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ABSTRACT: The X-ray crystal structure of a dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO)
coordinating complex [RuII(κ2-pdc)(tpy)(DMSO)] (H2pdc = 2,6-pyridyl
dicarboxylic acid and tpy = 2,2′:6′,2″-terpyridine) led to the discovery of a
unique RuIVO configuration for the Ru-pybox (pybox = pyridine-
bis(oxazoline) ligands) epoxidation catalyst by theoretical calculations. On the
basis of this structure, a detailed theoretical study was conducted on the alkene
epoxidation reaction using ruthenium-based epoxidation catalysts. It was found
that the process of H2O2 coordination proceeded via an associative path in
which one carboxylate detached. The following H2O-elimination step was found
to be facilitated by the detached carboxylate group. The resulting RuIVO
rearranges to the species trans-2a-oxo, in which one carboxylate group is
situated over the tpy ring; the trans-2a-oxo was found to have the lowest
activation free energies toward alkene epoxidation. These results demonstrated
the importance of the hemilabile properties of the pdc2− ligand for the Ru-pdc alkene epoxidation catalysts.
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■ INTRODUCTION

Asymmetric epoxidation of alkenes is a central reaction in
organic synthesis, especially for drug synthesis because it can
potentially generate two chiral centers in one step. During the
past few decades, large progress has been made in the
development of epoxidation catalysts. Some of the most well-
known catalysts are the Sharpless−Katsuki Ti tartrate
complexes1 and the Katsuki−Jacobsen Mn-salen complexes.2,3

However, those catalysts require the use of non-atom-economic
reagents as the oxidant, such as alkyl hydroperoxides and
hypochlorite. In recent years, great efforts have been dedicated
to epoxidation reactions using hydrogen peroxide as the
terminal oxidant because hydrogen peroxide has high atom
economy and its only byproduct is water.4

Ruthenium-based epoxidation catalysts have received much
attention because of the well-developed Ru chemistry and the
easy access of various redox states of Ru complexes.5−26 In
particular, Nishiyama et al. reported the first use of [Ru(pdc)-

(tpy)] (1; H2pdc = 2,6-pyridyl dicarboxylic acid; tpy =
2,2′:6′,2″-terpyridine; Figure 1) as an alkene-epoxidation
catalyst in the presence of non-atom-economic oxidants such
as PhI(OAc)2, O2/

tBuCHO, and tBuOOH.27 Later on, Beller
and co-workers developed a series of catalysts of [Ru(pdc)-
(pybox)] (pybox = pyridine-bis(oxazoline) ligands; complex 2;
Figure 1) that use hydrogen peroxide as the oxidant, with high
activity and selectivity toward asymmetric epoxidation of
alkenes.28−32 The anionic ligand pdc2− is essential to suppress
the decomposition of hydrogen peroxide and to improve the
efficiency of the Ru-pdc/H2O2 system toward alkene
epoxidation. It has also been used in water oxidation catalysts
in which the π-donating pdc2− ligand makes the high valent
states accessible at lower potentials.33−35

Received: March 9, 2015
Revised: May 20, 2015
Published: May 21, 2015

Research Article

pubs.acs.org/acscatalysis

© 2015 American Chemical Society 3966 DOI: 10.1021/acscatal.5b00496
ACS Catal. 2015, 5, 3966−3972

pubs.acs.org/acscatalysis
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acscatal.5b00496


For the epoxidation reaction, it was proposed that the
corresponding RuIVO species, [RuIV(pdc)(κ2-pybox)(O)]
(2b-oxo; Figure 1), is the active catalyst on the basis of density
function theory (DFT) calculations.29 Unfortunately, limited
experimental results were obtained to identify the geometric
structure of the active RuIVO because of the intrinsic
difficulty in isolating the reactive/unstable, high valent state
RuIVO species. This also hampers the understanding and the
development of the Ru-pdc alkene epoxidation catalysts.
Herein, we report the crystal structure of a novel DMSO-
coordinated Ru-pdc complex [RuII(κ2-pdc)(tpy)(DMSO)] (1-
DMSO; DMSO = dimethyl sulfoxide, Figure 1) in which one
carboxylate has been detached. On the basis of this finding, we
conducted theoretical studies on the function of the hemilabile
pdc ligand on the reactivity. We found the trans-2a-oxo species
(Figure 1) to be the most probable intermediate for C−O bond
formation in the alkene epoxidation catalyzed by the Ru-pdc-
pybox catalyst.

