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Astatine-211 has been produced at Texas A&M University on the 
K150 cyclotron, with a yield of 890 ± 80 MBq through the 
209Bi(,2n)211At reaction via an 8 h bombardment with a beam 
current of 4–8 µA and an α-particle beam energy of 28.8 MeV. The 
target was then dissolved in HNO3 and the extraction of 211At was 
investigated into a variety of organic solvents in 1–3 M HNO3. 
Extraction of 211At with distribution ratios as high as 11.3 ± 0.6, 
12.3 ± 0.8, 42.2 ± 2.2, 69 ± 4, and 95 ± 6 were observed for 
diisopropyl ether, 1-decanol, 1-octanol, 3-octanone, and methyl 
isobutyl ketone, respectively, while the distribution ratios for 207Bi 
were ≤ 0.05 in all cases. The extraction of 211At into both methyl 
isobutyl ketone and 3-octanone showed a strong, linear 
dependence on the HNO3 initial aqueous concentration and better 
extraction than other solvents. DFT calculations show stronger 
binding between the carbonyl oxygen of the ketone and the At 
metal center.

The precarious nature of astatine’s position on the periodic 
table, as the fifth element in the halogen series and often 
included as the heaviest member of the metalloids, gives rise 
to its diverse chemistry.1–4 One aspect of the diverse nature of 
At chemistry is that it has been described to exist in six 
different oxidation states At–, At0, At+, At3+, At5+, and At7+; 
however, a thorough understanding of the speciation of each 
oxidation state has been elusive.5 Moreover, as a heavy 
element (Z = 85), At not only has a large atomic radius 
(0.45 Å),4 but also exhibits relativistic effects in its electronic 
structure,2 further complicating comparison of the experiment 
to predicted properties based on computational models. 
Relativistic effects are generally divided into the scalar and the 
spin-dependent-terms. The scalar-term accounts for the 
relativistic increases in mass of the inner-core electrons, 
resulting from their acceleration to near the speed of light. 
This mass increase causes the valence s and p shells to 

contract into a more energetically stabilized arrangement. The 
spin-dependent-term accounts for interaction between the 
spin of the electron with magnetic fields induced by nearby 
charged particles and their relative motion to that of the 
electron. The coupling of the electron spin and orbital 
momentum, known as spin-orbit coupling, is similar in its order 
of magnitude to the scalar-term for heavy p-elements, like At. 
Consequently, spin-orbit coupling has dramatic effects on the 
chemical properties of At and its complexes.6–10 Predictions 
accounting for the spin-orbit coupling of At have suggested 
changes in several properties including a roughly 10% decrease 
in electronegativity,11 approximately 20% increase in the 
polarizability of the astatide (At–) species,10 the vibrational 
frequency of At2 weakens by ~ 40%,12 the reversal of the bond 
polarization, the dipole moment, for the H-At molecule,13,14 
among others.

Much of the diverse chemistry of At has been left 
unexplored,15,16 complicated by the fact At has the lowest 
abundance of all naturally occurring elements on the earth, 
estimated at 0.07 g.17 The low abundance of At is a result of 
having no stable isotopes, and relatively short half-lives for its 
two longest lived isotopes, roughly 7.2 h and 8.1 h for 211At 
and 210At, respectively. By and large, 211At has garnered the 
majority of interest, with its promising application as an alpha-
emitter (-emitter) in targeted alpha therapy (TAT) drugs.18–23 
The rising interest in TAT drugs has stemmed from the 
remarkable clinical performance in the treatment of 
metastatic castration-resistant prostate cancer using the 
-emitter 223Ra dichloride (Xofigo®),24 which emphasizes the 
need to develop -emitting radioisotopes to label a variety of 
agents (typically monoclonal antibodies) with the capacity to 
target localized or spread malignancies adjacent to critical 
organs. As was pointed out by several investigators, the major 
impediment to the use of the -emitting radioisotope 211At in 
clinical trials is its limited availability.25–27 Production of 211At 
through high-energy spallation is not an efficient or 
economically feasible alternative requiring large capital 
investments and long processing times to extract the 
radioisotope. Irradiation of solid bismuth targets with 
-particle beams in the 28.5–31 MeV energy range has been 
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shown to produce reasonable amounts of 211At through the 
209Bi(,2n)211At reaction.25–27 Despite the promise of 211At, 
there have been a limited number of studies progressing to 
clinical trials. The first, a study by Zalutsky et al.,28 investigated 
the treatment of malignant brain tumors in 2008, while the 
second, a study by Andersson et al.,21 examined the treatment 
of ovarian cancer in 2009. Finally, an ongoing study is being 
carried out for treatment of advanced hematopoietic 
malignancies.18 One of the major reasons for the limited 
number of clinical trials is only about 30 cyclotrons world-wide 
have the ability to produce usable quantities of this nuclide.19

