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The area of metal-pentadienyl chemistry has recently 
been attracting growing attention, and a number of 
reviews covering various aspects of this field have ap­
peared.1 As a result of the increasing interest in this 
field, many new facets of metal-pentadienyl chemistry 
have been uncovered leading to a greater appreciation 
for, and understanding of, what this field has to offer. 
Once again, therefore, it seems appropriate to try to 
summarize and put into perspective the advances made 
in this area. In this review, the focus will first center 
on the physical and structural natures of these com­
plexes, particularly how they relate to similar systems, 
e.g., allyl, butadiene, and cyclopentadienyl complexes. 
However, ligand-centered structural features such as 
C-C distances, C-C-C angles, and their variations with 
substituents have already been discussed in detail and 
for the most part will not be presented again.2 Em­
phasis for the structural treatment in this review will 
be given to rj5-bound pentadienyl complexes, as struc­
tural parameters for -n3- and ^-bound species can be 
expected to reflect the bonding of metal-allyl and 
metal-alkyl complexes, respectively. Subsequently, 
attention will turn to reaction chemistry involving major 
transformations of pentadienyl ligands. 

/. Introduction 

In many respects it is surprising that the potential 
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usefulness of metal-pentadienyl compounds had not 
been appreciated earlier. After all, the closed, five-
membered cyclopentadienyl ligand and the open, 
three-membered allyl ligand have proven to be of im­
mense importance in both fundamental and practical 
senses.3 The cyclopentadienyl ligand is well-renowned 
for its utility as a "stabilizing ligand", as it has yielded 
many very thermally stable compounds. Most notable 
among these are the metallocenes or bis(cyclo-
pentadienyl)metal complexes.4 In addition to the quite 
stable complexes of iron, ruthenium, and osmium 
(which obey the 18-electron rule), stable species are 
known also for vanadium, chromium, manganese, co­
balt, and nickel, whose complexes possess electron 
counts in the range of 15-20. In contrast, while hom-
oleptic allyl compounds of the first-row transition 
metals from titanium to nickel have been prepared, the 
most stable examples, of chromium and nickel, still 
decompose at room temperature.5 Despite, and in fact 
perhaps because of, this much lower thermal stability, 
metal-allyl compounds have been utilized in a tre­
mendous number of important synthetic and catalytic 
applications.6 

While a number of reports dealing with metal-pen­
tadienyl complexes had appeared prior to 1980 (vide 
infra), there was little if any indication or recognition 
that pentadienyl ligands by themselves might lead to 
a variety of potentially useful carbon-carbon bond-
forming (coupling) reactions. However, a close com­
parison of the pentadienyl fragment, and particularly 
its molecular orbitals7 (see Figure 1), to the related 
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Figure 1. Comparison of the ir-molecular orbitals of the pen-
tadienyl and cyclopentadienyl groups. 

cyclopentadienyl and allyl fragments, has suggested that 
the pentadienyl ligand should be capable of imparting 
thermal stability to a wide variety of metal complexes 
and that pentadienyl complexes should readily undergo 
"allyl-like" transformations (e.g., rj5-^3-^1 interconver-
sions) and reactions (coupling and "naked metal" 
chemistry). It was also proposed that in some cases 
metal-pentadienyl bonding might actually be stronger 
than the renowned metal-cyclopentadienyl honding,la,b 

even though earlier publications had explicitly pointed 
out that metal-cyclohexadienyl bonding appeared 
weaker than metal-cyclopentadienyl bonding.8 In fact, 

both "half-open vanadocene" and "half-open 
in 

titanocene" complexes, this has now been demonstrated, 
and even with the stronger metal-pentadienyl bonding, 
the pentadienyl ligand remains the more active center 
for coupling reactions (vide infra). 

While the primary focus of this review relates to 
metal complexes of open pentadienyl ligands, it must 
be noted that a large number of metal complexes of 
cyclohexadienyl, cycloheptadienyl, and cyclooctadienyl 
(hereinafter collectively referred to as cyclo-dienyl for 
simplicity, although even between these species there 
may be significant differences9) ligands had been pre­
pared early on, although few of these were homoleptic 
species and, with some notable exceptions,10 little con­
certed effort had been devoted to reaction chemistry 
of these complexes. Nonetheless, some early observa­
tions did serve to foreshadow part of the future course 
of metal-pentadienyl chemistry, and it is appropriate 
that some of these be included, particularly when they 
represent species not yet observed for pentadienyl 
complexes or demonstrate behavior much different 
from that of otherwise related pentadienyl species. 

The first complex of a pentadienyl ligand, Fe-
(C5H7)(CO)3

+, was prepared in 1962 by protonation of 
the neutral Fe(»;4-pentadienol)(CO)3 complex.11 In 1960 
the related cyclohexadienyl complex, Fe(C6H7)(CO)3

+, 
had been reported to result from formal hydride ab­
straction from Fe(r;4-l,3-C6H8)(CO)3,

12 while the iso-
electronic Mn(C6H7)(CO)3 had been prepared through 
the reaction of 1,3-cyclohexadiene with Mn2(CO)10

13 or 
from the reaction of NaBH4 with Mn(C6H6)(CO)3

+. 
Similarly, for most other early cyclo-dienyl complexes, 
the method of preparation utilized (??4-diene)- or (rj6-
arene)metal complexes as starting materials rather than 
utilizing the direct interaction of organic anions (pen­
tadienyl, cyclohexadienyl, etc.) with metal complexes. 
While most of the resulting products involved J75-dienyl 
coordination, a number of ?j3-dienyl complexes had also 
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Figure 2. Solid-state structure of Pd(7j3-C8Hn)(acac) (reprinted 
from ref 14c; copyright 1966 American Chemical Society). 

Figure 3. Molecular structure of Ni2(C6Hy)2 (reprinted from ref 
15; copyright 1969 VCH (Weinheim)). 

been reported. Representative examples are depicted 
below 

o 
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and in Figure 2,u while the structure of the unusual 
Ni2(CsHy)2 may be seen in Figure 3.15 

In addition to these isolated examples of r;3- and 
ij5-bound dienyl complexes, at least several examples 
of transformations between the TJ3- and »j5-bonding 
modes had been observed. For example, Rinze reported 
the following TJ5-JJ3 conversion (eq 1,L = P(C6H5)3).

16 
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O Mann and Maitlis observed that a variety of neutral and 
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Figure 4. Comparison of the structures of Rh(7j6-C6H50)(P-
(C6H6)3)2 and Rh(q3-2,4-C7H11)(pinacop) (reprinted from ref 20 
and 21; copyright 1980 Elsevier Sequoia and 1988 American 
Chemical Society). 

cationic 16-electron r/3-cycloheptadienyl complexes of 
palladium displayed fluxional behavior that could be 
attributed to J?3-T?6-7?3 interconversions, e.g., eq 2.17 

These observations were subsequently supported by 
molecular orbital studies.18 

<d <^) <d) 

Although not the case in the example above, in gen­
eral one might expect that cyclo-dienyl complexes 
should exhibit a greater preference toward rj5 coordi­
nation than would pentadienyl complexes, as the former 
will be held relatively rigid in the U conformation, while 
pentadienyl fragments tend to prefer W and S (sickle) 
configurations (note, however, that the 2,4-dimethyl-

u w s 
pentadienyl fragment is an exception, preferring the U 
conformation).19 In fact, a good illustration of this may 
be found in some rhodium chemistry. Thus, while a 
Rh(cyclohexadienyl)(P(C6H5)3)2 complex has been for­

mulated as an r;5-bound complex,20 an analogous open 
pentadienyl complex has been found to adopt an r?3 

configuration (Figure 4).21 

In a number of cases, the reaction chemistry of 
metal-pentadienyl complexes has also been paralleled 
by earlier work with cyclo-dienyl compounds, and such 
situations will be discussed in the appropriate sections. 
In addition, however, it should be noted that some very 
important and extensive applications have been de­
veloped for (cyclohexadienyl)metal chemistry in organic 
synthesis.10 

/ / . Syntheses, Spectroscopy, and Structural 
Data 

A. Open Metallocenes 

While a number of organic fragments, perhaps most 
notably CO, may be incorporated into various series of 
homoleptic complexes of transition metals,22 cyclo-
pentadienyl has been for some time quite unique. All 
first-row transition metals from vanadium to nickel 
form thermally stable metallocenes 

I 
M 

despite the fact that their electron configurations range 
from 15 to 20. Of these metals, only for iron is the 
18-electron rule obeyed. Despite cyclopentadienyl's 
reputation as a stabilizing ligand, however, the simple 
titanocene analogue is known to be quite unstable, and 
attempts at its isolation have led instead to a myriad 
of dimeric species, perhaps most commonly 1, and to 
nitrogen adducts.23 

<G?—^r 

i /^ 
The first "open metallocene" to be reported seems to 

be bis(pentadienyl)chromium, Cr(C5H7)2, although its 
potential significance relative to the metallocenes was 
not recognized.24 However, two "pseudoferrocenes", 
bis(6-R-l,3,5-trimethylcyclohexadienyl)iron (R = C6H5, 
t-C4H9), were reported at about the same time,25 and 
while the potential relationship with ferrocene was 
suggested, the conformational and bonding natures of 
these species were essentially unknown. Subsequently, 
a metal atom vapor reaction led to Fe(Tj5-C7H7)(7?5-C7H9) 
(C7H7 = cycloheptatrienyl; C7H9 = cycloheptadienyl).26 

That unsymmetric structures were adopted by these 
complexes was demonstrated by X-ray diffraction 
(Figure 5).26,27 Isoelectronic cationic complexes of 
rhodium and iridium were reported at about the same 
time.28 

In the early 1980s, it was proposed that pentadienyl 
ligands should be capable of imparting thermal stability 
as well as favorable chemical and catalytic reactivities 
to their transition-metal complexes and that in some 
cases pentadienyl might even bond more strongly than 



1258 Chemical Reviews, 1988, Vol. 88, No. 7 

)C34 

Ernst 

Figure 5. Structure of the pseudoferrocene Fe[jj6-l,5-(CeH6)2-
3-Ct-C4H9)C6H2P(CH3)I2 (reprinted from ref 27b; copyright 1985 
American Chemical Society). 

cyclopentadienyl.29 In accord with these expectations, 
it was found that direct reaction of 2 equiv of the 2,4-
dimethylpentadienyl anion with divalent titanium, va­
nadium, chromium, and iron chlorides or chloride 
complexes led straightforwardly to the formation of the 
respective "open metallocenes" M(2,4-C7HU)2 (M = Ti, 
V, Cr, Fe).29a'b'30 Products could also be isolated from 
reactions involving manganese and cobalt dichlorides, 
but much different courses were followed, and the 
products are described later. 

Because of their close relationship with ferrocene, the 
open ferrocenes have provided a nice opportunity for 
comparisons through physical studies. Most of these 
studies can be more effectively understood in relation 
to results for the half-open ferrocene Fe(C5H5)(2,4-C7-
H11) and hence their discussion will be postponed until 
section ILC. Structures of Fe(2,4-C7H11)2 (Figure 6) and 
Fe(2,3,4-C8H13)2 have been determined,31 and in each 
case a nearly gauche-eclipsed conformation was 
adopted, with the average Fe-C bond distances of 2.089 
(2) and 2.087 (1) A, respectively, being longer than the 
average distance of 2.064 (3) A in ferrocene.32 To dis­
cuss the conformations properly, one can define a con­
formation angle, x. as being 0° for the syn-eclipsed 
conformation 2 and 180° for the anti-eclipsed form 3. 

With this definition, the value of x for the gauche-ec­
lipsed form 4 should be 60°. The respectively values 
for the two iron complexes are 59.7 and 55.1°, and the 
deviation from 60° for the latter complex can readily 
be ascribed to intramolecular CH3-CH3 repulsions. 
While a second gauche-eclipsed form, 5, is possible, until 

Figure 6. Structure of the open ferrocene Fe(2,4-C7Hn)2 (re­
printed from ref 31a; copyright 1983 American Chemical Society). 

recently (vide infra) it had appeared to be quite unlikely 
and was generally omitted from consideration. While 
something close to this form has now been observed for 
Zr(2,4-C7Hu)2(CO)2, it is still likely to be uncommon, 
and any unqualified reference to a gauche-eclipsed form 
will refer to that of 4. It can be noted that structural 
determinations for "pseudo-ferrocenes", as in Figure 6, 
also have revealed gauche-eclipsed ligand orientations, 
although recent spectroscopic data for bis(6,6-di-
methylcyclohexadienyl)iron have led to the proposal 
that it exists in the anti-eclipsed form 3.33 

It is notable that the Fe-C bonds for the "open 
ferrocenes" are slightly longer than those in ferrocene 
itself. This observation is consistent with early struc­
tural observations for other »j5-dienyl complexes.8 For 
the "open ferrocenes" at least, the longer distances were 
attributed to the presence of significant interligand 
steric repulsions and to decreased Fe-pentadienyl 
overlap.31 Support for both of these possibilities would 
be found from the structural data. Regarding the 
overlap argument, it can be noted that a tilting of 3.7 
(9)° by the hydrogen atom substituents toward iron has 
been observed for ferrocene, 6, and attributed to an 

attempt to improve metal-ligand overlap by pointing 
the carbon atoms' p orbitals more toward the metal 
center,32 whereas for vanadium, the tilt appeared to take 
place in the opposite direction. For comparison, tilts 
of substituents in the "open metallocenes" are generally 
in the range of 6-12°, suggesting that more tilting is 
required to bring about reasonable overlap. 