■ MATERIALS AND METHODS
Experimental Section. Complexes 1 and 2 were prepared

according to the literature methods.27,36 All other chemicals are
commercially available. The 1H NMR spectra were recorded
using a 500 MHz Bruker Advance spectrometer. Mass
spectrometry measurements were performed on a LCQ
Advantage Max (Finnigan) mass spectrometry. All of the
electronic absorption spectra were measured with a Perki-
nElmer Lambda 750 UV−vis spectrophotometer.
Synthesis of Complex 1-DMSO. To a dark solid of

complex 1 (30 mg) was added 5 mL of dimethyl sulfoxide. The
mixture was sonicated for 5 min and then stirred for another 10
min at room temperature. During this period, a yellow
precipitate was formed, which was eventually filtered out,
washed with ethyl ether/methanol (v/v = 10:1), and dried
under vacuum overnight. The target product was obtained as a

yellow solid (yield: 15 mg, 43%). 1H NMR (500 MHz, D2O): δ
= 8.36−8.39 (m, 4H), 8.30 (d, 2H), 8.17 (m, 2H), 8.10 (t, 2H),
7.96 (t, 1H), 7.57 (t, 2H), 7.13 (d, 1H), 2.77 (s, 6H). MS
(ESI): m/z+ = 578.93 ([M + H]+ calcd: 579.03) and 600.80
([M + Na]+; calcd: 601.01). Found: C 50.18, H 3.68, N 9.65.
Calcd for C24H20N4O5RuS: C 49.91, H 3.49, N 9.70%.

Single-Crystal X-ray Diffraction. Single crystals were
obtained by a solvent evaporation process of a mixed DMSO/
H2O solution of 1. Single-crystal X-ray diffraction data were
collected from a red blocklike crystal on an Xcalibur
diffractometer at 298 K using a Mo X-ray radiation source (λ
= 0.71073 Å). Data reduction was performed using the
CrysAlisPro program.37 The structure was solved by a direct
method. All the non-hydrogen atoms were located directly from
difference Fourier maps. All the hydrogen atoms were located
directly in the calculated position on the basis of their
geometry. Final structure refinements were performed with
the SHELX program38,39 by minimizing the sum of the squared
deviation of F2 using a full matrix technique.

Computational Studies. All density functional theory
(DFT) calculations were carried out with the Jaguar 7.6
program package by Schrödinger LLC. For geometry
optimizations, solvation energy, and frequency calculations,
Becke’s three-parameter hybrid functional and the LYP
correlation functional (B3LYP)40,41 were used with the
LACVP** core potential and basis set; single-point energy
corrections were performed with the M0642 functional using
the LACV3P**++ basis set which, as suggested by Martin,43

was augmented with two f-polarization functions on Ru.
Frequency calculations were performed on the optimized
geometries to verify that the geometries correspond to minima
or first-order saddle points (transition states) on the potential
energy surface (PES). The Gibbs free energies were defined
using the following equation G = E(M06/LACV3P**++ 2f on
Ru) + Gsolv + ZPE + H298 − TS298 + 1.9 (concentration

Figure 1. Structures of complexes 1, 2, 2′, 1-DMSO, 2a-oxo, 2b-oxo, trans-2a-oxo, trans-2b-oxo, and trans-2a-oxo, as well as free energy differences
of oxo species The spin multiplicity (m) of each oxo complex is labeled.
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correction to the free energy of solvation fromM(g) toM(aq)).
On the basis of the gas-phase-optimized structures, the effect of
solvent was evaluated by single-point calculations using the
Poisson−Boltzmann reactive field implemented in Jaguar 7.6
(PBF)44 in tert-butyl alcohol.

■ RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Dissolving the dark red solid of complex 1 in DMSO resulted in
a light yellow solution from which a yellow precipitate was
formed in a few minutes and was isolated and characterized as
complex 1-DMSO in a zwitterionic form. The crystal structure
of 1-DMSO was resolved and is depicted in Figure 2. In the