In addition to the interest from the radiopharmaceutical 
community, the recent discovery of element 117, tennessine 
(Ts),29,30 has increased the general interest in At as a 
homologue to this super-heavy element.1,2,31 While Ts has yet 
to display halogen-like chemical properties,32 a better 
understanding of At could influence experimental design, 
increasing the opportunity to observe the chemical behavior of 
Ts.14,33 In either case, whether developing chemical 
mechanisms for radiopharmaceutical applications or exploring 
the frontiers of the periodic table, a rapid and simple approach 
to At recovery and isolation would be advantageous to 
expanding the body of knowledge leading to new discoveries 
with this interesting element. In the current work, we present 
our recent findings on the extraction of At from nitric acid 
systems, which indicate covalency in the interaction of an 
organic ligand with the extracted At species. Additionally, this 
is a first step towards reducing the time required to recover 
211At from an irradiated target to a fraction of current 
approaches being utilized.34–37

To begin with, 211At was produced on the K150 variable 
energy cyclotron at Texas A&M via the 209Bi(,2n)211At nuclear 
reaction by -particle bombardment of a natural Bi metal 
water-cooled target on an Al substrate for approximately 8 h 
with a beam current of 4–8 µA and an -particle beam energy 
of 28.8 MeV. Following the -particle bombardment, roughly 
one third of the target was dissolved in 15 mL of 10.5 M HNO3. 
This solution was then sampled and the production yield was 
determined to be 890 ± 80 MBq of 211At at the end of 
bombardment. The remainder of the solution was spiked with 
2.65 kBq of 207Bi and diluted to 20 mL. The resulting solution 
was comprised of 750 mM Bi (132 Bq mL–1 207Bi) and 
14.8 kBq mL–1 211At with a HNO3 concentration of 5.6 M. The 
production rate of 211At, 42 ± 4 MBq h–1 pµA–1, was a factor of 
1.2–3.4 larger than previous attempts at Texas A&M38 and  
was comparable to the ~50 and ~64 MBq h–1 pµA–1 at UWMCF 
Scanditronix MC-50 positive-ion source cyclotron39 and at the 
cyclotron of the CNRS at the CEMHTI40, respectively.

As mentioned earlier, the short half-life of 211At (t1/2 ~7.2 h) 
necessitates rapid chemistry to achieve a separation from the 
host matrix, Bi metal in the case of the cyclotron-produced, 
209Bi(,2n)211At nuclear reaction. In order to realize this rapid 
chemistry, a series of extractions from HNO3 at various 
concentrations into several organic solvents were investigated. 
First, simple straight-chain alcohols, 1-octanol and 1-decanol, 
were used to extract 211At from 1–3 M HNO3, as shown in 
Fig. 1. The extraction of 211At into 1-octanol yielded 