In accord with structural results, variable-tempera­
ture 1H and 13C NMR spectroscopic studies have dem­
onstrated that the ground states of Fe(C5H7)2, Fe(3-
C6H9)2, Fe(2,4-C7HU)2, and Fe(2,3,4-C8H13)2 are all un-
symmetric (presumably gauche-eclipsed) in solution 
phase.31,34 The barriers to the ligand oscillation pro­
cesses have been determined (Table I) and can be seen 
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TABLE I. Rotational Barriers (AG* at the Coalescence 
Temperature, kcal/mol) for Various Open Metallocenes0 

Fe6 Ruc Os* 

C ^ IA 
3-CgXIg 8.7 
2,4-C7Hue 9.1 9.7 13.4 
2,3,4-C8H13 9.4 10.2 

"Uncertainties are ca. 0.1-0.2 kcal/mol. bReferences 31 and 34. 
"Reference 48. dReference 34. 'The barrier for Ti(2,4-C7Hn)2 is 
15.3 kcal/mol. 

to increase with the addition of methyl substituents. 
For the unsymmetric complexes possessing the 2-
methyl- or 2,3-dimethyl-substituted ligands, variable-
temperature NMR spectra indicate the presence of two 
isomers, such as 7 and 8, depicted in the anti-eclipsed 

i I 
Fe Fe 

form for clarity, although for both the actual ground 
states will be gauche-eclipsed. The presence of two 
isomeric forms, 7 and 8, has been further confirmed 
recently through 57Fe NMR spectroscopy.35 

Molecular orbital studies have been carried out on the 
open ferrocenes, utilizing both the extended Huckel 
(EH) and INDO methods, and the results correlated 
with photoelectron spectroscopic data.36 Several sig­
nificant differences were noted between the open fer­
rocenes and ferrocene. Thus, calculations for the 
anti-eclipsed, syn-eclipsed, and gauche-eclipsed con­
formations for the former compound reveal in each case 
the presence of three orbitals having comparable 
(30-70%) metal and ligand character, whereas no such 
orbitals are found for ferrocene. According to the EH 
method, the anti-eclipsed form is favored over the ob­
served gauche-eclipsed form by 22 kJ/mol. While this 
is at oods with structural and spectroscopic results, it 
is in accord with the observation that the barriers to 
ligand rotation in those species are significantly larger 
than those for the metallocenes. The lower degree of 
•ir orbital stabilization for pentadienyl relative to cy-
clopentadienyl appears most reponsible for the higher 
degree of mixing. However, the lower molecular sym­
metry may also contribute somewhat. In any event, as 
a direct result of the greater orbital mixing, the iron d 
orbital populations in the open ferrocenes become much 
more symmetric in accord with much lower quadrupole 
splittings observed in the Mossbauer spectra.37 

The lower stabilization of C5H7 is responsible for 
several other features. Despite the large size of pen­
tadienyl, which leads to poorer metal-ligand overlap 
and increased ligand-ligand steric repulsion and 
therefore to longer Fe-C bonds than in ferrocene, the 
Wiberg indices for the eclipsed Fe(C6H7)2 (Fe-C(l,5) 
= 0.351, Fe-C(2,4) = 0.193, Pe-C(S) = 0.342) average 
slightly more than the value of 0.281 for ferrocene. 
Thus, any weakening of the Fe-pentadienyl bonding 
that results from overlap and steric problems seems to 
be more than compensated for by the energetic favor-
ability of metal-pentadienyl bonding. The internal and 
external C-C bond indices are 1.27 and 1.39, respec­

tively, which is consistent with many structural results, 
and the resonance hybrid 

U 
Other interesting trends have also been uncovered. 
While 8 (Fe —*• L) bonding in ferrocene appears very 
modest, the 5 bonding in the open ferrocenes seems 
quite significant and perhaps is largely responsible for 
the slightly higher charge on iron found by the theo­
retical studies (0.434 vs 0.416 in Fe(C5H5)2). The carbon 
atom charges are greatest for the terminal atoms, -0.478 
which can be compared to the respective values of 0.033 
and -0.312 for the C(2,4) and C(3) atoms in Fe(C5H7)2, 
and -0.173 for the carbon atoms in ferrocene. Actually, 
spectroscopic studies of various metal pentadienyl 
carbonyl complexes generally reveal higher C-O 
stretching frequencies compared to their C5H5 ana­
logues, suggesting that pentadienyl is the better ac­
cepting ligand, despite the fact that C6H5 has both a 
higher electron affinity and ionization potential than 
C5H7.

38 It might be that the large size of the penta­
dienyl ligands, and the closer approach of their planes 
to the metal centers, tend to promote the 5 interaction, 
and possibly pentadienyl ligands may function as sig­
nificant 5-accepting ligands in many of these com­
pounds. Perhaps this type of interaction might be re­
sponsible for the observation that metal pentadienyl 
complexes are most favored for low metal oxidation 
states, although other factors (pentadienyl vs metal ion 
size or resonance stabilization of the pentadienyl rad­
ical) might also be important. 

The theoretical studies also indicate that methylation 
brings about significant changes in the Fe-C bonding 
including a net destabilization of the compounds. Thus, 
the Fe-C (3) bond index for Fe (3-C6Hg)2 is smaller than 
that for Fe(C5H7)2 (0.24 vs 0.28), and similarly the Fe-
C(2,4) index for Fe(2,4-C7Hn)2 is smaller than that of 
Fe(C5H7)2 (0.21 vs 0.23). In accord with these obser­
vations, the orbital ionizations observed by photoelec­
tron spectroscopy are significantly lower in energy for 
the complexes having the higher degrees of methyla­
tion.36 Note, however, that the kinetic stabilities (e.g., 
thermal) of these compounds generally increase with 
higher degrees of methylation (cf. Co(allyl)3 complex­
es39). 

Some final observations may be made regarding the 
molecular HOMO's and LUMO's. For the pentadienyl 
anion itself one observes a fairly small separation be­
tween the HOMO and LUMO, 1.00/3. In comparison, 
the separation for the cyclopentadienyl anion is much 
larger at 2.24/3. This indicates that pentadienyl should 
function as a "softer" ligand than cyclopentadienyl,40 

in accord with the theoretical studies indicating greater 
metal-ligand orbital mixing. Paralleling the results for 
the isolated anions, theoretical studies also indicate that 
Fe(C5H7)2 has both a higher energy HOMO and a lower 
energy LUMO than ferrocene, leading to a smaller 
HOMO/LUMO separation. In accord with these re­
sults, the open ferrocenes have been found to undergo 
electrochemical oxidation more readily than ferrocene41 

(section II.C). 
Detailed magnetic and structural data have been 

obtained for open chromocenes and open vanadocenes 
(Figures 7 and 8, Table II).29>42 Analogous to chro-
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TABLE H, Pertinent Bonding Parameters for 
Metallocenes and Open Metallocenes 

C(I4) C(IO) 

parameter V 
A. For M(2,4-C7H„)2 

conformatn angle, deg 89.8 
M-C(l,5), A 2.179 (4) 
M-C(2,4), A 2.231 (4) 
M-C(3), A 2.236 (5) 
M-C(av), A 2.211 (2) 
M-CM, A 1.632 (2) 
C(I)- .-C(5), A 3.05(1) 

Cr" 

Compounds 
82.2 
2.155 (5) 
2.171 (4) 
2.163 (6) 
2.163 (3) 
1.599 (3) 
2.92 (2) 

B. For M(C6Hs)2 Compounds* 
M-C, A 2.280 (5) 
M-CM, A 1.928 (6) 

2.169 (4) 
1.798 (4) 

"Reference 49. bReference 42. cReference 31a. 

Fec 

59.7 
2.108 (5) 
2.073 (4) 
2.084 (3) 
2.089 (1) 
1.508 (2) 
2.785 (5) 

2.064 (3) 
1.660 (10) 

d Reference 32. 

C(7) C(3) C(6) 

Figure 7. Structure of the open chromocene Cr(2,4-C7Hn)2 
(reprinted from ref 42; copyright 1987 American Chemical So­
ciety). 

mocene,43 open chromocenes such as Cr(C5H7)2, Cr-
(3-C6H9)2, Cr(2,4-C7H11)2, and Cr(l,5-(SiMe3)2C5H5)2 all 
possess two unpaired electrons.29,44 Surprisingly, how­
ever, V(2,4-C7Hn)2 was found to possess only one un­
paired electron, compared to vanadocene's three. 
Subsequently, several open titanocenes, including Ti-
(2,4-C7Hu)2 , Ti(2,4-(£-C4H9)2C5H5)2, and Ti(l ,5-
(SiMe3)2C5H5)2 have also been found to be low spin 
(diamagnetic),45 whereas Ti(C5Me5)2 possess two un­
paired electrons.23"1 

The structural determination for Cr(2,4-C7HU)2 re­
vealed an unsymmetric pentadienyl ligand orientation, 
for which the conformation angle is 82.20.42 Interest­
ingly, the average Cr-C distance was found to be 2.163 
(3) A, reasonably similar to, if not actually slightly 
shorter than, the value of 2.169 (4) A for chromoc­
ene.46'47 Clearly, compared to the Fe(II) complexes, the 
metal bonding to the pentadienyl ligand has gained 
relative to cyclopentadienyl, and this may readily be 
understood on the basis of the sizes of the metal centers. 
Thus, while in the "open ferrocene" the metal-penta-
dienyl bonding is hindered by both a loss in metal-
pentadienyl overlap and the presence of pentadienyl-
pentadienyl repulsions, both of these problems will be 
relieved somewhat as one substitutes a larger metal 
atom for iron. A similar observation was also made for 
the larger ruthenium complex (vide infra), with the 
metal-pentadienyl bonding again appearing to be 
marginally shorter than the metal-cyclopentadienyl 
bonding, 2.188 (2) vs 2.196 (3) A.48 Although these 
results seem to demonstrate at least some gain for 

C(I3) 

C(8) 

™&r C(4) 

Figure 8. Structure of the open vanadocene V(2,4-C7HU)2 (re­
printed from ref 49; copyright 1984 American Chemical Society). 

metal-pentadienyl bonding, subsequent results for 
V(2,4-C7Hn)2 came as quite a surprise.49 A nearly 
staggered conformation (x = 89.8°) was observed, with 
the average V-C distance being 2.211 (2) A, much 
shorter than the 2.280 (5) A value for vanadocene.47,50 

It would be convenient to interpret the shorter V-C-
(pentadienyl) distances as indicating stronger V-pen-
tadienyl bonding, as this would then help explain the 
remarkable thermal stability of the "open-titanocenes". 
However, it is well recognized that low-spin configura­
tions can give rise to M-C bond distances which may 
be shortened, but not necessarily strengthened. A good 
example of such a situation involves l,l'-dimethyl-
manganocene, which has been found to exist as an 
equilibrium mixture of low- and high-spin species (one 
and five unpaired electrons, respectively).51 As the 
equilibrium between these two forms is close to being 
balanced, there is little difference in stability between 
them, yet the average Mn-C distances for the two forms 
are 2.14 and 2.433 (8) A, respectively. Hence, the short 
average M-C distance in V(2,4-C7Hn)2 did not neces­
sarily reflect stronger bonding relative to vanadocene. 
However, subsequent results with half-open vanadocene 
and half-open titanocene complexes, in which spin 
complications have been removed, have now revealed 
that the metal-pentadienyl bonding has become 
stronger than the metal-cyclopentadienyl bonding in 
these species (vide infra). 