structure, the tpy ligand is tridentately bound to the Ru cation,
the pdc ligand bidentately coordinates to the Ru cation though
the N and O atoms, and the DMSO ligand binds through the S
atom. The DMSO ligand is trans to the N atom of the pdc
ligand; one of the carboxylate groups is pendant and is situated
close to the tpy ring, as a result of which the central pyridine
motif of the terpyridine ligand was clearly bent toward the
DMSO ligand. Its 1H NMR and COSY spectra (Figure S1) are
in good agreement with the crystal structure resolved from
single-crystal X-ray diffraction. Three resonance peaks at 8.17
(including one proton from tpy), 7.96, and 7.13 ppm were
assigned to the pdc2− ligand, and the remaining peaks in the
aromatic region, to the tpy ligand. The resonance peak of the
coordinated DMSO ligand was observed at 2.77 ppm, with a
contaminant peak (2.69 ppm) of free DMSO nearby. Regarding
the well-known asymmetric alkene epoxidation catalyst 2, the
ligand exchange between methanol and carboxylate ligands has
been observed previously by the Beller group;29 however, the
proposed steric structure of the resulting product (the
incoming methanol ligand is proposed cis to the pendant free
carboxylate) is questionable in consideration of the crystal
structure of 1-DMSO.
Ligand exchange processes are among the most important

elementary steps of a catalytic cycle and may influence the
catalytic activity, substrate selectivity and the longevity of a
catalytic reaction. In particular, a ligand exchange step is
required to form the active RuIVO at the Ru-pdc catalysts,
and therefore, how RuIVO is formed is of interest. However,
the inherent difficulties of studying the reaction between a Ru-
pdc catalyst with H2O2, due to decomposition of H2O2 and

highly reactive intermediates, prevent chemists from obtaining
much useful information from experiments. Instead, studying
the interaction of a Ru-pdc catalyst with DMSO is easier and
more straightforward and may shed light on the ligation of, for
example, H2O2 with complexes 1 and 2. We therefore studied
the kinetics of reactions of complexes 1 and 2 with DMSO
(Figure 3; 2-DMSO = [Ru(κ2-pdc)(pybox)(DMSO)]) by

means of UV−vis spectroscopy (see Figure S2 for the UV−
vis spectra of complexes 1 and 2). Kinetic measurements, by
using the initial reaction rate method (Figures S3−S12), reveal
a rate law of first order in [Ru] ([1] or [2]) and first order in
[DMSO], which is rate = k[Ru][DMSO], with k1 = 1.95 × 10−2

M−1 s−1 for complex 1 and k2 = 2.4 × 10−3 M−1 s−1 for complex
2 at room temperature, indicating an associative ligand
exchange mechanism. The slow kinetics of 2 are most likely
due to two reasons: (1) the electron-deficient Ru cation
(caused by the poor electron-donating pybox ligand in which
two-electron-negative oxygen atoms are present) strengthens
the Ru−Ocarboxylate bonds and slows down the ligand exchange
kinetics; (2) the steric bulkiness of isopropyl groups hinders the
incoming DMSO ligand and thereby reduces the ligand
exchange rate.
To provide a detailed interpretation for DMSO substitution,

DFT calculations were performed to locate the transition states
of the ligand substitution reaction. Two transition states were
found (Figures 4 and S13): ts-cis-1-DMSO corresponds to the
substitution of the carboxylate ligand close to the incoming
DMSO ligand, yielding an intermediate cis-1-DMSO; ts-1-
DMSO is the replacement of one carboxylate with the other
one, through which cis-1-DMSO is transformed to 1-DMSO.
The free energy barriers are calculated to be at 15.9 and 15.7
kcal/mol for these two steps, respectively.
The unique structure of 1-DMSO is reminiscent of the

structure of the proposed active RuIVO species of the Ru-
pdc-pybox asymmetric alkene epoxidation catalysts. We
therefore wonder if they share a similar feature, that one of
the carboxylates is replaced by the incoming ligand, a DMSO/
oxo ligand? To answer this question, we carried out DFT
calculations on the structures of RuO species. The free
energy of five possible active species is first presented, including
four RuIVO species2a-oxo, 2b-oxo, trans-2a-oxo and trans-
2b-oxotogether with a ligand oxidized species (an N oxide)
2-oxo-N (Figure 1; see their optimized structures in Figure
S14). Note that two isopropyl groups of 2 were replaced by two
methyl groups 2′ in the DFT calculations.

Figure 2. Crystal structure of 1-DMSO with thermal ellipsoids at 30%
probability. Hydrogen atoms are omitted for clarity.