distribution ratio (D) values of roughly 37.9 ± 2.3, 42.0 ± 2.2, 
and 38.9 ± 2.1 at HNO3 concentrations of 1, 2, and 3 M, 
respectively; which were comparable to those observed by 
Ekberg et al.,41 roughly 34 in 1 M HNO3 and 35 in 2 M HNO3. 
Thus, the overall trends were similar, with the maximum 
extraction occurring around 2 M HNO3. Conversely, the D-
values for 207Bi into 1-octanol were ≤ 0.05 for all three 
acidities, which corresponds to all the activity being present in 
the aqueous phase, while the amount of 207Bi was below the 
detection limit in the organic phase. Increasing the aliphatic 
chain-length from C8 to C10 negatively impacted the extraction 
of 211At, with D-values of 12.3 ± 0.8 in 1 M HNO3, 8.4 ± 0.4 in 
2 M HNO3, and 4.6 ± 0.2 in 3 M HNO3, reducing the 
extractability by a factor of roughly 3, 5, and 9-fold, 
respectively. Additionally, the maximum extraction into 1-
decanol appears to occur ≤1 M HNO3, as the decrease in D-
value is linear as the HNO3 concentration is increased from 1 
to 3 M. Again, these results are in agreement with Ekberg and 
co-workers,41 as the maximum extraction was observed in 4 M 
HNO3 for hexanol (C6), indicating an interplay between the 
influence of aliphatic chain-length and HNO3 concentration on 
the maximum extraction. The D-values for 207Bi were ≤ 0.05 
into 1-decanol. While the exact mechanism of metal extraction 
along with the HNO3

42 is still unknown, it seems the more non-
polar nature of 1-decanol inhibits extraction (see Table S1). 
This is most likely a result originating from the requirement of 
maintaining charge balance, which necessitates the difficult 
co-extraction of the nitrate counter anion into the organic 
phase along with the cationic At species. Assuming At(III) the 
AtO+ molecular cation is the extracted species, as Champion et 
al.3 have suggested based on experimental data coupled with 
DFT calculations, the following equilibrium describes the 
extraction:

(1)AtO + + NO ―
3 ⇌AtO(NO3)

y = 25.9x + 18.2
R² = 0.9992

y = 17.2x + 16.6
R² = 0.9977
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Fig. 1 D-values of the extraction of 211At into different organic solvents as a 
function of initial aqueous HNO3 concentration. Solid lines for visual aid. Note D-
values for Bi were ≤ 0.05 in all cases.

Both Ekberg et al. and Champion et al. have concluded the 
AtO+ species prefers a more polar solvent, a conclusion also 
supported by current findings.

To test this further, a less polar solvent, diisopropyl ether, 
and a more polar solvent, methyl isobutyl ketone, were 
investigated (see Table S1). As expected, the 211At extraction 
into diisopropyl ether was in the range of the 1-decanol, with 
the 207Bi continuing to remain in the aqueous phase (D-value 
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≤ 0.05). More interestingly, 211At behaved significantly 
different in the methyl isobutyl ketone system compared to 
the other solvent systems studied, displaying a strong HNO3 
dependence. The 211At extraction into methyl isobutyl ketone 
was slightly higher from that of 1-octanol in 1 M HNO3, while 
the D-values increase by a factor of roughly 1.7x and 2.4x 
when the HNO3 concentration is increased to 2 and 3 M, 
respectively. These result are in line with Alliot et al.40 who 
also observed a strong affinity of At by methyl isobutyl ketone, 
however, no discussion on the impact of acidity the extraction 
or the interaction which may be occurring was offered. The 
207Bi, on the other hand, showed similar behavior as the other 
systems studied, with very low D-values, ≤0.05. A second 
ketone, 3-octanone, with a polarity similar to 1-octanol (see 
Table S1), was then tested to determine if solvation effects of 
the more polar methyl isobutyl ketone was the driving force 
for the extraction or if the carbonyl functional group of the 
ketones were playing a major role. As with methyl isobutyl 
ketone, 211At extraction into 3-octanone appears to be similar 
to that of 1-octanol in 1 M HNO3, while the D-values increase 
by a factor of roughly 1.2x and 1.8x when the HNO3 
concentration is increased to 2 and 3 M, respectively. Again, 
the 207Bi remained in the aqueous phase (D-value ≤ 0.05). The 
enhanced extraction of AtO+ by ketones over alcohols has also 
been demonstrated by employing DFT calculations, which 
showed the free energy of binding for acetone to be 
4.6 kcal mol–1 stronger than that for isopropyl alcohol. The 
predicted ketone AtO+ will be discussed in detail below.

