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Electrochemical trifluoromethylation/semipinacol
rearrangement sequences of alkenyl alcohols:
synthesis of β-CF3-substituted ketones†

Hye Im Jung, Yubin Kim and Dae Young Kim *

Electrochemical oxidative radical trifluoromethylation/semipinacol

rearrangement sequences of alkenyl alcohols were developed in

this study. This approach is environmentally benign and uses the

shelf-stable Langlois reagent as a trifluoromethyl radical precursor

and electrons as the oxidizing reagents. The present protocol

offers a facile route to prepare β-trifluoromethylated ketone

derivatives.

Organofluorine compounds have attracted considerable atten-
tion in organic and medicinal chemistry and materials science
because of their chemical, biological, and physical properties.1

The introduction of a trifluoromethyl moiety into biologically
active compounds usually leads to improvement of their physi-
cal properties and biological activities.2 Due to the wide appli-
cations of these compounds, intensive efforts have been made
to developing novel and practical synthetic methods and new
organofluorine compounds.3 The radical trifluoromethylation
to alkenes is among the most direct approaches for the con-
struction of C–CF3 bonds, which uses electrophilic and nucleo-
philic trifluoromethylation reagents in the presence of various
types of reductants or oxidants.4 The Langlois reagent
(CF3SO2Na) is readily available and shelf-stable. It has
emerged as a valuable nucleophilic trifluoromethylation agent
for the synthesis of organofluorine compounds. The reaction
of the Langlois reagent with various substrates has been used
to furnish diverse trifluoromethyl-containing organic
compounds.5

The radical-mediated difunctionalization of alkenes pro-
vided a practical approach for the difunctionalization of unac-
tivated alkenes with high chemo- and regioselectivity.6,7

Recently, several groups have reported radical addition and the
1,2-carbon rearrangement cascade process of alkenyl alcohols
with various radicals including alkyl, aryl, acyl, azido, amine,

difluoromethyl, and phenylsulfonyl radicals for the synthesis
of β-functionalized ketones.8 Recently, Glorius and our groups
have independently reported the preparation of trifluoro-
methyl-substituted cyclopentanones from 1-(1-arylvinyl)cyclo-
butanols via visible-light photoredox catalyzed trifluoromethyl-
ation and ring expansion using Umemoto’s reagents in the
presence of the Ru-complex as a photoredox catalyst
(Scheme 1a).9

Over the past few years, electrochemistry has emerged as an
attractive approach for organic chemists to introduce a chemi-
cal functionality into organic molecules due to its environmen-
tally benign and practical nature. Synthetic electrochemistry
could achieve redox reactions without requiring transition-
metal catalysts or toxic reagents due to the use of electrons as
oxidizing or reducing reagents.10 Recently, electrochemical
trifluoromethylation of alkene derivatives to trifluoromethyl-
ated ones has been achieved through the anodic oxidation of
the Langlois reagent.11 To the best of our knowledge, electro-
chemical oxidative trifluoromethylation and ring expansion
sequences of alkenyl alcohols have not been reported yet. We
envisioned the transformation of alkenyl alcohols into trifluor-
omethyl-substituted ketones by the electrochemical oxidative
trifluoromethylation/semipinacol rearrangement sequence

Scheme 1 Strategy for the radical trifluoromethylation/semipinacol
rearrangement sequence.
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with the Langlois reagent as the trifluoromethyl radical precur-
sor (Scheme 1b).

As part of the research program related to redox reactions
and cyclization sequences, we recently reported intramolecular
redox reactions12 and radical addition and ring expansion reac-
tions of alkenes with several radical sources under redox condi-
tions.8c–h Herein, we report electrochemical oxidative trifluoro-
methylation and semipinacol rearrangement sequences via
1,2-carbon migration of alkenyl alcohol derivatives.