Figure 3. Reaction schemes of 1 (or 2) + DMSO → 1-DMSO (or 2-
DMSO).
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Among these five species, complex trans-2a-oxo is calculated
to have the lowest free energy. The other conformations are all
slightly higher in free energy, yet all low enough to be possible

candidate reactive species. Complex 2-oxo-N is not considered
as a reactive species because it has to be transformed to a Ru
O species to react with an alkene, and it was not further

Figure 4. Reaction diagram of the DMSO-substitution reaction. The relative Gibbs free energies are given in kcal/mol, and the bond lengths are
given in Å.

Figure 5. Reaction diagram of formation of 2a-oxo via H2O2 with complex 2′. The relative Gibbs free energies are given in kcal/mol, and the bond
lengths are given in Å.

Figure 6. Reaction diagram of epoxidation of styrene using 2a-oxo. The relative Gibbs free energies are given in kcal/mol, and the bond lengths are
given in Å.
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investigated. On the basis of these values, we cannot identify
whether 2a-oxo, 2b-oxo, trans-2a-oxo, or trans-2b-oxo is the
active species. Therefore, we calculated their reaction energy
barriers toward the C−O bond formation for the alkene
epoxidation reaction.
First, the formation of the relatively stable epoxidation

catalysts 2a-oxo and 2b-oxo were examined. For 2a-oxo, as
inspired by the DMSO-substitution reaction (Figure S13a), we
explored the ligation of H2O2 to the complex 2′ with the
involvement of carboxylate ligand dissociation (Figure 5;
optimized structures in Figure S15). Upon the approach of
HOOH to complex 2′, the carboxylate ligand close to the
incoming HOOH dissociates, and 2a-HOOH−COO is formed
with an activation barrier of 16.4 kcal/mol via the transition
state ts-2a-HOOH−COO. Then a proton of the attached
HOOH is transferred to the oxygen site of the dissociated
carboxylate ligand. This proton movement is facile and
proceeds with a low free energy barrier of 0.8 kcal/mol via
ts-2a-OOH−COOH and leads to the formation of complex 2a-
OOH−COOH. The formation of the potential catalyst 2a-oxo
is accompanied by the dissociation of water and is exergonic
once the free energy barrier ts-2a-oxo is overcome (11.1 kcal/
mol). The direct formation of 2b-oxo from the reaction of 2′
and HOOH is disfavored with a free energy barrier of 29.9
kcal/mol (Figure S16).
The free energy barriers for styrene reacting with the species

2b-oxo and trans-2b-oxo where a nitrogen ligand has
dissociated, are calculated at 27.8 and 29.6 kcal/mol,
respectively (Figures S17 and S18), indicating that these two
reactions would be slow at room temperature. In contrast, the
energy barriers for the species with the detached carboxylate,
2a-oxo and trans-2a-oxo, are lower. Therefore, the following
discussion will focus on these two species to understand how
Ru-pdc complexes catalyze alkene epoxidation.
The free energy barrier of direct reaction of catalyst 2a-oxo

with styrene is calculated as 25.2 kcal/mol relative to 2a-oxo via
ts-2a-o-ene (Figure 6), indicating that this direct reaction

between 2a-oxo and styrene to complete the epoxidation is
slow at room temperature. Once the potential catalyst 2a-oxo is
formed, another possible pathway that includes the transition to
trans-2a-oxo by overcoming ts-trans-2a-oxo (13.4 kcal/mol)
before reacting with styrene is considered (Figure 7). This
reaction is exergonic by 2.2 kcal/mol, and trans-2a-oxo is
actually the RuIV-oxo species with the lowest free energy.
Therefore, all reactions with styrene should be related to this
species. This means that the ts-2a-o-ene is 27.4 kcal/mol
relative to trans-2a-oxo, which makes it more unlikely that it is
the major reaction path at room temperature. The reaction
between trans-2a-oxo and styrene generates trans-2a-o-ene
(triplet) by overcoming a free energy barrier of 22.8 kcal/mol
via ts-trans-2a-o-ene, which is the lowest barrier located for this
step and also a reasonable activation energy at ambient
conditions. A further oxygen−carbon bond formation that leads
to trans-2a-epo-ene (singlet) proceeds via a spin-crossing
transformation (Figure S19). A minimum energy crossing point
(MECP) was located on the hypersurface where the two spin
states have the same energy.45−48 A calculated transition free
energy barrier between two spin states is only 5.2 kcal/mol.
The only geometrical difference between 2a-oxo and trans-