The overall behavior of 211At extraction in both the 3-
octanone and methyl isobutyl ketone systems was similar, 
showing a linear relationship between 211At D-values and the 
initial HNO3 concentration in the aqueous phase between 1–
3 M HNO3, while the slope of the methyl isobutyl ketone 
system was roughly 50% steeper than that of the 3-octanone 
system. The direct correlation between D-values of 211At into 
both methyl isobutyl ketone and 3-octanone as a function of 
HNO3 concentration may indicate an interaction between the 
ketone and At metal center. Currently, the nature of such an 
interaction is not completely clear. Density functional 
calculations (DFT, computational details in SI) show a strong 
donor-acceptor interaction between the empty * orbital of 
the AtO+ and the ‘sp2’ O lone pair of the acetone (see Fig. 2). 
The NBO analysis of the AtO+_isopropanol (see Fig. S5) 
indicates its sp3 O lone pair donates 0.11 fewer electrons to 
AtO+ than the sp2 O lone pair orbital in AtO+_acetone. This 
interaction is 4.6 kcal/mol stronger than the corresponding 
interaction of the AtO+ with the ‘sp3’ O lone pair of isopropyl 
alcohol, while the solvent corrected Gibbs free energy of 
binding (see Table S3) is still larger for AtO+_acetone than for 
AtO+_isopropanol by 2.1 kcal/mol. Thus, ketones show 
significantly strong binding to AtO+, which leads to better 
extraction. Again, the exact mechanism of AtO+ extraction is 
unknown, but a brief discussion on the nature of the interface 
is offered. At the H2O-organic interface the organic molecules 
will have their polar end (oxygen) in (at) the H2O layer. The 
AtO+ and NO3

– will be solvent separated in the H2O layer so the 
early, and key interaction, of these species with respect to 

extraction of AtO+ will be the binding of AtO+ with the oxygen 
of the organic molecule. The movement of the AtO+ into the 
organic layer will necessarily need to be accompanied by the 
NO3

–, but this last interaction will not be the key to the 
extraction.

O
R1

R2

At

O

2.33 Å

1.
92

Å

107.0 132.2

NBO Acceptor
AtO+ π*

Occ. = 0.29 e−

NBO Donor
O sp2

Occ. = 1.67 e−

Fig. 2 The DFT geometry for the singlet state of the AtO+ acetone complex (top center) 
shows a strongly bent structure that suggests an At–O bond formed from the donation 
of an lone pair (sp2) into the * orbital of AtO+. The natural bond orbital (NBO) analysis 
of this AtO+ acetone complex confirms a donor-acceptor bond in which ~0.3 electrons 
are donated from the O lone pair (left) to the previously empty AtO+ * orbital (right).

In conclusion, the K150 cyclotron at Texas A&M has been 
utilized to produce 211At through the 209Bi(,2n)211At reaction 
via -beam bombardment at 28.8 MeV and the target was 
dissolved in nitric acid to produce an 211At stock solution. The 
extraction of 211At, presumably as the AtO+ molecular cation, 
into five organic solvents has been studied as a function of 
HNO3 aqueous concentration. The organic solvents were 
selected for their difference in polarity, with the a priori 
assumption that increased polarity would enhance extraction, 
an effect confirmed within this study. However, of greater 
significance, there appears to be an interaction between the 
ketone frontier orbitals with the π* AtO+ molecular orbital, 
which may be evidence of covalency in the coordination of the 
At metal center by the ketone ligand. These results help 
validate the loss of degeneracy in the π* highest occupied 
molecular orbital (HOMO) to produce a closed shell 
configuration, which has been predicted computationally. 
Future studies will endeavor to elucidate the AtO+ covalency 
by studying other ligands with π-donor and π-acceptor 
properties. The effective extraction of At out of HNO3 could 
drastically reduce the amount of time required to purify and 
isolate At for future investigations.