At the outset of this investigation, we examined the electro-
chemical oxidative trifluoromethylation/semipinacol rearrange-
ment of trimethyl(1-(1-phenylvinyl)cyclobutoxy)silane (1a) with
Langlois reagent 2 as a trifluoromethyl radical source. The
reaction was conducted in an undivided cell with platinum
plates as electrodes under a constant current. Initially, LiClO4

was employed as the electrolyte and DMSO as the solvent at a
constant current of 3 mA. The radical addition and ring expan-
sion product 3a was obtained in 15% yield after the reaction
proceeded at room temperature for 1 h (Table 1, entry 1). The
choice of solvents affects the reaction efficiency. We then sur-
veyed different kinds of common solvents, such as DMSO,
DMF, methanol, THF, and acetonitrile (Table 1, entries 1–5).
Of them, acetonitrile was found to be the best medium. Protic

solvents such as water and hexafluoroisopropyl alcohol (HFIP)
could promote this reaction (Table 1, entries 6–10). Pleasingly,
we found that the addition of 1.0 equiv. of water led to an
improvement in the yield of the desired product 3a (83%,
Table 1, entry 9). Various supporting electrolytes such as
LiClO4, Bu4NClO4, Bu4NBF4, Bu4NPF6, KBr, KI, and Bu4NI
were screened (Table 1, entries 9 and 11–16). LiClO4 was found
to be the most efficient electrolyte for this transformation
(Table 1, entry 9). Using glassy carbon and nickel plates to
replace platinum plates led to a decrease in reaction yields
(Table 1, entries 17–19). The reaction with 1-(1-phenylvinyl)
cyclobutanol instead of trimethyl(1-(1-phenylvinyl)cyclobutoxy)
silane (1a) affords the desired product 3a with 75% yield
(Table 1, entry 20). Finally, no desired product was obtained
without an electric current (Table 1, entry 21).

With the optimal reaction conditions in hand, we investi-
gated the scope of substrates for the electrochemical radical
trifluoromethylation/semipinacol rearrangement sequences of
alkenylcyclobutanol derivatives 1 with Langlois reagent 2. As
shown in Table 2, various alkenylcyclobutanols 1 with the sub-
stituted-aryl group (1b–1j) and the naphthyl group (1k) furn-
ished the corresponding migration products with moderate to
high yields (59–87%, Table 2, 3a–3k). The steric effect of aryl
substituents had an appreciable influence on this reaction,
and the reactivity of aryl substituents was para > meta > ortho
(3b, 3g, and 3j). The electronic effect also affected the trifluoro-
methylation/semipinacol rearrangement cascade reaction, and

Table 1 Optimization of the reaction conditionsa

Entry Solvent Electrolyte Time (h) Yieldb (%)

1 DMSO LiClO4 1 15
2 DMF LiClO4 1 Trace
3 MeOH LiClO4 1 41
4 THF LiClO4 1 Trace
5 MeCN LiClO4 1 50
6 MeCN : H2O (9 : 1) LiClO4 1 28
7c MeCN : H2O LiClO4 1 55
8d MeCN : H2O LiClO4 1 64
9e MeCN : H2O LiClO4 1 83
10 f MeCN : HFIP LiClO4 1 64
11e MeCN : H2O BuNClO4 1 44
12e MeCN : H2O Bu4NBF4 1 78
13e MeCN : H2O Bu4NPF6 1 79
14e MeCN : H2O KBr 1 70
15e MeCN : H2O KI 1 Trace
16e MeCN : H2O Bu4NI 1 Trace
17e,g MeCN : H2O LiClO4 2 50
18e,h MeCN : H2O LiClO4 2 46
19e,i MeCN : H2O LiClO4 1 49
20e, j MeCN : H2O LiClO4 1 75
21e,k MeCN : H2O LiClO4 1 0

a Reaction conditions: Pt anode, Pt cathode, trimethyl(1-(1-phenylvinyl)
cyclobutoxy)silane (1a, 0.1 mmol), Langlois reagent (2, 0.2 mmol), elec-
trolyte (0.5 mmol), solvent (2.5 mL), 3 mA cm−2 at room temperature.
b Isolated yields. cH2O (5 equiv.) was added. dH2O (3 equiv.) was
added. eH2O (1 equiv.) was added. fHFIP (1 equiv.) was added. gC(+)–
C(−) instead of Pt(+)–Pt(−). hC(+)–Pt(−) instead of Pt(+)–Pt(−). i C(+)–
Ni(−) instead of Pt(+)–Pt(−). j 1-(1-Phenylvinyl)cyclobutanol instead of
trimethyl(1-(1-phenylvinyl)cyclobutoxy)silane (1a). kNo electricity.

