrosine radical (YD ) signal was also removed from the difference spectrum. Otherwise,
the remaining tyrosine radical signal was subtracted using the Bruker WIN EPR system
software package.
To generate the S2 state signal as well as the inter-conversion of the ML signal to
the ‘ground’ state g4.1 signal, we subjected samples to continuous illumination at specific
temperatures and wavelengths of light. To generate the S2 state thorough S1 → S2 turnover,
from PSII core complexes or PSII membranes, the temperature of the sample was firstly
monitored and controlled by a nitrogen gas flow system, and then samples were subjected
to 12 s illumination (PSII core samples ≈240 K) or 2 min (PSII membrane samples ≈200 K)
using a Kodak Ektalite 1500 slide projector fitted with a halogen lamp. The light was
passed through a 10 cm water path IR filter and filtered using a combination of yellow and
blue filters to allow only the green light to pass. The sample was rapidly freeze-trapped in
the S2 state immediately after illumination in the liquid nitrogen (77 K).
Generation of the g4.1 signal was achieved through the inter-conversion of the ML
signal-S2 state to g4.1 signal by cooling the sample to ≈140 K using the nitrogen flow
system and NIR illumination. The light source for the NIR illumination was a 200 W slide
projector. The far-red light filters RG9 and RG750 were placed in front of the light source
to achieve illumination with low wavelength cut-off of 750 nm. This setup ensured that
NIR and far-red light passed through the filter and reached the sample. The sample was
illuminated for 12 min. The inter-conversion of the g4.1 signal to ML signal was achieved
by increasing the temperature to 200 K for PSII membranes and around 240 K for PSII
core samples.
3.2. X-Band CW-EPR Spectrometer
The experiments were performed using the X-band continuous wave (CW) EPR spectrometer on PSII containing samples (cores/membranes) trapped in the S1 (annealed-taken
as a background spectrum) and S2 states (illuminated spectrum) and inter-conversion of the
ML to the g4.1 form of the S2 state. The instrument used was a Bruker Biospin ELEXSYS E500
spectrometer equipped with Bruker SHQX resonant cavity and super X-EPR Microwave
Bridge. The spectrometer is fitted with an Oxford–ES900 continuous flow helium cryostat,
with temperatures controlled using Oxford Instruments ITC-4 temperature controller.
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4. Conclusions
The g4.1 species formed by NIR-induced turnover from the ML signal S2 state is
again almost certainly a near rhombic spin 5/2 state, as has been previously proposed [28].
The nature of the putative spin 12 state near g ≈ 2 is much harder to identify presently.
Typically, NIR stimulation of Mn mixed valence compounds induces intervalence transfer
in oxo-bridged systems, i.e., here between Mn III and Mn IV centers [39]. Since Mn2 is
strongly indicated from computational chemistry [40] to be the single MnIV species present
in S2 (ground state) of the OEC in the low oxidation paradigm (LOP), the NIR excitations
could result in exchange of this oxidation level with Mn1 or Mn3. The possible explanation
of the ≈140 K NIR-generated signals may be the inter-valence charge transfer between
Mn2 and Mn3 or Mn1, and hence there may be a possible S2 low oxidation state pattern of
III III IV III or IV III III III, respectively, as earlier assumed [25,41–47].
Supplementary Materials: Simulation parameters for Figure 9 (S1) and simulation parameters for
Figure 10 (S2).
Author Contributions: B.B. prepared samples and performed EPR experiments, simulation, and
writing—review; S.O. was involved in writing—review and editing. All authors have read and
agreed to the published version of the manuscript.
Funding: This work was supported by Botswana International University of Science and Technology
(BIUST), initiation grant number R00029.
Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.
Informed Consent Statement: Not Applicable.
Data Availability Statement: Not Applicable.
Acknowledgments: The authors acknowledge financial support provided by the Botswana International University of Science and Technology (BIUST), initiation grant number R00029. We also thank
Paul Smith for help with sample preparation as well as EPR spectrometer.
Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.
Sample Availability: Samples of the compounds are not available from the authors.

References
1.

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

7.
8.
9.
10.