Some interesting comparisons may be drawn for the 
three M(2,4-C7Hn)2 structures. As can be seen in Table 
II, the shortest Fe-C(pentadienyl) bonds are those in­
volving the formally uncharged 2- and 4-positions, while 
the longest ones are to the 1- and 5-positions. For 
chromium, all bonds are similar, while for vanadium the 
shortest bonds involve the 1- and 5-positions. One way 
of rationalizing this trend would be to propose that 
bonding for the earlier metals is principally w (lig­
and—rnetal) in nature and hence would be more 
localized at the charged positions, particularly at the 
open edge of the pentadienyl ligand. As one proceeds 
to the right of the periodic table, one adds electrons to 
the metal center, which could then promote 8 (metal-
-*ligand) bonding, which should involve primarily the 
2- and 4-positions. The presence of greater 5 bonding 
for the later open metallocenes could also be used to 
explain the adoption of the sterically demanding 
gauche-eclipsed conformation for iron, the smallest 
metal in the series. Also notable in the M(2,4-C7Hn)2 
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Figure 9. Molecular structure of an open titanocene Ti[1,5-
(SiMe3)2C6H6]2.
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series (M = V, Cr, Fe) is the fact that the pentadienyl 
ligands are themselves quite deformable. Thus, for the 
largest complex (M = V), one observes a C(1)"«C(5) 
separation of 3.05 (1) A, while for M = Cr, the separa­
tion becomes 2.92 (2) A, and for the smallest case (M 
= Fe), it is only 2.785 (5) A. For Fe(2,3,4-C8H13)2, this 
separation drops further, to 2.706 (9) A. As the pen­
tadienyl ligands seem to be too large for optimal 
bonding with metal centers (vide supra), it appears that 
these ligands are contracting more and more as the 
metal size decreases, in order to promote better overlap. 
This trend is reminiscent of the previously mentioned 
substituent tilt effects, and a similar skeletal deform-
ability has been noted.for metal-allyl compounds.52 

As Ti(2,4-C7HU)2 is a liquid at room temperature, a 
single-crystal X-ray diffraction study could not be 
routinely carried out.30 Variable-temperature 1H and 
13C NMR spectroscopy did reveal that the molecule 
possesses an unsymmetric ground state, presumably 
similar to the "staggered" 90° form found for V(2,4-
C7Hn)2, with the barrier (AG*) to the ligand oscillation 
process being 15.3 ± 0.2 kcal/mol. Interestingly, MO 
calculations indicate that the syn-eclipsed conformation 
(x = 0) is lower in energy than the anti-eclipsed form, 
just the opposite of the situation for iron.36c In order 
to obtain structural data for an open titanocene, we 
sought to prepare analogous species having bulkier 
substituents such as J-C4H9 (cf. J-C4H9OH vs CH3OH). 
Indeed, 2,4-(t-C4H9)2-l,3-pentadiene could be prepared 
in straightforward fashion, from which K[2,4-(£-
C4Hg)2C6H5] and finally Ti[2,4-(J-C4H9)2C5H5]2 could 
be prepared.45 The latter compound is in fact a solid 
at room temperature, and despite the much bulkier 
substituents present, still has a barrier to ligand os­
cillation which is quite similar to that of Ti(2,4-C7Hn)2. 
However, good single crystals were difficult to obtain, 
and ultimately resort was made to the l,5-bis(tri-
methylsilyl)pentadienyl anion, which had previously 
been reported by Nakamura, Yasuda, et al.53 From the 
reaction with "TiCl2", a solid product was again ob­
tained, which was indeed Ti[1,5-(SiMe3)2C5H5]2 (eq 3). 

"TiCl2" + 2K[l,5-(SiMe3)2C5H5] -
Ti[l,5-(SiMe3)2C5H5]2 (3) 

Interestingly, while 1H and 13C NMR signals for the 
other two "open titanocenes" display significant 
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Figure 10. Solid-state structure of the open ruthenocene Ru-
(2,3,4-C8H13)2 (reprinted from ref 48; copyright 1983 American 
Chemical Society). 

broadening even at room temperature, those for Ti-
[l,5-(SiMe3)2C5H5]2 remain sharp even to 107°, sug­
gesting a much higher barrier to the ligand oscillation 
process. Whether this is due to a steric or electronic 
effect is not yet clear. In any event, a solid-state 
structural determination could be carried out, and the 
result (Figure 9) clearly confirms the fact that the open 
titanocenes are indeed stable, monomeric, 14-electron 
open-sandwich compounds.45 The conformation is close 
to the expected staggered form, with x = 82.5°. Quite 
possibly the twist from 90° occurs as a result of 
SiMe3-SiMe3 repulsions. The average Ti-C distance 
of 2.275 (2) A is actually quite similar to the average 
V-C distance of 2.280 (5) A in vanadocene and much 
shorter than the 2.33 A distance that has been esti­
mated for decamethyltitanocene.32 The Ti-C(5) dis­
tance is actually longer than the Ti-C(I) distance (2.315 
(5) vs 2.264 (5) A) probably a result of silyl-silyl steric 
interactions. The Ti-C(2-4) distances are 2.268 (4) 
2.278 (6), and 2.248 (5) A, respectively. 

The only stable second- and third-row metallocenes 
are those of ruthenium and osmium, which possess 
18-electron configurations and exist in eclipsed (D5h) 
structures.54 Not surprisingly, open analogues of these 
species could be obtained through the routes55 indicated 
in eq 4 and 5.34'48 

Zn, EtOH 

RuCl3-^H2O + 2,4-dimethyl-l,3-pentadiene • 
Ru(2,4-C7HU)2 (4) 

Zn, EtOH 

Na2OsCl6 + 2,4-dimethyl-l,3-pentadiene -
08(2,4-C7Hu)2 (5) 

Replacement of 2,4-dimethyl-l,3-pentadiene in eq 4 by 
the 2,3,4-trimethyl analogue leads to the isolation of 
Ru(2,3,4-C8H13)2. Variable-temperature NMR spec­
troscopy indicated that each of these species exists in 
an unsymmetric conformation, and the barriers to the 
ligand oscillation processes are listed in Table I. In 
accord with these results, single-crystal X-ray diffrac­
tion studies revealed nearly gauche-eclipsed confor­
mations for both Ru(2,3,4-C8H13)2 and Os(2,4-C7Hn)2 
(Figures 10 and 11), with the respective values of x 
being 52.5° and 48.2°, cf. 59.7° for Fe(2,4-C7HU)2. One 
can note a steady twist from the gauche-eclipsed toward 
the syn-eclipsed form as one proceeds down the iron 
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C(7)' 

Figure 11. Structure of the open osmocene Os(2,4-C7Hu)2 (re­
printed from ref 34; copyright 1987 Elsevier Sequoia). 

Figure 12. Perspective view of Ru(?;4-trans-2>4-(CH3)2-l,3-
C5H6) (acac)2.

57 

triad, but an explanation for this is not obvious. The 
average Ru-C and Os-C distances in those structures 
were found to be 2.188 (3) and 2.200 (7) A, respectively, 
similar to the value of 2.196 (3) A in ruthenocene.56 

As the yields for the preparations of the open ru-
thenocenes varied substantially with the quality of the 
RuCl3^nH2O used, a related reaction was attempted 
utilizing Ru(acac)3, which had previously been used for 
the preparation of ruthenocene.48 Indeed, the Ru(acac)3 

analogue of eq 4 did lead to a much cleaner reaction, 
but the product was not an open ruthenocene, but in­
stead Ru(jj4-2,4-dimethyl-l,3-pentadiene)(acac)2 (Figure 
12),57 which is notable for its possession of rj^-trans-
diene coordination. Such coordination has been ob­
served in Zr(C6H6)2(diene) and Mo(C6H5) (NO) (diene) 
complexes, but only for the latter case is the trans-diene 
coordination thermodynamically favored.58 The diene 
ligands in the Ru(diene)(acac)2 complexes may readily 
be replaced by appropriate ligands (e.g., phosphines).57 

It is notable that despite the "stabilizing" nature of 
the cyclopentadienyl ligand, no second- or third-row 
metallocenes have been isolated which violate the 18-

Figure 13. Structure of a 14-electron open zirconocene Zr-
[1,5-(SiMe3)AH6J2.
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electron rule. Rather, various dimers are generally 
isolated, such as those depicted below.59 

J)b' Nb'" 1 . . . - H 

Given this fact, even we were surprised when it proved 
possible to isolate a deep red, 14-electron open zirco­
nocene through the route of eq 6,60 which involves a 

ZrCl4(THF)2 + 4[1,5-(SiMe3)AH5]- -
Zr[l,5-(SiMe3)2C5H5]2 (6) 

spontaneous reduction of Zr(IV) to Zr(II). This com­
plex, like its green titanium analogue, is diamagnetic 
and quite stable thermally, being isolable by sublima­
tion at 125 0C. Variable-temperature NMR spectro­
scopic studies yielded similar results to those obtained 
for the titanium analogue, indicating a high barrier to 
ligand oscillation. An interesting comparison may be 
made regarding the air sensitivity of the open titanoc-
enes and open zirconocene. While Ti(2,4-C7HU)2 is 
extremely air-sensitive, smoldering and even setting fire 
to paper, Ti[l,5-(SiMe3)2C5H5]2 is only slightly so. The 
larger Zr[l,5-(SiMe3)2C5H5]2, however, is extremely 
air-sensitive. 

The monomeric, 14-electron open-sandwich configu­
ration proposed for Zr[l,5-(SiMe3)2C6H5]2 has been 
confirmed by X-ray diffraction (Figure 13).60 The 
complex is isomorphous with its titanium analogue, has 
nearly an identical conformation (x = 82.2°), and 
possesses an average metal-carbon bond distance of 
2.396 (3) A, consistent with the 0.13 A difference in size 
between these two metals.61 It is interesting that the 
conformation for Zr[l,5-(SiMe3)2C5H5]2 is similar to that 
of its titanium analogue while that for Ru(2,3,4-C8H13)2 

is similar to those of its iron analogues. This would 
suggest that structural trends observed for the first 
transition series open metallocene complexes (M = Ti, 
V, Cr, Fe) also will apply for second- or third-row open 
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metallocenes (e.g., M = Nb, Mo, Re), should such 
species prove isolable. 

B. Ligand Adducts of Open Metallocenes 

While metallocene-related species such as M-
(C5Hs)2(L or X) and M(C5Hg)2X3 are known,62 the 
M(C5H5)2(L)2 and M(C5H5)2X2 complexes are much 
more common.63 In contrast, for the open metallocenes 
the mono(ligand) adducts dominate, probably as a re­
sult of the great steric crowding brought on by penta-
dienyl (cone angle of 180-190° vs 126° for C5H5 and 
165° for C5Me5-see Figure U).6* For the first-row 
metal complexes, these adducts are most commonly 
prepared by the direct coordination of the ligand to the 
open metallocene, e.g., eq 7 and 8.30'64'65 For all com-

Ti(2,4-C7Hn)2 + L - Ti(2,4-C7HU)2(L) (7) 

L - CO, PF3, P(OCH2)3CCH3, PMe3, PMe2C6H5, 
P(OMe)3, P(OEt)3, PEt3 

V(2,4-C7Hn)2 + L - V(2,4-C7HU)2(L) (8) 
L = CO, PF3, PMe3, P(OMe)3, PEt3 

plexes, it is assumed that a syn-eclipsed conformation 
is adopted, as in 9, and 1H and 13C NMR spectroscopy 

M - L 

9 

for the titanium adducts are in accord with these sym­
metric structures. For the titanium complexes, rever-
siblity of complex formation has been demonstrated, 
and AH values of 17.4 ± 0.8,14.5 ± 0.8,12.9 ± 0.5,11.4 
± 0.9, 10.6 ± 0.6, and 10.0 ± 0.1 kcal/mol have been 
found for the dissociation of PF3, PMe3, PMe2C6H5, 
P(OMe)3, P(OEt)3, and PEt3, respectively (the AS 
values range from 27.4-34.1 eu).64 The AH values have 
been correlated entirely with steric effects (not sur­
prising in view of the fact that the open metallocenes 
are crowded even without supplemental ligand coor­
dination), once a correction for the cone angle of 
phosphite ligands had been made to account for the fact 
that conformations such as the previously assumed form 
10 are not feasible sterically, and the smallest accessible 
form is actually more like 11. An alternative route to 

11 

some of these species, and to a number of complexes 
for which the open metallocenes are not available, in­
volves the direct reaction of pentadienyl anions with 
"MCl2" in the presence of phosphine (eq 9-11, M = Ti, 
V).64'66 Subsequently, the PEt3 may be replaced by CO 

"MCl2" + 2C5Hf + PEt3 — M(C5H7)2(PEt3) (9) 

"MCl2" + 2(3-C6H9-) + PEt3 - M(3-C6H9)2(PEt3) 
(10) 

"VCl2" + 2(1-C6H9-) + PEt3 -* V(l-C6H9)2(PEt3) 
(H) 
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Figure 14. Approximate space-filling model of Cr(C5Me6)(C6H7). 
The cone angle of C6H7 (above) may be seen to be larger than 
that of C6Me6 due to the closer approach of the metal atom to 
the C5H7 plane. 