Table 2 Variation of substratesa,b

a Reaction conditions: Pt anode, Pt cathode, trimethyl(1-(1-arylvinyl)
cyclo-butoxy)silane 1 (0.1 mmol), Langlois reagent (2, 0.2 mmol),
LiClO4 (0.5 mmol), CH3CN (2.5 mL), water (1.8 μL), 3 mA cm−2, 1.12 F
mol−1, at room temperature. b Isolated yields.
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the alkenyl cyclobutanols 1 with electron-donating substituted-
aryl groups showed higher reactivity than those with electron-
withdrawing substituted-aryl groups. Notably, this radical
trifluoromethylation/semipinacol rearrangement reaction with
alkyl-substituted vinylcyclobutanol, 1-(3-phenylprop-1-en-2-yl)
cyclobutanol, gave 68% yield of the desired product 3l under
the optimal reaction conditions. Furthermore, (1-(3,4-dihydro-
naphthalen-1-yl)cyclobutoxy)trimethylsilane (4), trimethyl((1-
(1-phenylvinyl)cyclopentyl)oxy)silane (6), trimethyl((9-(1-phe-
nylvinyl)-9H-fluoren-9-yl)oxy)silane (8), ((1,1-diphenylallyl)oxy)
trimethylsilane (10), and trimethyl((3-(1-arylvinyl)oxetan-3-yl)
oxy)silane (12) derivatives were also used as substrates in these
electrochemical radical trifluoromethylation/semipinacol
rearrangement sequences. The corresponding products 5, 7, 9,
11, and 13 were obtained in 54% (2 : 1 dr), 35%, 34%, 53%,
and 38% yields (Scheme 2). In order to demonstrate the practi-
cal feasibility of this electrochemical trifluoromethylation and
ring expansion, the gram-scale reaction was explored. As
shown in Scheme 2, when 1-(1-phenylvinyl)cyclobutanol (1a)
with Langlois reagent 2 was used under the optimum reaction
conditions, the reaction proceeded to afford the desired tri-
fluoromethyl-substituted cyclopentanone 3a on a gram scale
with 81% yield (Scheme 3).

To gain mechanistic insights into this transformation,
some preliminary experiments were performed. The reaction

did not proceed without an electric current (Table 1, entry 21).
A trace or reduced yield of the product was detected in the
presence of radical scavengers, 2,2,6,6-tetramethylpiperidin-1-
yloxyl (TEMPO) and 2,6-di-tert-butyl-4-methylphenol (BHT)
(Scheme 4). We also carried out cyclic voltammetry (CV) experi-
ments to study the redox potential of substrates. Oxidation
peaks of trimethyl(1-(1-phenylvinyl)cyclobutoxy)silane (1a) and
Langlois reagent 2 in acetonitrile were observed at 1.71 and
1.39 V, respectively (see the ESI†). We proposed the reaction
mechanism as shown in Fig. 1 based on our results and pre-
viously reported work.11 Langlois reagent 2 is oxidized to gene-
rate a trifluoromethyl radical (I). This trifluoromethyl radical I
then reacts with 1-(1-arylvinyl)cyclobutanol derivatives 1, yield-
ing intermediate II which is oxidized on the anode to afford
cation III. 1,2-Carbon migration of cation III then leads to ring

Scheme 2 Electrochemical radical trifluoromethylation/semipinacol
rearrangement sequences of 4, 6, 8, 10, and 12.

Scheme 3 Gram-scale synthesis of 3a.

Scheme 4 Control experiments.

Fig. 1 Proposed reaction mechanism.
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expansion that yields products 3. The water is reduced on the
cathode, releasing hydrogen and hydroxide ion which can be
accelerated by the removal of the trimethylsilyl group of cation
intermediate III to obtain the desired products 3.11f–h

Compared to the previously reported work on visible-light
photoredox catalysis (Scheme 1a), this electrochemical method
has some advantages in terms of good yields, broad substrate
scope, and the use of an inexpensive and stable trifluoro-
methylation reagent under metal-free conditions.