The authors are indebted to the operations staff at the 
Texas A&M Cyclotron Institute and Radiological Safety 
program for their contributions to this work. This work was 
supported by Texas A&M University through the Bright Chair in 
Nuclear Science and U.S. Department of Energy under Award 
No. NA0003841. Additionally, this work was enabled by the 
U.S. Department of Energy Isotope Program, managed by the 
Office of Science for Isotope R&D and Production, the Texas 
A&M Nuclear Solutions Institute and U.S. Department of 
Energy under Award No DE-FG02-93ER40773. MBH 
acknowledges financial support from The Welch Foundation, 
Grant A-0648, and the National Science Foundation, Grant 
CHE-1664866. Computer time was provided by the TAMU 

Page 3 of 5 ChemComm



COMMUNICATION Journal Name

4 | J. Name., 2012, 00, 1-3 This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 20xx

Please do not adjust margins

Please do not adjust margins

Supercomputer Facility and software was provided by the 
Laboratory for Molecular Simulation.

Conflicts of interest
The authors declare the following competing financial 
interest(s): J.D.B., E.E.T., and L.A.M. and S.J.Y. have filed a 
provisional patent application relating to this work.

Notes and references
1 S. Rothe, A. N. Andreyev, S. Antalic, A. Borschevsky, L. 

Capponi, T. E. Cocolios, H. De Witte, E. Eliav, D. V. Fedorov, 
V. N. Fedosseev, D. A. Fink, S. Fritzsche, L. Ghys, M. Huyse, N. 
Imai, U. Kaldor, Y. Kudryavtsev, U. Köster, J. F. W. Lane, J. 
Lassen, V. Liberati, K. M. Lynch, B. A. Marsh, K. Nishio, D. 
Pauwels, V. Pershina, L. Popescu, T. J. Procter, D. Radulov, S. 
Raeder, M. M. Rajabali, E. Rapisarda, R. E. Rossel, K. Sandhu, 
M. D. Seliverstov, A. M. Sjödin, P. Van den Bergh, P. Van 
Duppen, M. Venhart, Y. Wakabayashi and K. D. A. Wendt, 
Nat. Commun., 2013, 4, 1835.

2 J. Graton, S. Rahali, J.-Y. Le Questel, G. Montavon, J. Pilmé 
and N. Galland, Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys., 2018, 20, 29616–
29624.

3 J. Champion, A. Sabatié-Gogova, F. Bassal, T. Ayed, C. Alliot, 
N. Galland and G. Montavon, J. Phys. Chem. A, 2013, 117, 
1983–1990.

4 H. Rajerison, F. Guérard, M. Mougin-Degraef, M. Bourgeois, 
I. Da Silva, M. Chérel, J. Barbet, A. Faivre-Chauvet and J.-F. 
Gestin, Nucl. Med. Biol., 2014, 41, e23–e29.

5 G. W. M. Visser, Radiochim. Acta, 1989, 47, 97-103.
6 T. Ayed, M. Seydou, F. Réal, G. Montavon and N. Galland, J. 

Phys. Chem. B, 2013, 117, 5206–5211.
7 T. Fleig and A. J. Sadlej, Phys. Rev. A, 2002, 65, 032506.
8 A. S. Pereira Gomes, F. Réal, N. Galland, C. Angeli, R. 

Cimiraglia and V. Vallet, Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys., 2014, 16, 
9238–9248.

9 D.-C. Sergentu, F. Réal, G. Montavon, N. Galland and R. 
Maurice, Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys., 2016, 18, 32703–32712.

10 F. Réal, A. Severo Pereira Gomes, Y. O. Guerrero Martínez, T. 
Ayed, N. Galland, M. Masella and V. Vallet, J. Chem. Phys., 
2016, 144, 124513.