Figure 15. Perspective view of the syn-eclipsed Ti(2,4-
C7Hn)2(PMe3).

68 

or else by a phosphine or phosphite ligand having a 
smaller cone angle than PEt3. Interestingly, the PEt3 
coordination in Ti(C6H7)2(PEt3) and Ti(3-C6H9)2(PEt3) 
is much stronger than that in ^2,4-C7Hn)2(PEt8). The 
value of AH for the 3-methylpentadienyl complex is 14.6 
± 0.7 kcal/mol, while that for the pentadienyl complex 
could not be measured directly as decomposition oc­
curred prior to detectable dissociation.64 These data 
indicate that ligand coordination to the methylated 
open titanocenes is hindered by the ensuing CH3*"CH3 
repulsions in the syn-eclipsed structures, and hence, 
these repulsions may also contribute somewhat to the 
isolability of 14-electron open titanocenes. It should 
be noted that while chromocene will (reversibly) form 
a mono(carbonyl) adduct,67 the open chromocenes have 
not yet been observed to undergo simple adduct for­
mation; prolonged exposure to CO, t-C4H9NC,4 or dmpe 
leads instead to Cr(CO)6, Cr(CN(t-C4H9))6, or Cr-
(dmpe)3 (vide infra).42 

Structural data have been obtained for a number of 
the above complexes, including Ti(2,4-C7HU)2(L) (L = 
PF3, PMe3, P(OEt)3), V(2,4-C7Hn)2(L) (L = CO, PF3), 
V(3-C6H9)2(CO), and V(l-C6H9)2(CO), and in each case 
the expected syn-elipsed configuration has been found 
(Figures 15 and 16).68 Not surprisingly, the Ti-P bond 
distance in the PF3 adduct is much shorter than that 
in the PMe3 adduct, 2.325 (1) vs 2.550 (2) A, while the 
V-PF3 distance is still shorter at 2.250 (1) A. The V-CO 
distances are reasonably similar at ca. 1.92 (1) A. For 
V(I-C6Hg)2(CO), only one of the expected isomers could 
be isolated as a solid at room temperature (Figure 16), 
which interestingly possesses eclipsed methyl groups. 
Spectroscopic (IR) data suggested that another isomer 
of this formula was also present, presumably 12, but as 
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Figure 16. Molecular structure of one isomer of V(I-C6Hg)2(CO).' 

TABLE III. C-O Stretching Frequencies for the 
Monocarbonyl Adducts of Open Titanocenes and Open 
Vanadocenes (Hexane Solution)" 

methylated 
positions Ti V 
(none) 1964.2 1961.9 

1 1943.8 
2 1958.0 
3 1957.4 1952.0 
2.3 1945.9 
2.4 1951.7 1948.3 

0 Reference 66. 

it appeared to be an oil at room temperature, structural 
characterization was not feasible. 

v—co 

12 

Kinetic studies on the exchange of coordinated with 
free CO have been carried out for carbonyl adducts of 
various vanadocenes, open vanadocenes, and half-open 
vanadocenes.66* The CO exchange reactions for V(C5-
H5)2(CO) and V(C5Me5)2(CO) are reasonably facile and 
first order in both CO and metal complex concentra­
tions. The activation parameters for these reactions are 
consistent with an associative process, having AH* = 
ca. 6 and 8.9 kcal/mol and AS* = ca. -30 and -21 eu, 
respectively. While one would expect that associative 
processes would be further promoted for a pentadienyl 
complex, due to more facile 77s—T/3 transformations, the 
exchange processes for V(C6H7)2(CO), V(2,4-C7Hn)2(C-
O), V(C5H5)(C5H7)(CO), and V(C5H5)(2,4-C7Hn)(CO) 
were in fact found to occur about 103-104 times more 
slowly, involving only a slight dependence on CO con­
centration. Activation parameters for the CO-inde-
pendent process were fairly similar for each of these 
species, with AH* ranging from 27 to 29 kcal/mol and 
AS* ranging from 2 to 11 eu. The corresponding values 
for the CO-dependent pathway for V(C5H7)2(CO) are 
22.7 kcal/mol and -2 eu. 

With a reasonable variety of methylated open vana-
docene carbonyl complexes available, it appeared 
worthwhile to probe relative positional effects on C-O 
stretching frequencies.66b Pertinent data are summa-

Ernst 

Figure 17. Structural configurations for the MG^C7Hn)2(PEt3) 
complexes (M = Zr, Nb, and (by NMR) Hf. 

Figure 18. Alternative structural pattern adopted by M(2,4-
C7Hn)2(PEt3) complexes (M = Mo, W).69 Similar t;5-S-pentadienyl 
coordination has also been structurally demonstrated for Cr-
(C6H5)(C5H7)(CNR) (R = 2,6-(CH3)AH3). 

rized in Table III. It can be seen that 1-methylation 
brings about the largest effect, perhaps due to the 
ability of this substituent to bend furthest out of the 
pentadienyl plane, thereby improving overlap with the 
metal center. The next largest effect is brought about 
by the other charged (3) position, even though, or 
perhaps in part because, substituents in the 3-position 
tend to bend least out of the pentadienyl plane. The 
smallest effect is brought about by placement of sub­
stituents in the 2- and 4-positions. Quite parallel results 
have been obtained for carbonyl adducts of the half-
open vanadocenes (vide infra).60 For comparison, the 
C-O stretching frequencies for V(C5H5)2(CO), V(CH3-
C5HJ2(CO), and V(C5Me5)2(CO) are 1893, 1889, and 
1850 cm-1, respectively, in hydrocarbon solution.66 

Related open metallocene adducts for zirconium, 
hafnium, niobium, molybdenum, and tungsten may be 
prepared by the routes of eq 12 and 13.69 Except for 

MCl4(PEt3)2 + 4(2,4-C7H11-) -* M(2,4-C7Hn)2(PEt3) 
(12) 

M = Zr, Nb, Mo, W 

"HfCl3(PEt3)2" + 3(2,4-C7H11-) -
Hf(2,4-C7Hn)2(PEt3) (13) 

the niobium compound, all species are diamagnetic. 
Spectroscopic (NMR) data for the zirconium and haf­
nium complexes are in accord with the expected syn-
eclipsed conformations, which has in fact been subse­
quently confirmed structurally for zirconium as well as 
the paramagnetic (17-electron) niobium complex (Fig­
ure 17). In contrast, however, the 1H and 13C NMR 
spectra for Mo(2,4-C7H11)2(PEt3) and W(2,4-C7HU)2-
(PEt3) indicated quite unsymmetric structures. Solid-
state structural determinations for these complexes 
revealed in each case one normal (U-shaped) 77s-2,4-
C7H11 ligand with the other 775-2,4-C7Hu ligand present 
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Figure 19. Views of the ligand arrangements in Fe(7j3-C6H7)2-
(PMe3)2 (reprinted from ref 75a; copyright 1984 American 
Chemical Society) and MO(JJ4-C11HI4)2CO)2 (reprinted from ref 
75b; copyright 1974 Munksgaard). 

in the unusual sickle shape (Figure 18). Notably, a 
structurally characterized complex of the type W(»j5-S-
dienyl) (Br) (CO)3 was reported at about the same time.70 

Other complexes with open »?5-S-pentadienyl ligands 
had been generated earlier, but either would readily 
rearrange to the usual U conformation or, as for Fe-
(1,1,5-(CHs)3C5H4)(CO)3

+ would exist in an equilibrium 
with the U conformation.71 A partially closed Mo-
(C5H5) (7?5-S-dienyl) (CO) complex had also been re­
ported, for which the U form was inaccessible,72 and 
subsequently a related open complex was also found to 
contain an tj5-S-dienyl ligand.71g An example of ij5-W 
coordination (through one sulfur and four carbon at­
oms) has been observed in an unusual tungsten com­
plex.73 

Despite steric crowding in the M(2,4-C7Hu)2(PEt3) 
(M = Zr, Nb) complexes, addition of smaller phosphine 
or phosphite ligands leads to almost immediate re­
placement of the PEt3. Presumably this comes about 
as a result of partial phosphine dissociation, yielding 
small quantities of the 14- or 15-electron open metal-
locenes in solution. With CO, however, much different 
results are obtained. For zirconium, a facile equilibrium 
is established, involving Zr(2,4-C7Hn)2(PEt3), Zr (2,4-
C7Hu)2(CO)2, and a monocarbonyl adduct.74 In general, 
the dicarbonyl adduct is only isolable once the freed 
PEt3 is removed. The dicarbonyl adduct may subse­
quently be converted to Zr(2,4-C7Hn)2(CO) under static 
vacuum. While the 1H and 13C NMR spectra of Zr-
(2,4-C7Hn)2(CO) are typical of the highly symmetric 
syn-eclipsed conformation, spectra for Zr(2,4-C7-
Hn)2(CO)2 reveal a completely unsymmetric structure. 
Actually, on the basis of M(allyl)2L2 and M(diene)2L2 
structures such as in Figure 197S one could well have 
expected a related configuration, 13, for Zr(2,4-C7-

13 

Figure 20. Structure of Zr(2,4-C7Hn)2(CO)2.
74 

Hn)2(CO)2.
76 However, variable-temperature 1H and 

13C NMR spectra demonstrate an unsymmetric 
ground-state incompatible with 13. A solid-state 
structural determination revealed quite an unusual 
structure (Figure 20). An angle of 140.7° exists be­
tween the two pentadienyl ligand planes (cf. 143.4° in 
Zr(C5Hg)2(CO)2

77) and the value of % = 106°. Thus, the 
ligand orientation is closest to the unexpected gauche-
eclipsed form 5 (120°), although the large angle between 
pentadienyl ligand planes probably renders this pa­
rameter less meaningful. One of the carbonyl ligands 
is situated by an open edge of a pentadienyl ligand (as 
in the allyl and diene analogues above), while the other 
carbonyl ligand is situated by the back end of the other 
pentadienyl ligand. The average Zr-C(pentadienyl) 
bond distances average 2.531 (1) and 2.502 (1) A for the 
two ligands, while the Zr-CO distances are 2.208 (4) and 
2.236 (3) A, respectively (ordered according to number). 
The barrier to the ligand oscillation process was found 
to be 11.6 kcal/mol. Notably, Zr(C5H7)2(dmpe) has 
been found to adopt a structure like 13, suggesting that 
a methyl substituent in the dicarbonyl may be blocking 
one of the sites by an open pentadienyl edge.78 In 
contrast to the results for zirconium, the reaction of 
Nb(2,4-C7Hn)2(PR3) complexes (PR3 = PEt3 or 
PMe2C6H5) with CO leads to Nb(2,4-C7Hn) (CO)3(PR3) 
complexes, which will be discussed subsequently.74 

A very interesting series of pseudo-metallocenes (to 
follow the nomenclature proposed previously) has also 
been reported.33 While the cyclohexadienyl anion is 
unstable toward loss of benzene,79 the 6,6-dimethyl-
cyclohexadiehyl anion is quite stable and was found to 
react readily with metal halides to yield the respective 
M(6,6-(CH3)2C6H5)2 complexes (M = Ti, V, Cr, Fe, and 
possibly Mn). As with the open metallocenes, the 
pseudo-titanocene and pseudo-vanadocene possess 
low-spin states. In many respects these species behave 
in ways intermediate between the metallocenes and 
open metallocenes. Thus, a smaller barrier to ligand 
oscillation is observed for their titanium complex (10.8 
kcal/mol) relative to Ti(2,4-C7HU)2 (15.3 kcal/mol, vide 
supra), while a barrier for their iron complex was not 
detectable. The colors of their chromium (crimson) and 
vanadium (scarlet) complexes much more closely re­
semble those of chromocene (crimson) and vanadocene 
(purple) than those of the respective open metallocenes, 
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Figure 21. Molecular structure of Ti[6,6-Me2CeH6]2(CO) (re­
printed from ref 33; copyright 1987 American Chemical Society). 

which are each green. Both their titanium and vana­
dium complexes readily form monocarbonyl adducts as 
well as related PMe3 and PF3 complexes, and once again 
spectral parameters are intermediate between those of 
the metallocene carbonyls and the open metallocene 
carbonyls. Thus, the C-O stretching frequency for 
V(6,6-(CH3)2C6H6)2(CO) is 1912 cm"1, compared to 1881 
cm'1 for V(C5Hs)2(CO) and 1942 cm"1 for V(2,4-C7-
Hn)2(CO). A structural determination for Ti(6,6-(C-
H3)2C6H5)2(CO) was carried out (Figure 21), revealing 
a syn-eclipsed structure similar to those often seen for 
ligand adducts of the open metallocenes (vide infra). 
Even though the cyclohexadienyl anion itself is subject 
to decomposition, it was possible for the authors to use 
it to prepare the parent pseudo-ferrocene, Fe(C6H7)2, 
although this was found to be thermally unstable, de­
composing to Fe(776-C6H6)(j7

4-l,3-C6H8). 