Conclusions

In conclusion, we have developed a new and efficient strategy
for the synthesis of β-trifluoromethylated ketone derivatives via
electrochemically oxidative trifluoromethylation/1,2-carbon
migration sequences of alkenyl alcohol derivatives with the
Langlois reagent. This approach is environmentally benign as
it uses the shelf-stable Langlois reagent as a trifluoromethyl
radical precursor and electrons as oxidizing reagents. The
present protocol is an efficient option for synthesizing trifluor-
omethyl-substituted ketone derivatives.

Conflicts of interest

There are no conflicts to declare.

Acknowledgements

This research was supported by the Soonchunhyang University
Research Fund and Basic Science Research Program through
the National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF-2016-
R1D1A1B03933723).

Notes and references

1 (a) S. Purser, P. R. Moore, S. Swallow and V. Gouverneur,
Chem. Soc. Rev., 2008, 37, 320; (b) P. Kirsch, Modern
Fluoroorganic Chemistry, Wiley-VCH, Weinheim, Germany,
2013; (c) J. Wang, M. Sánchez-Roselló, J. Acena, C. del Pozo,
A. E. Sorochinsky, S. Fustero, V. A. Soloshonok and H. Liu,
Chem. Rev., 2014, 114, 2432; (d) Q. Liu, C. Ni and J. Hu,
Natl. Sci. Rev., 2017, 4, 303.

2 (a) W. K. Hagmann, J. Med. Chem., 2008, 51, 4359;
(b) R. M. Wilson and S. J. Danishefsky, Angew. Chem., Int.
Ed., 2010, 49, 6032; (c) T. Liang, C. N. Neumann and
T. Ritter, Angew. Chem., Int. Ed., 2013, 52, 8214.

3 For selected reviews of trifluoromethylation of organic com-
pounds, see: (a) H. Liu, Z. Gu and X. Jiang, Adv. Synth.
Catal., 2013, 355, 617; (b) E. Merino and C. Nevado, Chem.
Soc. Rev., 2014, 43, 6598; (c) C. Zhang, Org. Biomol. Chem.,
2014, 12, 6580; (d) L. Chu and F.-L. Qing, Acc. Chem. Res.,
2014, 47, 1513; (e) H. Egami and M. Sodeoka, Angew.
Chem., Int. Ed., 2014, 53, 8294; (f ) X. Liu, C. Xu, M. Wang

and Q. Liu, Chem. Rev., 2015, 115, 683; (g) X. H. Xu,
K. Matsuzaki and N. Shibata, Chem. Rev., 2015, 115, 731;
(h) J. Charpentier, N. Fruh and A. Togni, Chem. Rev., 2015,
115, 650; (i) C. Ni, M. Hu and J. Hu, Chem. Rev., 2015, 115,
765; ( j) X.-Y. Yang, T. Wu, R. J. Phipps and F. D. Toste,
Chem. Rev., 2015, 115, 826; (k) Y. Zhu, J. Han, J. Wang,
N. Shibata, M. Sodeoka, V. A. Soloshonok, J. A. S. Coelho
and F. D. Toste, Chem. Rev., 2018, 118, 3887; (l) E. H. Oh,
H. J. Kim and S. B. Han, Synthesis, 2018, 50, 3346.