Isobe, H.; Shoji, M.; Suzuki, T.; Shen, J.-R.; Yamaguchi, K. Spin, Valence, and Structural Isomerism in the S3 State of the OxygenEvolving Complex of Photosystem II as a Manifestation of Multimetallic Cooperativity. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2019, 15,
2375–2391. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Taguchi, S.; Shen, L.; Han, G.; Umena, Y.; Shen, J.-R.; Noguchi, T.; Mino, H. Formation of the High-Spin S2 State Related to the
Extrinsic Proteins in the Oxygen Evolving Complex of Photosystem II. J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 2020, 11. [CrossRef]
Shen, J.-R. The Structure of Photosystem II and the Mechanism of Water Oxidation in Photosynthesis. Annu. Rev. Plant Biol. 2015,
66, 23–48. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Cardona, T.; Rutherford, A.W. Evolution of Photochemical Reaction Centres: More Twists? Trends Plant Sci. 2019, 24, 1008–1021.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]
Saito, K.; Nakagawa, M.; Ishikita, H. pKa of the ligand water molecules in the oxygen-evolving Mn4CaO5 cluster in photosystem
II. Commun. Chem. 2020, 3, 1–7. [CrossRef]
Suga, M.; Akita, F.; Hirata, K.; Ueno, G.; Murakami, H.; Nakajima, Y.; Shimizu, T.; Yamashita, K.; Yamamoto, M.; Ago, H.; et al.
Native structure of photosystem II at 1.95 Å resolution viewed by femtosecond X-ray pulses. Nat. Cell Biol. 2015, 517, 99–103.
[CrossRef]
Umena, Y.; Kawakami, K.; Shen, J.-R.; Kamiya, N. Crystal Structure of Oxygen-Evolving Photosystem II at a Resolution of 1.9 Å.
Nature 2011, 473, 55–60. [CrossRef]
Zouni, A.; Witt, H.-T.; Kern, J.; Fromme, P.; Krauss, N.; Saenger, W.; Orth, P.P. Crystal structure of photosystem II from
Synechococcus elongatus at 3.8 Å resolution. Nat. Cell Biol. 2001, 409, 739–743. [CrossRef]
Kamiya, N.; Shen, J.-R. Crystal structure of oxygen-evolving photosystem II from Thermosynechococcus vulcanus at 3.7-A
resolution. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2003, 100, 98–103. [CrossRef]
Guskov, A.; Kern, J.; Gabdulkhakov, A.; Broser, M.; Zouni, A.; Saenger, W. Cyanobacterial photosystem II at 2.9-Å resolution and
the role of quinones, lipids, channels and chloride. Nat. Struct. Mol. Biol. 2009, 16, 334–342. [CrossRef]

Molecules 2021, 26, 2699

11.
12.
13.

14.

15.
16.
17.

18.
19.

20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.

30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.