C. Half-Open Metallocenes 

Although the open metallocenes have provided for 
some very interesting comparisons with the metalloc­
enes, it is very clear that a number of difficulties arise 
in attempting to gain an understanding regarding the 
origin of these differences. While one might expect that 
differences in size and orbital energies for pentadienyl 
and cyclopentadienyl would be especially important, it 
is clear that other complications exist as well. For ex­
ample, pentadienyl ligands are far bulkier than C5H5 
or even C5Me6 ligands, and as they are also situated 
closer to the metal center (1.51 A for Fe(2,4-C7HU)2 with 
d(Fe-C) = 2.089 (3) A vs 1.66 A for Fe(C5H5)2 with 
d(Fe-C) = 2.064 (3) A), significantly greater interligand 
repulsions are expected, which would lead to lengthened 
M-pentadienyl bonding parameters. Secondly, the 
symmetries of the metallocenes are quite high (eclipsed, 
DSh; staggered, D5d; otherwise D5 for parallel planes), 
whereas the open metallocenes generally only possess 
C2 symmetry. Conceivably, the higher symmetry for the 
metallocenes could retard metal-ligand orbital mixing. 
Finally, as noted earlier for both titanium and vana­
dium, the open metallocenes may adopt low-spin con-

Ernst 

figurations which could give rise to artificially shorter 
M-C bonds. With these three additional complications, 
it clearly becomes difficult to make meaningful com­
parisons between the metallocenes and the open me­
tallocenes. One way in which these complications may 
be removed would be to prepare a series of half-open 
metallocenes, in which one pentadienyl and one cyclo­
pentadienyl ligand are both present. In such complexes, 
the steric, symmetry, and spin complications mentioned 
above are nicely eliminated, so that only relative ligand 
sizes and orbital energies remain as likely differentiating 
parameters. 

A very large number of M(C5H5) (cyclo-dienyl) (cy-
clo-dienyl = cyclohexadienyl etc.) complexes had al­
ready been prepared, especially for the iron and cobalt 
triads, and not surprisingly their syntheses generally 
involved indirect routes, such as nucleophilic addition 
to M(C5H5)(arene)"1" complexes.80 Half-open metalloc­
enes of iron, ruthenium, and osmium could be prepared 
by using variations of the routes used to make their 
open metallocenes, except that either mixtures of dienyl 
anions or of dienes were employed (i.e., eq 14-
16) 4i,69b,8ia F o r t h e preparation of Fe(C5H5)(2,4-C7Hu), 

4FeCl2 + 4C5H5- + 4(2,4-C7H1D — 
2Fe(C5H5) (2,4-C7H11) + Fe(C5H5)2 + Fe(2,4-C7HU)2 

(14) 

RuCl3^nH2O + 0.9C5H6 + excess diene —*• 
Ru(C5H5)(dienyl) (15) 

diene = 2,4-(CH3)2-l,3-C5H6, 2,3,4-(CH3)3-l,3-C5H5; 
dienyl = 2,4-C7H11, 2,3,4-C8H13, respectively 

Na20sCl6-nH20 + 0.9C5H6 + 
excess 2,4-(CH3)2-l,3-C5H6 -* Os(C5H5)(2,4-C7H11) 

(16) 

the reaction proceeded nearly statistically as shown, and 
the Fe(2,4-C7HU)2 contaminant could readily be re­
moved due to its higher solubility. Careful crystalli­
zation of the remaining solution can lead to readily 
separable clumps of ferrocene and Fe(C5H5)(2,4-C7Hu), 
which may then be finally purified by a second re-
crystallization. The ruthenium and osmium prepara­
tions proceed quite selectively, yielding no metallocene 
if the C5H6/M ratio is kept to just below one. Appar­
ently the first equivalent of cyclopentadiene is rapidly 
picked up by the metal complexes, and should there 
only be an acyclic diene (2,4-dimethyl-l,3-pentadiene) 
remaining in solution thereafter, it must subsequently 
be incorporated. 

In the NMR spectra of each of these compounds, the 
1H and 13C resonances for the cyclopentadienyl ligand 
experience downfield shifts relative to the metallocenes, 
while most of the pentadienyl resonances are shifted 
upfield relative to the open metallocenes. The struc­
tures for the iron and ruthenium complexes appear to 
be predominantly eclipsed (Figure 22), although the 
large thermal motion for the C5H5 ligands indicates that 
there could be a contribution from slightly staggered 
forms (cf. Cr(C5Me5)(C5H7), vide infra). For the os­
mium complex, however, there was clear evidence for 
the contribution of both eclipsed and staggered forms. 
In accord with the notion that steric crowding might 
be deleteriously affecting the metal-pentadienyl 
bonding, in each of these half-open metallocenes the 
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Figure 22. Structure of the half-open ferrocene Fe(CsH6)(2,4-
C7H11)." 

TABLE IV. Comparative Physical Data for Fe(C5Hj)2 (I), 
Fe<C5H5)(2,4-C7Hu) (II), and Fe(2,4-C7Hn), (III) 

parameters 

E°(0/+), vs SCE" 
g values (ESR)" 

5(67Fe NMR), vs Fe(CO)6
6 

Mossbauer 
IS,' mm/s 
QS,C mm/s 

Fe-C1A 

I 
0.49 
1.28 
4.36 

1532 

0.542 
2.453 
2.064 (3) 

II 

0.29 
2.0020 
2.1033 
2.2255 
2277 

0.474 
1.946 
2.06 (1) 
2.06 (1) 

"Reference 41. 'Reference 35b. 'Reference 37. 

III 

0.11 
2.0165 
2.0712 
2.1793 
2639 

0.498 
1.516 
2.089 (3) 

bonding to pentadienyl has gained relative to compar­
isons involving the metallocenes and open metallocenes. 
Thus, while the average Fe-C distance of 2.089 (3) A 
for Fe(2,4-C7HU)2 is clearly longer than the value of 
2.064 (3) A for ferrocene, the bonding to each ligand in 
the half-open ferrocene is essentially equivalent at 2.06 
(1) A, while for Ru(C6H5) (2,4-C7H11) the pentadienyl 
ligand appears favored (2.168 (3) vs 2.178 (3) A). 

In a subsequent report, a route to Fe(C5H5)(C5H7) has 
been developed, based on photolytic loss of CO from 
Fe(C5H5) (T -̂C5H7) (CO)2.

82 An interesting comparison 
may be made to another half-open ferrocene, Fe-
(C 5 H 6 ) (T , 5 -C(CF 3 ) 2 CHC(CF 3 )CFC(=C(CF 3 ) 2 ) ) , which 
was prepared from the reaction of Fe(C5H5)(CO)2" with 
(CFs)2C=C=C(CFs)2.

83 The average Fe-C distance to 
the cyclopentadienyl ligand is 2.09 (1) A, while the re­
spective distances to the pentadienylidene ligand are 
2.14 (1), 2.04 (1), 2.06 (1), 2.01 (1), and 1.91 (1) A. It 
would appear that the electronegative substituents have 
significantly strengthened the Fe-pentadienyl bonding 
at the apparent expense of the Fe-cyclopentadienyl 
bonding. 

Some revealing physical and spectroscopic parame­
ters for Fe(C6Hg)2, Fe(C6H5)(2,4-C7Hn), and Fe(2,4-
C7Hn)2 may be seen in Table IV. For the most part, 
the data for Fe(C5H5)(2,4-C7H11) fall right between 
those for ferrocene and Fe(2,4-C7HU)2, suggesting that 
symmetry effects are small. One exception to this in­
volves the ESR data for the radical cations of these 
species. As a result of its high symmetry, the ferrocence 
radical cation formally possesses a degenerate electronic 
ground state, leading to much different behavior than 
seen for the other two radical cations, which possess 
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nondegenerate electronic ground states.41 Photoelectron 
spectra have been obtained for these compounds and 
correlated with molecular orbital studies.818 

It can be noted that both the open ferrocene and the 
half-open ferrocene are oxidized more readily than 
ferrocene. The products, however, are not isolable, and 
the redox process for Fe(2,4-C7Hn)2 requires low tem­
peratures and rapid scan rates for reversibility.41 These 
observations suggested the possibility that pentadie-
nyl-pentadienyl coupling reactions occurred for the 
radical cations, probably being intramolecular for Fe-
(2,4-C7Hn)2

+ and intermolecular for Fe(C5H6) (2,4-
C7H11)*. In fact, attempts to prepare the isoelectronic 
manganese analogues (Mn(3-C6H9)2 and Mn(C5H5)-
(2,4-C7H11) appeared also to lead to such coupling re­
actions (vide infra),84 and more recent kinetic studies 
have demonstrated that the decomposition of Fe(2,4-
C7Hn)2

+ follows first-order kinetics, while that for Fe-
(C5H5)(2,4-C7H11)

+ is second-order.85 In both cases, 
pentadienyl dimers are isolated in high yields. 

Isoelectronic, cationic complexes of cobalt, rhodium, 
and iridium had actually been prepared earlier from the 
protonation of M(C5H5)(?74-l,3-dien-5-ol) complexes.86 

A variety of such species was reported, possessing 
substituents on the pentadienyl carbon atoms in the 1-, 
2-, and 5-positions. For the case in which the respective 
substituents are CH3, H, and H, complexes of all three 
metals were described. For rhodium and iridium, the 
(C6H5, H, 4-C4H9), (C6H5, H, C6H5), and (C6H5, CH3, 
C6H5) combinations were reported, while for rhodium 
alone the (CH3, H, C6H5) and (C6H5, CH3, P-CH3OC6H4) 
combinations were described, and for iridium alone, the 
(C6H5, H, P-CH3OC6H4) combination was reported. 
Interestingly, for the "symmetrical" (C6H5, H, C6H5) 
combinations, the expected equivalence of one end of 
the pentadienyl ligand to the other was not observed, 
and this was attributed to an unsymmetrical orientation 
of the C6H6 substituents, one being endo and the other 
exo. Related species have also been prepared by the 
protonation of ??4-hexatriene complexes. Thus, pro­
tonation of Rh(C5H5)(7?

4-l-C6H5-6-(C6H6C(0))-hexa-
triene) leads to Rh(C5H6)(r?

5-l-C6H5-5-C6H5C(0)-
CH2C5H5)"

1". In contrast, protonation with HBF4 of 
Rh(C5H5)(r7

4-l-(C6H5C(0))-6-C6H5-hexatriene) leads to 
Rh(C5H5)(r,

1,r,3-l-C6H5C(0)CH2-C6H6C5H5)
+, in which 

both 7j3-dienyl and acyl lone-pair coordination are 
present. In contrast, HCl or HBr yield the rj3-dienyl 
complexes Rh(C5H6) (r;3-l-C6H5C(0)CH2-5-
C6H6C6H5)(X) (X = Cl, Br). Subsequently, various 
related Rh(C5H5)(7j5-l-RC5H6)

+ and Rh(C5H5)(J?3-5-
RC5H6)(X) (X = Cl, Br, I; R = H, m-CH3C6H4, m-
CH3OC6H4, P-CH3OC6H4, P-FC6H4) species were sim­
ilarly prepared. A structural study of Rh(C5H5)(I-
C6H5C5H6)"

1" revealed very similar Rh-C bonding for the 
two ligands, 2.158 vs 2.154 A, respectively. 

The related cobalt complex Co(C5H5) (2,4-C7H11)"
1" has 

been prepared by formal hydride abstraction from 
Co(C5H5)(r?

4-2,4-dimethyl-l,3-pentadiene).87 This 
species and its rhodium and iridium analogues above 
are notable in that metal-pentadienyl complexes tend 
to be stable for metal centers in low formal oxidation 
states, and few complexes have even trivalent metal 
centers. A single-crystal diffraction study revealed the 
same eclipsed structural type as observed for the related 
iron and ruthenium complexes and apparently similar 
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Co-C bonding for the C5H5 and 2,4-C7H11 ligands (2.047 
(9) vs 2.056 (7) A, respectively). 