4 For selected recent examples of C–CF3 bond formation,
see: (a) Y. W. Zeng, L. J. Zhang, Y. C. Zhao, C. F. Ni,
J. W. Zhao and J. B. Hu, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2013, 135, 2955;
(b) H. Egami, R. Shimizu, S. Kawamura and M. Sodeoka,
Angew. Chem., Int. Ed., 2013, 52, 4000; (c) D. J. Wilger,
N. J. Gesmundo and D. A. Nicewicz, Chem. Sci., 2013, 4,
3160; (d) H. Egami and M. Sodeoka, Angew. Chem., Int. Ed.,
2014, 53, 8294; (e) B. Zhang and A. Studer, Org. Lett., 2014,
16, 1216; (f ) Y. Huang, X. He, X. Lin, M. Rong and Z. Weng,
Org. Lett., 2014, 16, 3284; (g) J. Xie, X. Yuan, A. Abdukader,
C. Zhu and J. Ma, Org. Lett., 2014, 16, 1768; (h) C. Zhang,
Org. Biomol. Chem., 2014, 12, 6580; (i) S. H. Oh,
Y. R. Malpani, N. Ha, Y.-S. Jung and S. B. Han, Org. Lett.,
2014, 16, 1310; ( j) S. Kawamura, H. Egami and M. Sodeoka,
J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2015, 137, 4865; (k) S. Kawamura and
M. Sodeoka, Angew. Chem., Int. Ed., 2016, 55, 8740;
(l) Q. Meng, F. Chen, W. Yu and B. Han, Org. Lett., 2017,
19, 5186; (m) B. Chang, Y. Su, D. Huang, K.-H. Wang,
W. Zhang, Y. Shi, X. Zhang and Y. Hu, J. Org. Chem., 2018,
83, 4365; (n) V. Krishnamurti, S. B. Munoz, X. Ispizua-
Rodriguez, J. Vickerman, T. Mathewa and G. K. S. Prakash,
Chem. Commun., 2018, 54, 10574; (o) L. Chen, L. Wu,
W. Duan, T. Wang, L. Li, K. Zhang, J. Zhu, Z. Peng and
F. Xiong, J. Org. Chem., 2018, 83, 8607; (p) E. Torti,
S. Prottia and M. Fagnoni, Chem. Commun., 2018, 54, 4144;
(q) Y. R. Malpani, B. K. Biswas, H. S. Han, Y.-S. Jung and
S. B. Han, Org. Lett., 2018, 20, 1693.

5 For selected recent examples, see: (a) V. R. Yatham, Y. Shen
and R. Martin, Angew. Chem., Int. Ed., 2017, 56, 10915;
(b) S. Jana, A. Verma, R. Kadua and S. Kumar, Chem. Sci.,
2017, 8, 6633; (c) W. Kong, H. Ana and Q. Song, Chem.
Commun., 2017, 53, 8968; (d) H.-T. Qin, S.-W. Wu, J.-L. Liu
and F. Liu, Chem. Commun., 2017, 53, 1696; (e) L. Wang,
Y. Zhang, F. Li, X. Hao, H.-Y. Zhang and J. Zhao, Adv. Synth.
Catal., 2018, 360, 3969; (f ) X.-J. Shang, D. Liu and Z.-Q. Liu,
Org. Chem. Front., 2018, 5, 2856; (g) P. Ghosh, S. Mondal
and A. Hajra, J. Org. Chem., 2018, 83, 13618; (h) L. Tang,
Z. Yang, X. Chang, J. Jiao, X. Ma, W. Rao, Q. Zhou and
L. Zheng, Org. Lett., 2018, 20, 6520; (i) B. Cui, H. Sun,
Y. Xu, L. Li, L. Duan and Y.-M. Li, J. Org. Chem., 2018, 83,
6015; ( j) Y. Zhu, J. Tian, X. Gu and Y. Wang, J. Org. Chem.,
2018, 83, 13267; (k) C. Xia, K. Wang, G. Wanga and
G. Duana, Org. Biomol. Chem., 2018, 16, 2214; (l) M. Lu,
Z. Liu, J. Zhang, Y. Tian, H. Qin, M. Huang, S. Hua and
S. Cai, Org. Biomol. Chem., 2018, 16, 6564; (m) S. Cai,
Y. Tian, J. Zhang, Z. Liu, M. Lu, W. Weng and M. Huang,
Adv. Synth. Catal., 2018, 360, 4084.

Communication Organic & Biomolecular Chemistry

3322 | Org. Biomol. Chem., 2019, 17, 3319–3323 This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2019

Pu
bl

is
he

d 
on

 0
7 

m
ar

t 2
01

9.
 D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
by

 F
ai

l O
pe

n 
on

 0
7.