2a-oxo is the position of the dissociated carboxylate group,
which is near the oxo in 2a-oxo and far from the oxo in trans-
2a-oxo. This geometrical difference makes the reactivity toward
styrene slightly different. The free energy barrier reached 25.2
kcal/mol when 2a-oxo reacted with styrene, and the free energy
of product 2a-o-ene is 7.0 kcal/mol higher than the reactants.
In contrast, the free energy barrier for the reaction between
trans-2a-oxo and styrene is at 22.8 kcal/mol (taking trans-2a-
oxo as a reference), and the free energy of product trans-2a-o-
ene is 3.0 kcal/mol higher than the reactants. A possible
explanation of the difference in reactivity is based on the
electron density at the oxo of RuIVO along the reaction path.
Along the reaction coordinate between 2a-oxo and styrene

(Table 1), negative charge builds up on the oxygen atom (from
−0.43 to −0.51, finally to −0.56). The repulsion between this

Figure 7. Epoxidation of styrene using trans-2a-oxo. The relative Gibbs free energies are given in kcal/mol, and the bond lengths are given in Å.
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oxygen and the dissociated carboxylate group (carrying a formal
negative charge) nearby thereby increases, which may cause the
slightly higher free energy of both ts-2a-o-ene and 2a-o-ene.
However, for trans-2a-oxo (Table 1), although negative charge
still builds up along the reaction coordinates, the dissociated
carboxylate group is far from the oxo, and the electronic
repulsion is minimal for both ts-trans-2a-o-ene and trans-2a-o-
ene. Although there may be additional explanations for the
difference in reactivity, it appears that 2a-oxo needs to be
transformed to trans-2a-oxo before reacting with styrene and
completing the epoxidation of styrene. On the basis of a
suggestion from one of the reviewers, we calculated the
reactivity of the two conformations but with the carboxylate
removed. In that way, we could distinguish the effect of the
carboxylate placement versus the cis/trans placement of the
picolinate moiety. We found that also, here, the reactivity
slightly favors the same conformation that we found more
reactive, but the effect is smaller (Figure S24). This result
indicates that the preference of reactivity at trans-2a-oxo over
2a-oxo could be due to a combination of the placements of the
ligands bound to the metal and the placement of the
nonbonded carboxylate group.
On the basis of our results, the hemilabile carboxylate of the

Ru-pdc alkene epoxidation catalysts is essential for the catalytic
function. It has several functions along the H2O2-driven alkene
epoxidation reactions: (1) The tridentate coordination of the
pdc2− ligand stabilizes the stating complex (in comparison with
Ru catalysts with five-coordinated ligands) when substrates are
not present or not accessible. (2) The hemilabile nature of the
ligand allows for substrate coordination. Although the
tridentate coordination stabilized the complex, it could
potentially block reactivity. However, the pdc ligand can clearly
create a free site with low activation barriers. (3) In the
formation of the RuIVO intermediate, the dissociated
carboxylate is directly involved. In the first step, a proton is
transferred from the coordinated H2O2 to the carboxylate, then
the proton is transferred to the noncoordinated oxygen, leading
to formation of water and RuIVO. 4) The p-donating nature
of the ligand facilitates the oxidation by stabilizing the high
oxidation states of the ruthenium center via p(O)−d(Ru)
orbital overlap and charge compensation.

■ CONCLUSION
A DMSO-substituted [Ru(pdc)(tpy)] complex 1-DSMO has
been isolated and characterized by 1H NMR, elemental analysis,
MS, and X-ray crystallography. The kinetics of the ligand
substitution reaction has been studied and revealed an
associative ligand exchange pathway. This finding led to
understanding the process of H2O2 entering the coordination
sphere of the Ru-pdc alkene epoxidation catalysts. The
structure of 1-DMSO inspired us to propose a RuIVO
species, trans-2a-oxo, that is likely the active species for alkene

epoxidation. The large difference in activity between 2a-oxo
and trans-2a-oxo indicates the importance of the dissociated
carboxylate group, which is near and far, respectively, from the
reacting oxo group. The species with the dissociated
carboxylate group close to the reacting oxo will experience
electrostatic repulsion along the reaction and will therefore
have a high free energy of activation. In contrast, the species
with the dissociated carboxylate group far from the oxo avoids
this repulsion, and the reaction can proceed with a low
activation free energy. The hemilabile property of the pdc2−