Monomeric, 16-electron half-open chromocenes could 
be prepared by a number of routes, those given in eq 
17 and 19 being reasonably useful.44,88 A wide variety 

CrCl2 + C5H5- + 2,4-C7H11- - Cr(C5H5)(2,4-C7Hu) 
(17) 

Cr(C5H5)Cl2 + y2Mg - "Cr(C5H5)Cl" (18) 

"Cr(C5H5)Cl" + C5H7- - Cr(C5H5)(C5H7) (19) 

of half-open chromocenes has been prepared this way, 
including M(C5H5)(pentadienyl) (pentadienyl = C5H7, 
3-C6H9, 2,3-C7H11, 2,4-C7H11, 1,5-(SiMe3)AH5, 1,5-
(C6H5)2C5H5) and M(C5Me5)(pentadienyl) (pentadienyl 
= C5H7, 3-C6H9, 2,3-C7H11, 2,4-C7H11) species. Addi­
tionally, an unusual complex, Cr(C5H5) (1,2,3-(CH3)3-
4-(aryl)C5H3), has been prepared indirectly through 
coupling reactions involving acetylenes.89 A structural 
determination for Cr(C5Me5)(C5H7) revealed a structure 
twisted ca. 6° from eclipsed with significantly shorter 
bonding to pentadienyl (2.117 (3) vs 2.194 (3) A).8815 

An interesting feature of these complexes is that they 
have a greater tendency, relative to Cr(C5H5)2 or Cr-
(2,4-C7Hn)2, to undergo coordination by additional 
Lewis bases. As this tendency extends also to their 
titanium and vanadium analogues, it appears to reflect 
a general property of the half-open metallocenes. It is 
recognized that Lewis base coordination to the metal­
locenes requires that the two cyclopentadienyl ligand 
tilt from their favored parallel orientation, while coor­
dination to the open metallocenes generally entails a 
twist to the unfavored syn-eclipsed orientation. Both 
of these processes are unfavorable and can be expected 
to impede Lewis base coordination. In contrast, coor­
dination to a half-open metallocene will require very 
little distortion, and this could quite easily account for 
their greater tendency to undergo Lewis base coordi­
nation. In any event, the half-open chromocenes listed 
above react instantly with CO, PF3, P(OCH2)3CCH3, or 
t-C4H9NC to yield 18-electron mono(ligand) adducts, 
although prolonged exposure reversibly yields di-
carbonyl complexes also, e.g., the crystallographically 
characterized Cr(C5H5)(?73-C5H7)(CO)2. In some cases, 
phosphine and phosphite adducts may also be isolated. 
Surprisingly, NMR spectroscopy of the monocarbonyl 
complexes indicates that the pentadienyl ligands are 
present in unsymmetric environments, suggesting the 
adoption of the ?75-sickle conformation.88 This has been 
confirmed structurally for the related Cr(C5H5)(C5-
H7)(CN(2,6-(CH3)2C6H3)).88b 

A wide variety of half-open vanadocenes may also be 
prepared, although the presence of an additional ligand 
(carbonyl, phosphine, or isocyanide) appears generally 
necessary to allow for stability.60,668 For most adducts, 
the reported [V(C5H5)Cl(PEt3)2]2 serves as a convenient 
starting material, e.g., eq 20. The coordinated PEt3 

1/2[V(C5H5)(Cl)(PEt3)2]2 + pentadienyl" -* 
V(C5H5)(pentadienyl)(PEt3) (20) 

pentadienyl = C5H7, 3-C6H9, 2,4-C7H11 

may readily be replaced by smaller phosphines or 
phosphites, CO, or £-C4H9NC. For larger ligands such 

Figure 23. Perspective view of V(C6H6)(C6H7)(PEt3).
60 

as P(C6H5)3, an alternative route employing THF-sol-
vated V(C5H5)I may be used (eq 21). EPR spectros-

V(C5H5)(I)(THF) + 2,4-C7H11- + P(C6H5)3 -* 
V(C5H5)(2,4-C7Hn)(P(C6H5)3) (21) 

copy has proven particularly useful in characterizing 
these species and in probing their electronic natures. 
For the phosphine adducts, coupling to both the va­
nadium (I = 7/2) and phosphorus (7 = l/2) nuclei is 
observed. The magnitude of the phosphorus coupling 
is greatest for x-accepting ligands (e.g., ca. 59 G in 
V(C5H5)(2,4-C7Hn)(PF3)) and decreases with increasing 
donor character (e.g., 40.6 G in V(C5H5)(2,4-C7H11)(P-
(OMe)3), 30.1 G in V(C5H5)(2,4-C7Hu)(PMe3)). In ad­
dition, the decreases in phosphorus hyperfine couplings 
are accompanied by increases in the vanadium hyper­
fine couplings (ca. 59, 66, and 67 G). For the carbonyl 
adducts, methylation effects on the IR spectra followed 
a pattern quite similar to that observed for the open 
vanadocene carbonyls (vide supra). Thus, compared to 
V(C5H5)(C5H7)(CO) (1938.0 cm'1 as a Nujol mull), 2,4-
dimethylation and 3-methylation were found to bring 
about decreases in the C-O stretching frequency of 3.4 
and 2.3 cm-1, respectively. 

It is notable that the additional donor ligands in these 
adducts appear to be an integral part of the complexes. 
Attempts to prepare related half-open vanadocenes 
without such ligands have not proven successful. 
Furthermore, these additional ligands appear quite 
strongly bound, even though vanadocene is not coor­
dinated by phosphines, and open vanadocenes are co­
ordinated only weakly by them. Nevertheless, even 
with the presence of the extra ligand, these half-open 
vanadocene complexes have resolved an important 
question regarding metal-pentadienyl bonding. As 
noted earlier, the average V-C distance in V(2,4-C7HU)2 

was found to be much shorter than that in V(C5H5)2, 
2.211 (2) vs 2.280 (5) A, but the difference could be 
attributed to the low-spin configuration of the former 
and hence did not necessarily reflect stronger V-pen-
tadienyl bonding. However, the structure of the half-
open vanadocene V(C5H5)(C5H7)(PEt3) (Figure 23) re­
vealed a very similar pattern, with the average V-C 
distances being 2.207 (4) vs 2.299 (4) A.60 Hence, it is 
clear that the differences did not arise simply as a result 
of spin influences, and the large difference in the 
bonding parameters provides a convincing demonstra­
tion that the V-pentadienyl bonding is actually stronger 
than the V-cyclopentadienyl bonding. 
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Figure 24. Solid-state structure of Ti(C6H6)(2,4-C7H11)(PEt3) 
(reprinted from ref 90; copyright VCH (Weinheim)). 

While the more common pentadienyl ligands (e.g., 
C5H7 and methylated derivatives) do not appear capa­
ble of existing in simple V(C5H5) (pentadienyl) com­
plexes, the use of the l,5-(SiMe3)2C5H5 ligand seems to 
have allowed isolation of V(C5H5)(l,5-(SiMe3)2C5H5), 
through the reaction of V(C6H5)(I) with the appropriate 
anion. However, it has not yet been structurally 
characterized, and it appears subject to disproportion­
a t e under some conditions. Presumably, its stability 
derives from steric retardation of the coordination of 
additional ligands, although one can observe some co­
ordination with appropriate ligands such as CO. Quite 
possibly, the presence of the SiMe3 substituents also 
helps to retard any disproportionation reactions.60 

A related series of half-open titanocenes may also be 
prepared, as indicated in eq 22.90 Other phosphines 

Ti(C5H5)(Cl)2(THF)2 + 2PEt3 + 2pentadienyl" — 
Ti(C5H5)(pentadienyl)(PEt3) (22) 

pentadienyl = C5H7, 2,4-C7H11 

such as PMe3 may similarly be employed, or alterna­
tively, complexes with smaller phosphine or phosphite 
ligands may be prepared by direct replacement of PEt3. 
All of these 16 electron complexes are diamagnetic, and 
1H and 13C NMR spectroscopy reveal the presence of 
symmetric U-shaped pentadienyl ligands, as in their 
vanadium (but not chromium) analogues. 

As both the half-open chromocenes and half-open 
vanadocenes possess much shorter M-C distances to the 
pentadienyl ligand compared to the cyclopentadienyl 
ligand, such a difference would be expected to hold also 
for titanium. Indeed, a structural determination for 
Ti(C5H5) (2,4-C7H11) (PEt3) (Figure 24) revealed the ex­
pected trend, with the average Ti-C bond distances 
being 2.346 (4) A for the C5H5 ligand and 2.240 (3) A 
for the pentadienyl ligand, yielding a difference of 0.106 
(5) A.90,91 Now that half-open metallocenes have been 
structurally characterized for titanium, vanadium, 
chromium, iron, and the cobalt cation (a manganese 
relative will be described later), it should be possible 
to reach some general conclusions regarding metal-
pentadienyl and metal-cyclopentadienyl bonding. As 
noted earlier, energetic comparisons would suggest that 
metal-pentadienyl bonding should generally be favored 
(even though such a preference had previously not been 
observed8), due to the fact that the aromatic nature of 
the cyclopentadienyl anion leads to significant stabili­
zation, which would tend to decrease its tendency to 

TABLE V. Average Metal-Carbon Bond Distances (A) in 
Ti(C5H5)(^-C7H11)(PEt,), V(C6H6)(C6H7)(PEt,), 
Cr(C6Me6)(C6H7), Mn2(C6Hs)2(V-C7H11), 
Rh(C5H6)(I-C6H6C5Hj)+, and M(C6H5)(M-C7H11) Complexes 
(M = Fe, Co+, Ru) 

M 
Ti" 
V» 
Crc 

Mn*e 

Fe/ 
Co* 
Rh" 
Ru' 

M-C6H6 

2.346 (4) 
2.299 (4) 
2.194 (3) 
2.083 (3) 
2.06 (1) 
2.047 (9) 
2.158 (10) 
2.178 (3) 

M-pentadienyl 
2.240 (3) 
2.207 (4) 
2.117 (3) 
2.093 (3) 
2.06 (1) 
2.056 (7) 
2.154 (10) 
2.168 (3) 

"Reference 90. bReference 60. cReference 88b. dReference 84b. 
'Distances quoted are for the formal Mn(I) center. 'Reference 68. 
* Reference 87. * Reference 86c. ' Reference 81a. 

engage in further bonding interactions. However, two 
factors might be expected to impede metal-pentadienyl 
bonding, both of which are direct geometric conse­
quences of its greater girth. As it is recognized that the 
C5H5 ligand possesses a larger size than optimum for 
bonding to iron32 (if not to larger metals as well), even 
poorer overlap must be expected for metal-pentadienyl 
bonding, and the presence of larger substituent tilts 
seems to confirm this expectation (vide supra). In ad­
dition, the larger girth of the pentadienyl ligand leads 
to a much closer approach to the metal center (and 
larger cone angle), even when M-C distances are com­
parable to those for the C5H5 ligand. Thus, steric 
crowding will be significantly greater for pentadienyl 
ligands compared to C5H5 and even C5Me5. Therefore, 
despite an expected general energetic favorability for 
metal-pentadienyl bonding, there are two complications 
which are metal-dependent. Both differences, overlap 
and steric, as well as differences in spin configurations, 
need to be accounted for when one compares metal­
locenes with open metallocenes, but of these only the 
overlap effect should carry over to comparisons within 
the half-open metallocene series. 