05
.2

02
5 

10
:1

6:
52

. 
View Article Online

https://doi.org/10.1039/c9ob00373h


6 For selected recent reviews of the difunctionalization of
alkenes, see: (a) W. Sha, L. Deng, S. Ni, H. Mei, J. Han and
Y. Pan, ACS Catal., 2018, 8, 7489; (b) Y.-X. Zhang, R.-X. Jin,
H. Yin, Y. Li and X.-S. Wang, Org. Lett., 2018, 20, 7283;
(c) K. M. Nakafuku, S. C. Fosu and D. A. Nagib, J. Am.
Chem. Soc., 2018, 140, 11202. For reviews of semipinacol-
type rearrangement, see: (d) Z. L. Song, C. A. Fan and
Y. Q. Tu, Chem. Rev., 2011, 111, 7523; (e) B. Wang and
Y. Q. Tu, Acc. Chem. Res., 2011, 44, 1207; (f ) S. H. Wang,
B. S. Li and Y. Q. Tu, Chem. Commun., 2014, 50, 2393;
(g) Z. M. Chen, X. M. Zhang and Y. Q. Tu, Chem. Soc. Rev.,
2015, 44, 5220.

7 For selected recent examples, see: (a) E. Zhang, C. A. Fan,
Y. Q. Tu, F. M. Zhang and Y. L. Song, J. Am. Chem. Soc.,
2009, 131, 14626; (b) Q. W. Zhang, C. A. Fan, H. J. Zhang,
Y. Q. Tu, Y. M. Zhao, P. Gu and Z. M. Chen, Angew. Chem.,
Int. Ed., 2009, 48, 8572; (c) F. Romanov-Michailidis,
L. Guénée and A. Alexakis, Angew. Chem., Int. Ed., 2013, 52,
9266; (d) Q. Yin and S. L. You, Org. Lett., 2014, 16, 1810;
(e) M. H. Xu, K. L. Dai, Y. Q. Tu, X. M. Zhang, F. M. Zhanga
and S. H. Wanga, Chem. Commun., 2018, 54, 7685;
(f ) C. C. Xi, Z. M. Chen, S. Y. Zhang and Y. Q. Tu, Org. Lett.,
2018, 20, 4227.

8 For reviews of radical-mediated 1,2-migration of allyl
alcohols, see: (a) W.-Z. Weng and B. Zhang, Chem. – Eur.
J., 2018, 24, 10934. For selected examples, see:
(b) X. Z. Shu, M. Zhang, Y. He, H. Frei and F. D. Toste,
J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2014, 136, 5844; (c) C. W. Suh and
D. Y. Kim, Tetrahedron Lett., 2015, 56, 5661; (d) S. J. Kwon,
Y. J. Kim and D. Y. Kim, Tetrahedron Lett., 2016, 57, 4371;
(e) S. J. Kwon and D. Y. Kim, Org. Lett., 2016, 18, 4562;
( f ) Y. J. Kim and D. Y. Kim, J. Fluorine Chem., 2018, 211,
119; (g) Y. J. Kim, M. H. Choo and D. Y. Kim, Tetrahedron
Lett., 2018, 59, 3864; (h) Y. J. Kim and D. Y. Kim, Org.
Lett., 2019, 21, 1021; (i) R. Honeker, R. A. G. Sanchez,
M. N. Hopkinson and F. Glorius, Chem. – Eur. J., 2016, 22,
4395; ( j) G. Bergonzini, C. Cassani, H. L. Olsson,
J. Hörberg and C. J. Wallentin, Chem. – Eur. J., 2016, 22,
3292; (k) H. Wu, Q. Wang and J. Zhu, Chem. – Eur. J.,
2017, 23, 13037; (l) W. Z. Weng, J. G. Sun, P. Li and
B. Zhang, Chem. – Eur. J., 2017, 23, 9752; (m) J. J. Zhang,
Chin. J. Chem., 2017, 35, 311; (n) S. Yao, K. Zhang,
Q. Q. Zhou, Y. Zhao, D. Q. Shi and W. J. Xiao,
Chem. Commun., 2018, 54, 8096.

9 (a) B. Sahoo, J. L. Li and F. Glorius, Angew. Chem., Int. Ed.,
2015, 54, 11577; (b) S. B. Woo and D. Y. Kim, J. Fluorine
Chem., 2015, 178, 214.