11 D.-C. Sergentu, G. David, G. Montavon, R. Maurice and N. 
Galland, J. Comput. Chem., 2016, 37, 1345–1354.

12 J. Pilmé, E. Renault, T. Ayed, G. Montavon and N. Galland, J. 
Chem. Theory Comput., 2012, 8, 2985–2990.

13 P. Norman, B. Schimmelpfennig, K. Ruud, H. J. A. Jensen and 
H. Ågren, J. Chem. Phys., 2002, 116, 6914–6923.

14 D. Leimbach, J. Sundberg, Y. Guo, R. Ahmed, J. Ballof, L. 
Bengtsson, F. B. Pamies, A. Borschevsky, K. Chrysalidis, E. 
Eliav, D. Fedorov, V. Fedosseev, O. Forstner, N. Galland, R. F. 
G. Ruiz, C. Granados, R. Heinke, K. Johnston, A. Koszorus, U. 
Koester, M. K. Kristiansson, Y. Liu, B. Marsh, P. Molkanov, L. 
F. Pasteka, J. P. Ramos, E. Renault, M. Reponen, A. Ringvall-
Moberg, R. E. Rossel, D. Studer, A. Vernon, J. Warbinek, J. 
Welander, K. Wendt, S. Wilkins, D. Hanstorp and S. Rothe, 
2020. arXiv:2002.11418

15 E. H. Appelman, The Radiochemistry of Astatine, National 
Academies Press, Washington, D.C., 1960.

16 K. Berei, S. H. Eberle, H. W. Kirby, H. Münzel, K. Rössler, A. 
Seidel and L. Vasáros, At Astatine, Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 
Berlin, Heidelberg, 1985.

17 I. Asimov, J. Chem. Educ., 1953, 30, 616.
18 Y. Li, D. K. Hamlin, M.-K. Chyan, R. Wong, E. F. Dorman, R. C. 

Emery, D. R. Woodle, R. L. Manger, M. Nartea, A. L. Kenoyer, 

J. J. Orozco, D. J. Green, O. W. Press, R. Storb, B. M. 
Sandmaier and D. S. Wilbur, PLoS One, 2018, 13, e0205135.

19 M. R. Zalutsky and M. Pruszynski, Curr. Radiopharm., 2011, 4, 
177–185.

20 D. S. Wilbur, Curr. Radiopharm., 2011, 4, 214–247.
21 H. Andersson, E. Cederkrantz, T. Back, C. Divgi, J. Elgqvist, J. 

Himmelman, G. Horvath, L. Jacobsson, H. Jensen, S. 
Lindegren, S. Palm and R. Hultborn, J. Nucl. Med., 2009, 50, 
1153–1160.

22 M. R. McDevitt, G. Sgouros, R. D. Finn, J. L. Humm, J. G. 
Jurcic, S. M. Larson and D. A. Scheinberg, Eur. J. Nucl. Med. 
Mol. Imaging, 1998, 25, 1341–1351.

23 R. M. Lambrecht and S. Mirzadeh, Int. J. Appl. Radiat. Isot., 
1985, 36, 443–450.

24 P. G. Kluetz, W. Pierce, V. E. Maher, H. Zhang, S. Tang, P. 
Song, Q. Liu, M. T. Haber, E. E. Leutzinger, A. Al-Hakim, W. 
Chen, T. Palmby, E. Alebachew, R. Sridhara, A. Ibrahim, R. 
Justice and R. Pazdur, Clin. Cancer Res., 2014, 20, 9–14.

25 D. Wilbur, Curr. Radiopharm., 2008, 1, 144–176.
26 G. Lucignani, Eur. J. Nucl. Med. Mol. Imaging, 2008, 35, 

1729–1733.
27 M. R. Zalutsky, D. A. Reardon, O. R. Pozzi, G. Vaidyanathan 

and D. D. Bigner, Nucl. Med. Biol., 2007, 34, 779–785.
28 M. R. Zalutsky, D. A. Reardon, G. Akabani, R. E. Coleman, A. 