In fact, observed average M-C bond distances for 
these systems can readily be rationalized in light of 
these considerations. Beginning with the half-open 
metallocenes, one does indeed observe (Table V) that 
the average M-C bond distances for the pentadienyl 
ligands are shorter than those to the cyclopentadienyl 
ligands, except for the smaller iron and cobalt com­
plexes (as well as Mn2(C5H5)2(2,4-C7Hn)). That the 
metal-pentadienyl bonding is not enhanced relative to 
the metal-cyclopentadienyl bonding for these smaller 
metal centers may be taken as an indication of a loss 
in metal-ligand overlap. In accord with this, it has 
already been noted that the pentadienyl ligands tend 
to contract themselves for these smaller metals, perhaps 
in an attempt to improve overlap.18 If we now turn our 
attention to the metallocene/open metallocene com­
parisons, it is most straightforward to begin with the 
chromium and iron complexes, for which there are no 
differences in spin configurations. It can readily be seen 
that while the Fe-pentadienyl and Fe-cyclopentadienyl 
bonding are reasonably comparable in Fe(C5H5)(2,4-
C7H11), the Fe-pentadienyl bonding in Fe(2,4-C7Hn)2 
appears weaker (at least, it is longer) than the bonding 
in Fe(C5H5)2. Similarly, while the Cr-pentadienyl 
bonding in Cr(C5Me5)(C5H7) seems stronger than the 
Cr-C5Me5 bonding, when one compares Cr(2,4-C7Hn)2 
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Figure 25. Structure of the acetonitrile-half-open titanocene 
coupling product [Ti(C6H6)(C9H14N)I2 (reprinted from ref 90; 
copyright VCH (Weinheim)). 

with Cr(C5H5)2, the Cr-pentadienyl and Cr-cyclo-
pentadienyl bonding appear comparable. In both cases, 
then, the M-pentadienyl bonding appears to become 
weaker relative to the M-cyclopentadienyl bonding 
when one passes from comparisons for the half-open 
metallocenes to comparisons between the metallocenes 
and open metallocenes. This may readily be ascribed 
to a steric contribution, due to pentadienyl-pentadienyl 
repulsions in the open metallocenes. In accord with 
this, it can be noted that for both chromium and iron, 
the M-pentadienyl bonding in the open metallocene 
appears weaker than the pentadienyl bonding in the 
half-open metallocene. Finally, as one reaches titanium 
and vanadium, one notes that the metal-pentadienyl 
bonding appears stronger than the metal-cyclo-
pentadienyl bonding whether one deals with the half-
open metallocene comparisons or the metallocene/open 
metallocene comparisons. As we are now dealing with 
even larger metal centers, steric and overlap consider­
ations will become even less important and perhaps at 
some point overlap may even favor the pentadienyl 
ligands over cyclopentadienyl (vide supra). As the 
M-C(pentadienyl) bonds in Cr(C5Me5)(C5H7), V-
(C5H5)(C5H7)(PEt3), and Ti(C5H5)(2,4-C7H11)(PEt3) are 
all notably shorter than their respective M-C(C5H5) 
distances, it is clear that metal-pentadienyl bonding 
may be favored even without the intervention of spin 
differences. To what extent, if any, the low-spin con­
figurations in open vanadocenes, titanocenes, and zir-
concenes may bring about some shortening of their 
M-C bond distances remains unclear; possibly a 
structural determination on V(C5H5)(l,5-(SiMe3)2C5H5) 
or a related complex might shed further light on this 
question. It must be kept in mind, however, that while 
a low-spin configuration may bring about shorter (not 
necessarily stronger) M-C bonds, it could actually be 
that the presence of stronger M-C bonds in the open 
metallocenes of titanium, vanadium, and zirconium was 
responsible for their adoption of low-spin configura­
tions. 

Despite the presence of stronger metal-pentadienyl 
bonding in Ti(C5H5)^-C7H11)(PEt3), it is already clear 
that the pentadienyl ligand has retained its generally 
higher reactivity relative to the C5H5 ligand. Thus, the 
half-open titanocene complex reacts instantly with 
CH3CN to yield a dimeric complex (Figure 25) in which 
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Figure 26. Structure of Mn3(S-C6Hg)4 (reprinted from ref 84a; 
copyright 1983 American Chemical Society). 

coupling between the pentadienyl and CH3CN groups 
has taken place90 

Of particular interest in the complex is the sickle shape 
of the former pentadienyl fragments. 

D. Open and Half-Open Manganocenes 

Of the first-row metallocenes, half-open metallocenes, 
and open metallocenes, the complexes of manganese 
behave particularly uniquely. Manganocene itself is a 
polymer in the solid state,92 while in the vapor phase 
it is monomeric, possessing a high-spin (five unpaired 
electrons) configuration and behaves essentially as an 
ionic compound.93 Substitution of methyl groups on the 
cyclopentadienyl ligands, however, can stabilize low-spin 
configurations, and decamethylmanganocene exists in 
fact exclusively in the low-spin (one unpaired electron) 
form with short Mn-C distances (2.112 (3) A),94 while 
l,l'-dimethylmanganocene exists in an equilibrium in­
volving both low- and high-spin monomeric forms in the 
gas phase (d(Mn-C) = 2.14 and 2.433 (8) A, respec­
tively).51 Attempts to prepare an analogous open 
manganocene, Mn(3-C6H9)2, led instead to an apparent 
intramolecular coupling reaction ("naked manganese" 
chemistry) and the isolation of Mn3(3-C6H9)4 (Figure 
26).84a Detailed magnetic studies of this complex re­
vealed the presence of five unpaired electrons, while 
structural results revealed that the bonding involving 
the terminal manganese atoms is quite similar to the 
bonding in the open ferrocenes, with d(Mn-C) averag­
ing 2.114 (2) A vs 2.089 (3) A in Fe(2,4-C7HU)2, while 
the central manganese atom possesses whay may be 
described as an edge-bicapped tetrahedral coordination 
environment, in which the central manganese atom in­
teracts weakly with a formally charged, terminal carbon 
atom from each of the pentadienyl ligands (d(Mn-C) 
averaging 2.331 (4) A) and with the two terminal man­
ganese atoms (d(Mn-Mn) averaging 2.516 (1) A). To­
gether, the above data suggested that the compound 
could be best formulated as an associated salt of high-
spin Mn2+ and Mn(3-C6H9)2~, the latter being isoelec-
tronic with the open ferrocenes. 

While magnetic studies reveal the presence of five 
unpaired electrons (a sextet configuration) for Mn3-
(3-C6Hg)4, MO studies indicate that two low-lying states 
exist, one a doublet and the other a sextet only 0.8 
kJ/mol higher in energy. A quartet state was found to 
be 124.8 kJ/mol higher than the doublet state. As 
opposed to the Mn2+[Mn(3-C6H9)2~]2 formulation with 
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Figure 27. Perspective view of Mn2(C5H6)2(2,4-C7H11).
84b 

five unpaired electrons on the unique manganese center, 
the MO calculations indicate Mn(2)'s spin to be +3/2, 
with spins of +V2 being contributed by each of the 
other two manganese centers. For the doublet state, 
these spins are +3/2 and -1I2, respectively, while for the 
quartet, they are all +1Z2- Furthermore, the calculations 
indicate that substantial negative charge resides on the 
central manganese atom, with the terminal manganese 
atoms being positively charged. Despite the rather large 
differences in energy and spins, the Wiberg bond indices 
for all three states are rather similar. Thus, in each case 
the Mn-Mn indices are ca. 0.03, while the Mn(2)-C(l) 
and Mn(2)-C(5) indices (and their equivalents) average 
ca. 0.02 and 0.08, respectively. The terminal manganese 
center indices average 0.31, 0.21, 0.34, 0.25, and 0.40, 
respectively, for the C(l-5) types of atoms. While the 
MO formulation differs somewhat from the ionic one 
initially proposed, the results may, however, be recon­
ciled in that charge and oxidation state are not iden­
tical, two good cases being the hydride ligand, which 
even in the same complex may behave as either a protic 
or a hydridic species,95 and in fact some lithium com­
pounds, which have been proposed to contain contri­
butions of an Li" sort.96 It could easily be imagined, 
however, that coordination of strong Lewis bases to the 
central manganese center would lead to stabilization of 
the initially proposed formulation. 

As the above complex seemed to be formed via an 
intramolecular coupling reaction, it appeared that 
perhaps a half-open manganocene might be preparable, 
as any pentadienyl-pentadienyl coupling would need 
to occur intermolecularly. Such a species would then 
allow for at least some understanding of manganese-
pentadienyl bonding in a hypothetical open manga­
nocene. The reaction of MnCl2 with equimolar amounts 
of the cyclopentadienyl and 2,4-dimethylpentadienyl 
anions did lead to the clean formation of a single 
product, but this species was not a simple half-open 
manganocene (Figure 27).8^ As can be seen, a net loss 
of pentadienyl has again occurred, most likely via an 
intermolecular coupling reaction, yielding Mn2(C5-
H5)2(2,4-C7H1i). In almost every respect, this species 
is quite analogous to Mn3(S-C6Hg)4. Once again, five 
unpaired electrons are present, and the bonding in the 
Mn(C5H5) (2,4-C7H11) portion of the molecule is quite 
similar to that in the half-open ferrocene Fe(C5H5)-
(2,4-C7H11) (Figure 22). The other manganese center 
possesses quite long bonds to its own cyclopentadienyl 
ligand, not unlike those found in high-spin manganoc­
ene complexes (2.351 vs 2.433 (8) A, respectively). In 
addition, the other manganese atom also interacts with 
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two terminal carbon atoms from the 2,4-C7H11 ligand 
(d(Mn-C) = 2.394 A), with the first manganese atom 
(d(Mn-Mn) = 2.459 A), and perhaps weakly also with 
two carbon atoms of the other cyclopentadienyl ligand. 
As for the first manganese complex, this species may 
also be formulated as an associated salt of high-spin 
Mn(II) with an anionic 18-electron fragment, i.e., 
[Mn(C5H5)]

+[Mn(C6H5)(2,4-C7Hn)]-. 

E. Mono(i75-pentadienyl) Complexes 

In some sense, the simplest example of a mono(pen-
tadienyl)metal complex is [Ni(C5H7)]2 (Figure 3).15 

Formally, the nickel coordination spheres appear similar 
to that of Ni(C3H5)2, except that the nickel centers in 
the former receive five instead of six electrons from the 
organic ligands, and the deficiency might be expected 
to be satisfied by formation of a Ni-Ni bond (2.590 (1) 
A). Actually, however, MO calculations on [Ni(C5H7J]2 
reveal a very weak Ni-Ni interaction, with much 
stronger Ni-C(I), Ni-C(2), and Ni-C(3) bonds (Wiberg 
bond indices = 0.089, 0.248, 0.110, and 0.146, respec­
tively).97 Interestingly, there is far less charge trans­
ferred from nickel to the organic ligands in the dimer 
relative to Ni(C3H5J2. As a result, the net charge on the 
nickel centers is only 0.545 for the dimer, compared to 
0.783 in Ni(C3H5)2. The extra metal-centered electron 
density leads to significant destabilization of orbitals 
possessing high d character, so that the lowest energy 
ionization events involve the formal metal orbitals, 
whereas for Ni(C3H5)2 the lowest energy ionizations 
involve ligand orbitals. 

Ligated mono(pentadienyl)metal complexes, M(pen-
tadienyl)(L)n, have been described for n = 2, 3, and 4. 
Theoretical studies have indicated that the ligand 
orientations shown, 14-16, should be favored,98 and 

subsequent structural data have generally confirmed 
such expectations, although in a few cases the presence 
of ?75-sickle pentadienyl ligands leads to somewhat al­
tered configurations. For the relatively common species 
15 and their j?5-cyclo-dienyl analogues,99 one observes 
a significant tilting of the unique ligand (L) up toward 
the pentadienyl plane, which may lead to significant 
electronic differences for the three L sites.42 A few 
complexes which may be considered as members of the 
M(pentadienyl)(L)5 family have also been reported and 
may be regarded as pseuedooctahedral complexes (vide 
infra), analogous to lanthanide, actinide, and transi­
tion-metal complexes, e.g., U(C5H4CH3)Cl3(THF)2,

100 

Zr(C5H5)Cl3(DME),101 and Er(C5H5)Cl2(THF)3.
102 The 

various mono(pentadienyl) complexes will be considered 
sequentially from n = 2 to n = 5. 

7. M(rj5-pentadienyl)(L)2 

A variety of M(776-pentadienyl)(L)2 complexes has 
been reported, as well as cyclohexadienyl, cyclo-
heptadienyl, and cyclooctadienyl analogues. Various 
accompanying ligands (L) have been incorporated, in­
cluding CO, halide, phosphines, phosphites, and olefins. 
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In general, structural determinations for such complexes 
have revealed the expected ligand orientation (above), 
although theoretical considerations suggest that place­
ment of electronegative atoms in, or electron-with­
drawing substituents on, the formally charged 1-, 3-, 
and/or 5-positions might lead to the adoption of an 
alternative orientation, 17.18 In fact, such a structure 
has been found for at least one species, a Rh(rj5-cyclo-
dienyl)(P(C6H5)3)(CO) complex.103 

By far the most common examples of these complexes 
involve metals in the cobalt triad. Thus, the reaction 
of cobaltous chloride with 2 equiv of the 2,4-di-
methylpentadienyl anion (2,4-C7H11") leads to a dimeric 
complex, 18, in which each cobalt center is bonded to 

an T?5-2,4-C7HU ligand and to an r?4-diene portion of the 
2,4,7,9-tetramethyl-2,4,6,8-decatetraene bridging unit 
which was formed from the coupling of two pentadienyl 
units.104 An unusual isomerization of the bridging unit 
has evidently taken place, and this is described in 
greater detail in section II.H.l. Somewhat related cy-
cloheptadienyl and cyclooctadienyl analogues for cobalt 
and iridium have also been reported, containing either 
1,3- or 1,5-diene ligands.105 Exposure of CO(TJ5-
C7H9)(?74-l,5-CgH12) (C7H9 = cycloheptadienyl; C8H12 = 
cyclooctadiene) to CO was found to lead to CO(TJ5-
C7H9)(CO)2. 