12 of 13

Ferreira, K.N.; Iverson, T.M.; Maghlaoui, K.; Barber, J.; Iwata, S. Architecture of the Photosynthetic Oxygen-Evolving Center.
Science 2004, 303, 1831–1838. [CrossRef]
Wei, X.; Su, X.; Cao, P.; Liu, X.; Chang, W.; Li, M.; Zhang, X.; Liu, Z. Structure of spinach photosystem II–LHCII supercomplex at
3.2 Å resolution. Nat. Cell Biol. 2016, 534, 69–74. [CrossRef]
Ago, H.; Adachi, H.; Umena, Y.; Tashiro, T.; Kawakami, K.; Kamiya, N.; Tian, L.; Han, G.; Kuang, T.; Liu, Z.; et al. Novel Features
of Eukaryotic Photosystem II Revealed by Its Crystal Structure Analysis from a Red Alga. J. Biol. Chem. 2016, 291, 5676–5687.
[CrossRef]
Nagao, R.; Kato, K.; Suzuki, T.; Ifuku, K.; Uchiyama, I.; Kashino, Y.; Dohmae, N.; Akimoto, S.; Shen, J.-R.; Miyazaki, N.; et al.
Structural basis for energy harvesting and dissipation in a diatom PSII–FCPII supercomplex. Nat. Plants 2019, 5, 890–901.
[CrossRef]
Pi, X.; Zhao, S.; Wang, W.; Liu, D.; Xu, C.; Han, G.; Kuang, T.; Sui, S.-F.; Shen, J.-R. The pigment-protein network of a diatom
photosystem II–light-harvesting antenna supercomplex. Science 2019, 365, eaax4406. [CrossRef]
McEvoy, J.P.; Brudvig, G.W. Water-Splitting Chemistry of Photosystem II. Chem. Rev. 2006, 106, 4455–4483. [CrossRef]
Diner, B.A.; Britt, R.D. The Redox-Active Tyrosines YZ and YD. In Photosystem II: The Light-Driven Water: Plastoquinone Oxidoreductase; Advances in Photosynthesis and Respiration; Wydrzynski, T.J., Satoh, K., Eds.; Springer: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2006;
Volume 22, pp. 207–233.
Debus, R.J.; Barry, B.A.; Sithole, I.; Babcock, G.T.; McIntosh, L. Directed mutagenesis indicates that the donor to P 680+ in
photosystem II is tyrosine-161 of the D1 polypeptide. Biochemistry 1988, 27, 9071–9074. [CrossRef]
Metz, J.G.; Nixon, P.J.; Rögner, M.; Brudvig, G.W.; Diner, B.A. Directed alteration of the D1 polypeptide of photosystem II:
Evidence that tyrosine-161 is the redox component, Z, connecting the oxygen-evolving complex to the primary electron donor,
P680. Biochemistry 1989, 28, 6960–6969. [CrossRef]
Dismukes, G.C.; Siderer, Y. Intermediates of a polynuclear manganese center involved in photosynthetic oxidation of water. Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 1981, 78, 274–278. [CrossRef]
Brudvig, G.W.; Casey, J.L.; Sauer, K. The effect of temperature on the formation and decay of the multiline EPR signal species
associated with photosynthetic oxygen evolution. Biochim. Biophys. Acta (BBA) Bioenerg. 1983, 723, 366–371. [CrossRef]
Zimmermann, J.; Rutherford, A. EPR studies of the oxygen-evolving enzyme of Photosystem II. Biochim. Biophys. Acta (BBA)
Bioenerg. 1984, 767, 160–167. [CrossRef]
Kok, B.; Forbush, B.; McGloin, M. Cooperation of charges in photosynthetic O2 evolution-I. A linear four step mechanism.
Photochem. Photobiol. 1970, 11, 457–475. [CrossRef]
Bencini, A.; Gatteschi, D. Electron Paramagnetic Resonance of Exchange Coupled Systems. In Electron Paramagnetic Resonance of
Exchange Coupled Systems; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 1990. [CrossRef]
Jin, L.; Smith, P.; Noble, C.J.; Stranger, R.; Hanson, G.R.; Pace, R.J. Electronic structure of the oxygen evolving complex in
photosystem II, as revealed by 55Mn Davies ENDOR studies at 2.5 K. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2014, 16, 7799–7812. [CrossRef]
Kurashige, Y.; Chan, G.K.-L.; Yanai, T. Entangled quantum electronic wavefunctions of the Mn4 CaO5 cluster in photosystem II.
Nat. Chem. 2013, 5, 660–666. [CrossRef]
Asada, M.; Nagashima, H.; Koua, F.H.M.; Shen, J.-R.; Kawamori, A.; Mino, H. Electronic structure of S2 state of the oxygenevolving complex of photosystem II studied by PELDOR. Biochim. Biophys. Acta (BBA) Bioenerg. 2013, 1827, 438–445. [CrossRef]
Casey, J.L.; Sauer, K. EPR detection of a cryogenically photogenerated intermediate in photosynthetic oxygen evolution. Biochim.
Biophys. Acta (BBA) Bioenerg. 1984, 767, 21–28. [CrossRef]
Åhrling, K.A.; Pace, R.J.; Evans, M.C.W. The Catalytic Manganese Cluster: Implications from Spectroscopy. In Photosystem II: The
Light-Driven Water: Plastoquinone Oxidoreductase; Advances in Photosynthesis and Respiration; Wydrzynski, T.J., Satoh, K., Eds.;
Springer: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2006; Volume 22, pp. 285–305.
Boussac, A.; Girerd, J.-J.; Rutherford, A.W. Conversion of the Spin State of the Manganese Complex in Photosystem II Induced by
Near-Infrared Light. Biochemistry 1996, 35, 6984–6989. [CrossRef]
Haddy, A.; Dunham, W.; Sands, R.H.; Aasa, R. Multifrequency EPR investigations into the origin of the S2-state signal at g = 4 of
the O2-evolving complex. Biochim. Biophys. Acta (BBA) Bioenerg. 1992, 1099, 25–34. [CrossRef]
Åhrling, K.A.; Smith, P.J.; Pace, R.J. Nature of the Mn Centers in Photosystem II. Modeling and Behavior of the g = 4 Resonances
and Related Signals. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1998, 120, 13202–13214. [CrossRef]
Carrington, A.; McLachlan, A.D. Introduction to Magnetic Resonance: With Applications to Chemistry and Chemical Physics; Chapman
and Hall: London, UK, 1979.
Castner, T., Jr.; Newell, G.S.; Holton, W.C.; Slichter, C.P. Note on the Paramagnetic Resonance of Iron in Glass. J. Chem. Phys. 1960,
32, 668–673. [CrossRef]
Bricker, T.M.; Pakrasi, H.B.; Sherman, L.A. Characterization of a spinach photosystem II core preparation isolated by a simplified
method. Arch. Biochem. Biophys. 1985, 237, 170–176. [CrossRef]
Smith, P.J.; Åhrling, K.A.; Pace, R.J. Nature of the S2state electron paramagnetic resonance signals from the oxygen-evolving
complex of photosystem II: Q-band and oriented X-band studies. J. Chem. Soc. Faraday Trans. 1993, 89, 2863–2868. [CrossRef]
Van Leeuwen, P.J.; Nieveen, M.C.; Van De Meent, E.J.; Dekker, J.P.; Van Gorkom, H.J. Rapid and simple isolation of pure
photosystem II core and reaction center particles from spinach. Photosynth. Res. 1991, 28, 149–153. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Molecules 2021, 26, 2699