ligand is key to the facile transformation from the reactant all
the way to the product, and the ligand’s tridentate coordination
also stabilizes the complex toward degradation. Our discovery
has improved the understanding of the epoxidation mechanism
catalyzed by the [Ru(pdc)(N^N^N)] catalysts. The fact that
the carboxylate ligands, such as pdc2−, are hemilabile and
readily rearrange could also have implications on other catalytic
processes in which these ligands are involved; for instance, the
water oxidation reaction catalyzed by catalysts [Ru(pdc)(pic)3]
and [Ru(hqc)(pic)3] (pic = 4-picoline; H2hqc = 8-hydrox-
yquinoline-2-caboxylic acid).
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Hugl, H.; Mag̈erlein, W.; Beller, M. Org. Lett. 2005, 7, 987−990.
(32) Anilkumar, G.; Bhor, S.; Tse, M. K.; Klawonn, M.; Bitterlich, B.;
Beller, M. Tetrahedron: Asymmetry 2005, 16, 3536−3561.
(33) An, J.; Duan, L.; Sun, L. Faraday Discuss. 2012, 155, 267−275.
(34) Duan, L.; Xu, Y.; Gorlov, M.; Tong, L.; Andersson, S.; Sun, L.
Chem. - Eur. J. 2010, 16, 4659−4668.
(35) Tong, L.; Wang, Y.; Duan, L.; Xu, Y.; Cheng, X.; Fischer, A.;
Ahlquist, M. S. G.; Sun, L. Inorg. Chem. 2012, 51, 3388−3398.
(36) Couchman, S. M.; Dominguez-Vera, J. M.; Jeffery, J. C.; McKee,
C. A.; Nevitt, S.; Pohlman, M.; White, C. M.; Ward, M. D. Polyhedron
1998, 17, 3541−3550.
(37) Technol., A. CrysAlis Sofware System, 171.36.32 ed.; Agilent
Technologies: Santa Clara, CA, 2013.
(38) Sheldrick, G. M. Acta Crystallogr., Sect. A: Found. Crystallogr.
2008, 64, 112−122.
(39) Sheldrick, G. M. SHELXL97; Program for Solution of Crystal
Structure; University of Gottingen: Gottingen, Germany, 1997.
(40) Becke, A. D. J. Chem. Phys. 1993, 98, 5648−5652.

(41) Lee, C.; Yang, W.; Parr, R. G. Phys. Rev. B: Condens. Matter
Mater. Phys. 1988, 37, 785−789.
(42) Zhao, Y.; Truhlar, D. G. Theor. Chem. Acc. 2008, 120, 215−241.
(43) Martin, J. M. L.; Sundermann, A. J. Chem. Phys. 2001, 114,
3408−3420.
(44) Marten, B.; Kim, K.; Cortis, C.; Friesner, R. A.; Murphy, R. B.;
Ringnalda, M. N.; Sitkoff, D.; Honig, B. J. Phys. Chem. 1996, 100,
11775−11788.
(45) Bearpark, M. J.; Robb, M. A.; Bernhard Schlegel, H. Chem. Phys.
Lett. 1994, 223, 269−274.
(46) Koga, N.; Morokuma, K. Chem. Phys. Lett. 1985, 119, 371−374.
(47) Lundberg, M.; Siegbahn, P. E. M. Chem. Phys. Lett. 2005, 401,
347−351.
(48) Harvey, J. N.; Aschi, M.; Schwarz, H.; Koch, W. Theor. Chem.
Acc. 1998, 99, 95−99.

ACS Catalysis Research Article

DOI: 10.1021/acscatal.5b00496
ACS Catal. 2015, 5, 3966−3972

3972

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1381-1169(97)00076-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1381-1169(99)00226-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1381-1169(99)00227-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/om000481v
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2007.05.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/a809640f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/a708874d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/om990657x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0040-4039(95)01873-G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/1521-3765(20010903)7:17<3776::AID-CHEM3776>3.0.CO;2-M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ic501483s
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja305890c
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.201201848
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ic302863h
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ic302481s
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.molcata.2013.04.034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C2CY20616A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/chem.201304699
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ic501483s
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.inorgchem.5b00615
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/a705109c
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.200460528
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/chem.200501262
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ol050821e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ol047604i
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tetasy.2005.08.060
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C1FD00101A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/chem.200902603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ic201348u
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0277-5387(98)00145-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1107/S0108767307043930
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.464913
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.37.785
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00214-007-0310-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1337864
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp953087x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0009-2614(94)00433-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0009-2614(85)80436-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cplett.2004.11.068
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002140050309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acscatal.5b00496