H. Friedman, H. S. Friedman, R. E. McLendon, T. Z. Wong and 
D. D. Bigner, J. Nucl. Med., 2008, 49, 30–38.

29 Y. T. Oganessian, F. S. Abdullin, P. D. Bailey, D. E. Benker, M. 
E. Bennett, S. N. Dmitriev, J. G. Ezold, J. H. Hamilton, R. A. 
Henderson, M. G. Itkis, Y. V. Lobanov, A. N. Mezentsev, K. J. 
Moody, S. L. Nelson, A. N. Polyakov, C. E. Porter, A. V. 
Ramayya, F. D. Riley, J. B. Roberto, M. A. Ryabinin, K. P. 
Rykaczewski, R. N. Sagaidak, D. A. Shaughnessy, I. V. 
Shirokovsky, M. A. Stoyer, V. G. Subbotin, R. Sudowe, A. M. 
Sukhov, Y. S. Tsyganov, V. K. Utyonkov, A. A. Voinov, G. K. 
Vostokin and P. A. Wilk, Phys. Rev. Lett., 2010, 104, 142502.

30 P. J. Karol, R. C. Barber, B. M. Sherrill, E. Vardaci and T. 
Yamazaki, Pure Appl. Chem., 2016, 88, 139–153.

31 N. Takahashi, J. Radioanal. Nucl. Chem., 2002, 251, 299–301.
32 L. Öhrström and J. Reedijk, Pure Appl. Chem., 2016, 88, 

1225–1229.
33 A. Serov, N. V. Aksenov, G. A. Bozhikov, R. Eichler, R. 

Dressler, V. Y. Lebedev, O. Petrushkin, D. Piguet, S. Shishkin, 
E. Tereshatov and A. Türler, Radiochim. Acta, 2011, 99, 593–
600.

34 A. T. Yordanov, O. Pozzi, S. Carlin, G. Akabani, B. Wieland and 
M. R. Zalutsky, J. Radioanal. Nucl. Chem., 2004, 262, 593–
599.

35 E. Aneheim, P. Albertsson, T. Bäck, H. Jensen, S. Palm and S. 
Lindegren, Sci. Rep., 2015, 5, 12025.

36 E. Balkin, D. Hamlin, K. Gagnon, M.-K. Chyan, S. Pal, S. 
Watanabe and D. Wilbur, Appl. Sci., 2013, 3, 636–655.

37 S. Lindegren, T. Bäck and H. J. Jensen, Appl. Radiat. Isot., 
2001, 55, 157–160.

38 T. M. Martin, V. Bhakta, A. Al-Harbi, M. Hackemack, G. 
Tabacaru, R. Tribble, S. Shankar and G. Akabani, Health 
Phys., 2014, 107, 1–9.

39 D. H. Woen, C. Eiroa-Lledo, A. C. Akin, N. H. Anderson, K. T. 
Bennett, E. R. Birnbaum, A. V. Blake, M. Brugh, E. Dalodière, 
E. F. Dorman, M. G. Ferrier, D. K. Hamlin, S. A. Kozimor, Y. Li, 
L. M. Lilley, V. Mocko, S. L. Thiemann, D. S. Wilbur and F. D. 
White, Inorg. Chem., 2020, 59, 6137-6146.

40 C. Alliot, M. Chérel, J. Barbet, T. Sauvage and G. Montavon, 
Radiochim. Acta, 2009, 97, 161–165.

41 C. Ekberg, H. Jensen, S. P. Mezyk, B. J. Mincher and G. 
Skarnemark, J. Radioanal. Nucl. Chem., 2017, 314, 235–239.

42 A. Geist, Solvent Extr. Ion Exch., 2010, 28, 596–607.

Page 4 of 5ChemComm



O

+At

The extraction of 211At into ketones out of 1–3 M nitric acid show better extraction than other 
solvents, with DFT calculations showing stronger binding between the carbonyl oxygen of the 
ketone and the At metal center.

Page 5 of 5 ChemComm