38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44.
45.
46.
47.

13 of 13

Smith, P.J.; Peterson, S.; Masters, V.M.; Wydrzynski, T.; Styring, S.; Krausz, E.; Pace, R.J. Magneto-Optical Measurements of the
Pigments in Fully Active Photosystem II Core Complexes from Plants. Biochemistry 2002, 41, 1981–1989. [CrossRef]
Cooper, S.R.; Calvin, M. Mixed valence interactions in Di-µ-Oxo bridged manganese complexes. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1977, 99,
6623–6630. [CrossRef]
Gatt, P.; Petrie, S.; Stranger, R.; Pace, R.J. Rationalizing the 1.9 Å Crystal Structure of Photosystem II-A Remarkable Jahn-Teller
Balancing Act Induced by a Single Proton Transfer. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2012, 51, 12025–12028. [CrossRef]
Baituti, B.; Akofang, L. The Two Alternative Oxidation State Assignments of Manganese Ions: What S2 CW-EPR Multiline (ML)
Signal Simulations Reveal? Appl. Magn. Reson. 2020, 51, 389–407. [CrossRef]
Baituti, B. Computational studies of the Mn4/Ca cluster in photosystem II. J. Theor. Comput. Chem. 2018, 17, 1850007. [CrossRef]
Baituti, B. What the multiline signal (MLS) simulation data with average of weighted computations reveal about the Mn hyperfine
interactions and oxidation states of the manganese cluster in OEC? Hyperfine Interact. 2017, 238, 1–14. [CrossRef]
Terrett, R.; Pace, R.J.; Petrie, S.; Stranger, R. What computational chemistry and magnetic resonance reveal concerning the oxygen
evolving centre in Photosystem II. J. Inorg. Biochem. 2016, 162, 178–189. [CrossRef]
Petrie, S.; Terrett, R.; Stranger, R.; Pace, R.J. Rationalizing the Geometries of the Water Oxidising Complex in the Atomic
Resolution, Nominal S3 State Crystal Structures of Photosystem II. ChemPhysChem 2020, 21, 785–801. [CrossRef]
Petrie, S.; Stranger, R.; Pace, R.J. Explaining the Different Geometries of the Water Oxidising Complex in the Nominal S3 State
Crystal Structures of Photosystem II at 2.25 Å and 2.35 Å. ChemPhysChem 2018, 19, 3296–3309. [CrossRef]
Petrie, S.; Stranger, R.; Pace, R.J. What Mn Kβ Spectroscopy reveals concerning the oxidation states of the Mn cluster in
photosystem II. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2017, 19, 27682–27693. [CrossRef]