10 (a) H. G. Roth, N. A. Romero and D. A. Nicewicz, Synlett,
2016, 27, 714; (b) M. Yan, Y. Kawamata and P. S. Baran, Chem.
Rev., 2017, 117, 13230; (c) K. Liu, C. Songa and A. Lei, Org.
Biomol. Chem., 2018, 16, 2375; (d) Q.-L. Yang, P. Fang and
T.-S. Mei, Chin. J. Chem., 2018, 36, 338; (e) S. Möhle,
M. Zirbes, E. Rodrigo, T. Gieshoff, A. Wiebe and
S. R. Waldvogel, Angew. Chem., Int. Ed., 2018, 57, 6018;
(f) K. D. Moeller, Chem. Rev., 2018, 118, 4817;
(g) J.-I. Yoshida, A. Shimizu and R. Hayashi, Chem. Rev., 2018,
118, 4702; (h) Y. Zhao and W. Xia, Chem. Soc. Rev., 2018, 47,
2591; (i) J. E. Nutting, M. Rafiee and S. S. Stahl, Chem. Rev.,
2018, 118, 4834; ( j) S. R. Waldvogel, S. Lips, M. Selt, B. Riehl
and C. J. Kamp, Chem. Rev., 2018, 118, 6706; (k) D. Pletcher,
R. A. Green and R. C. D. Brown, Chem. Rev., 2018, 118, 4573;
(l) M. D. Kärkäs, Chem. Soc. Rev., 2018, 47, 5786;
(m) G. S. Sauer and S. Lin, ACS Catal., 2018, 8, 5175. For
recent selected examples, see: (n) K.-S. Du and J.-M. Huang,
Org. Lett., 2018, 20, 2911; (o) X. Zhang, C. Wang, H. Jiang and
L. Sun, Chem. Commun., 2018, 54, 8781.

11 (a) Q.-Y. Wu, G.-Z. Ao and F. Liu, Org. Chem. Front., 2018, 5,
2061; (b) K.-Y. Ye, G. Pombar, N. Fu, G. S. Sauer,
I. Keresztes and S. Lin, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2018, 140, 2438;
(c) L. Zhang, G. Zhang, P. Wang, Y. Li and A. Li, Org. Lett.,
2018, 20, 7394; (d) Y.-Y. Jiang, G.-Y. Dou, K. Xua and
C.-C. Zeng, Org. Chem. Front., 2018, 5, 2573; (e) K.-Y. Ye,
Z. Song, G. S. Sauer, J. H. Harenberg, N. Fu and S. Lin,
Chem. – Eur. J., 2018, 24, 12274; (f ) W. Jud, C. O. Kappe
and D. Cantillo, Chem. – Eur. J., 2018, 24, 17234;
(g) L. Zhang, G. Zhang, P. Wang, Y. Li and A. Lei, Org. Lett.,
2018, 20, 7396; (h) J. W. Yingchao, D. R. Guillot,
C. Kouklovsky and G. Vencent, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2019, 141,
2831; (i) Z. Zhang, L. Zhang, Y. Cao, F. Li, G. Bai, G. Liu,
Y. Yang and F. Mo, Org. Lett., 2019, 21, 761; ( j) Z. Ruan,
Z. Huang, Z. Xu, G. Mo, X. Tian, X.-Y. Yu and
L. Ackermann, Org. Lett., 2019, 21, 1237.

12 For a selection of our recent studies on C–H activation, see:
(a) Y. K. Kang, S. M. Kim and D. Y. Kim, J. Am. Chem. Soc.,
2010, 132, 11847; (b) Y. K. Kang and D. Y. Kim, Adv. Synth.
Catal., 2013, 355, 3131; (c) S. J. Kwon and D. Y. Kim, Chem.
Rec., 2016, 16, 1191; (d) C. W. Suh, S. J. Kwon and
D. Y. Kim, Org. Lett., 2017, 19, 1334.

Organic & Biomolecular Chemistry Communication

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2019 Org. Biomol. Chem., 2019, 17, 3319–3323 | 3323

Pu
bl

is
he

d 
on

 0
7 

m
ar

t 2
01

9.
 D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
by

 F
ai

l O
pe

n 
on

 0
7.

05
.2

02
5 

10
:1

6:
52

. 
View Article Online

https://doi.org/10.1039/c9ob00373h

	Button 1: 