A wide variety of bis(phosphine) adducts of mono-
(pentadienyl)cobalt complexes has been reported. The 
cycloheptadienyl complex CO(T)5-C7H9)(P(C6H5)3)2 has 
been prepared from CoH(N2)(PC6H5)3)3 and cyclo-
heptatriene, and its reaction with CO to yield Co(??3-
C7H9)(CO)2(P(C6H5)3) has already been mentioned (vide 
supra).16 A number of related phosphine and phosphite 
complexes employing the 2,4-dimethylpentadienyl lig­
and have subsequently been reported. Thus, the re­
action of CoCl2 with K(2,4-C7H11) in the presence of a 
reducing agent (Zn or K(2,4-C7Hn)) and PEt3 or pina-
cop106 leads to Co(2,4-C7Hn)(PEt3)2 or Co(2,4-
C7H11)(pinacop), respectively.21,107 A structural deter­
mination revealed essentially the expected geometry, 
although a slight distortion (a twist of 3.7°) of one of 
the phosphorus centers was observed (P2, Figure 28). 
The Co-P(I) and Co-P(2) distances were found to 
differ, being 2.149 (1) and 2.180 (1) A, respectively. A 
similar structure was found for Co(2,4-C7Hn)(pinacop), 
with analogous Co-P(I) and Co-P(2) distances being 
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Figure 28. Solid-state structure of 00(2,4-C7H11)(PEt3)Jj (re­
printed from ref 107; copyright 1984 American Chemical Society). 

2.078 (2) and 2.105 (2) A, respectively. The Co-pen-
tadienyl bonding appears slightly weaker in the more 
crowded PEt3 complex. 

The complex Co(2,4-C7Hn)(PEt3)2 may readily be 
converted to other 7)5-2,4-C7Hn complexes.107 Exposure 
to P(^-Pr)3 leads to the establishment of an equilibrium 
mixture of phosphine complexes, believed to proceed 
via dissociative processes, and evacuation leads to 
preferential removal of PEt3, allowing isolation of Co-
(2,4-C7Hu)(P(n-Pr)3)2. On the other hand, exposure to 
smaller ligands such as P(OMe)3 or PMe3 was found to 
lead to CO(T/3-2,4-C7HU)(L)3 complexes. The L = PMe3 
species could also be isolated from the reaction of 
CoCl(PMe3)3 with K(2,4-C7H11). In both cases, the 
complexes were isolated as mixtures of two isomers, 
proposed to possess TJ3-2,4-C7HU ligands in the U and 
W conformations. These species were found to equil­
ibrate rapidly by NMR spectroscopy, and a mechanism 
involving an 7^-2,4-C7H11 ligand, bonded through the 
central carbon atom, was proposed. 

The electron-rich Co(I) complexes may readily be 
oxidized to 17-electron Co(II) species.107 Thus, reaction 
of Co(2,4-C7Hu)(PEt3)2 with H+ or Ag+ leads to Co-
(2,4-C7Hu)(PEt3)2

+, while reaction with AgI, CH3I, or 
NH4I leads to 00(2,4-C7H11)(I)(PEt3). Co(2,4-
C7H11)(PEtS)2

+ revealed a larger twist distortion (9.8°) 
relative to the neutral species, as well as longer Co-P 
distances of 2.204 (1) and 2.292 (1) A, the shorter of the 
two again corresponding to the phosphine ligand under 
the open pentadienyl edge. The average Co-C bond 
distance of 2.155 A may be compared to the analogous 
value of 2.099 A in the neutral complex. A structural 
study for 00(2,4-C7H11)(I)(PEt3) revealed that the PEt3 
ligand is located by the open edge of the pentadienyl 
group, leaving the iodide ligand by the pentadienyl 
ligand's C(3) atom. Interestingly, the respective Co-P 
and average Co-C bond distances of 2.158 (1) and 2.120 
A much more clearly resemble those in Co(2,4-
C7Hu)(PEt3)2 than those in Co(2,4-C7Hu)(PEt3)2

+. 
Treatment of the 17-electron Co(2,4-C7Hn)(PEt3)2

+ 

with PMe3 was found to lead to 00(^-2,4-C7H11)-
(PMe3)3

+, which could also be isolated from the oxida­
tion of Co(r?3-2,4-C7H11)(PMe3)3 with AgBF4.

107 Addi­
tion of phosphites to the various 17-electron Co(II) 
complexes led to expulsion of the pentadienyl ligand 
and formation of 18-electron cationic complexes. Thus, 
reactions of Co(2,4-C7Hn)(I)(PEt3), Co(2,4-C7Hu)-
(PEt3)2

+, and Co(773-2,4-C7Hu)(PMe3)3
+ with 5, 4 and 

4 equiv of P(OMe)3 lead respectively to Co(P(OMe)3)5
+, 

Co(PEt3)(P(OMe)3)4
+, and Co(PMe3)2(P(OMe)3)3

+. 
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From reactions of [RhCl(PR3)2]2 complexes (R = Me, 
Et, i-Pr, i-Bu) with K(2,4-C7Hn), 16-electron Rh(r/3-
2,4-C7H11) (PR3)2 complexes may be isolated,108 clearly 
differing from their 18-electron Co(i75-2,4-C7Hn)(PR3)2 
or Rh(phenoxide)(P(C6H5)3)2 analogues (Figure 4) but 
similar to isoelectronic 16-electron Pd(cyclo-
heptadienyl) (L)2

+ species noted previously.17 In solu­
tion, two isomers were observed for each complex, the 
major component being attributed to the U-shaped 
2,4-C7H11 ligand, while the minor component was as­
signed as having a W-shaped 2,4-C7H11 ligand (similar 
assignments had also been made for CO(J?3-2,4-
C7Hu)(PMe3)3 complexes, vide supra). Analogous to 
observations made for various Pd(cycloheptadienyl)-
(L)2

+ species, variable-temperature NMR spectroscopy 
indicated that the U-2,4-C7Hu complexes undergo 
riz-rf'-r\z interconversions such that the ends of the 

cnoi 

pentadienyl ligands become equivalent without an in­
terchange of the two phosphorus atoms. At somewhat 
higher temperatures, equilibration of the U and W 
isomers was observed to take place, and a sickle- (S-) 
shaped intermediate was proposed. More recently, the 
16-electron Rh(ij3-2,4-C7H11)(pinacop) complex has been 
prepared and also found to exist as two isomers in so­
lution.21 Notably, however, a solid-state structural 
determination (Figure 4) for Rh(?73-2,4-C7H11)(pinacop) 
revealed that the 2,4-C7H11 ligand was not present in 
either the W or the U conformation but was present in 
the syn-S109 (sickle) form. 

Outside of the above-mentioned examples for the 
cobalt triad, relatively few well-characterized M(pen-
tadienyl)(L)2 complexes involving other groups have 
been reported. The 16-electron Pd(r;3-cyclo-
heptadienyl) (L)2

+ species have been shown by varia­
ble-temperature NMR spectroscopy to undergo inter-
conversion via a higher energy 18-electron ^-penta­
dienyl intermediate, with the observed values of AG* 
being ca. 7-17 kcal/mol.17 Anionic complexes of the 
formulas Fe(cycloheptadienyl)(CO)2" and Fe(2,4-C7-
H11)(CO)2" have been generated in situ and character­
ized in part spectroscopically but have not been struc­
turally characterized.110 However a strong ESR signal 
for [Fe(2,4-C7Hn) (CO)2J2 in solution suggests extensive 
homolysis to 17-electron Fe(2,4-C7H11) (CO)2 species, in 
accord with structural data for the dimer,111 which was 
found to be much more crowded than [Fe(C5H5)(CO)2I2. 

2. M(t]5-pentadienylXL)3 

The M(??5-pentadienyl)(L)3 families are by far the 
most common examples of mono(pentadienyl)metal 
complexes. As is generally the case, the examples in­
volving ?;6-cyclo-dienyl ligands are far more numerous 
than those with the pentadienyl ligand itself and for the 
chromium triad include such general types as M(?75-
cyclo-dienyl)(L)2(allyl) (L = CO, PR3),

112 Md^-cyclo-
dienyl)(CO)2(NO),113 M(^-cyclo-dienyl)(CO)3

n" (n = O, 
I),114 [M(775-cyclo-dienyl)(CO)3J2,

115 M(»?5-cyclo-die-
nyl)(CO)3-M(C5H5)(C03)>

116 and M(7j5-cyclo-die-
nyl)(j77-C7H7),

117 some of which could also be considered 
as M(7?5-pentadienyl)(L)4 complexes. 

'C(12> 
CI13I 

Figure 29. Partial view of the three-dimensional structure of 
K(diglyme)+Mo(2,4-C7H11)(CO)3- illustrating the isocarbonyl 
coordination.11911 

For the open pentadienyl ligands, the carbonyl anions 
seem important. Thus, proton abstraction from the 
arene complex 19 leads initially to the detectable dienyl 
complex 20, which subsequently rearranges to the 

(j/6-3-phenylpentadienyl)chromium tricarbonyl anion.118 

From the reaction of Mo(diglyme) (CO)3 with K(2,4-
C7H11) a related complex, K(diglyme)+Mo(2,4-
C7H11)(CO)3, may be isolated.119 Structural charac­
terization revealed a polymeric network involving iso­
carbonyl coordination to the potassium ions in addition 
to a novel bridging coordination exhibited by the di-
glyme ligands (Figure 29). Analogous reactions in­
volving Cr(CH3CN)3(CO)3 and W(C2H5CN)3(CO)3 have 
led to their respective anionic complexes, which upon 
reaction with Hg(CN)2 yielded the Hg[M(2,4-C7Hn)-
(CO)3J2 species (M = Cr, Mo, W), which were readily 
isolated and characterized. Mo(2,4-C7Hu)(CO)3" un­
dergoes a wide range of other reactions, such as oxida­
tion with Fe(C5Hg)2

+ or I2 to yield [Mo(2,4-C7Hn)(C-
O)3J2 and Mo(2,4-C7Hu)(I)(CO)3, respectively, or for­
mation of unsymmetric metal-metal bonded complexes, 
e.g., Mo(2,4-C7Hn)(CO)3-Mo(C5H5)(CO)3 upon reaction 
with Mo(C5H5)(I)(CO)3.

120 Other reactions leading to 
coupling products or an unusual molybdenabenzene 
complex will be discussed later (sections II.H.2 and 
II.H.3). The paramagnetic, 16-electron complex Cr-
(2,4-C7H11) (Cl) (dmpe) has been prepared either by the 
reaction of CrCl2(dmpe)2 with 1 equiv of K(2,4-C7HU) 
or in low yield from the reaction of Cr(2,4-C7Hn)2 with 
1 equiv of an amine hydrochloride in the presence of 
dmpe. A structural determination revealed an unsym­
metric ligand orientation, with one phosphorus atom 
under the pentadienyl open edge. The compound was 
found to react with LiCH3, leading to the similar Cr-
(2,4-C7Hn)(CH3)(dmpe) complex. 

A variety of (?;5-cyclo-dienyl) complexes of manganese 
and rhenium has been reported, especially of the types 
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M(7?6-cyclo-dienyl)(arene) (M = Mn, Re),121 M(?;5-cy-
clo-dienyl)(CO)3(

13'122 Mn^-cyclo-dienyl)(CO)2(P-
(C6Hs)3),

123 M(7?
5-cyclo-dienyl)(CO)x(P(OCH2)3CEt)3_x 

(M = Mn, Re; x = 1, 2),124 [Mn(7j5-cyclo-dienyl)(CO)2-
(NO)+],125 [Mn(„5-cyclo-dienyl)(CO)(P(C6H5)3)-
(NO)+],126 and Mn(j75-cyclo-dienyl)(dppe)(CO)n+) (n = 
O, l).99b Often these complexes are prepared by nu-
cleophilic addition to cationic metal arene complexes. 
Thus, addition of H" to Mn(C6H6)(CO)3

+ yields Mn-
(TJ5-C6H7) (CO)3,

13 while addition of PR3 (R = rc-Bu) 
yields [Mn(77

5-C6H6(PR3))(CO)3]
+, which may be con­

sidered as a phosphonium salt.122a Interestingly, for the 
M(i75-cyclo-dienyl)(CO)2(P(OCH2)3CEt) complexes, 
mixtures of the two possible isomers 21 and 22 were 
observed, whereas for the M(j76-cyclo-dienyl)(CO)(P-
(OCH2)3CEt)2 species, only the unsymmetric form 23 
was observed. Barriers to the ligand oscillation process 

,^v 

21 22 23 

for the latter unsymmetric species were ca. 10 kcal/mol 
for either manganese or rhenium, whereas the barriers 
to the interconversions of 21 and 22 were ca. 10-11 
kcal/mol. These barriers are larger than those for 
isoelectronic, cationic iron and ruthenium species, and 
they also noted that an increase in the dienyl ring size 
would lead to a larger barrier. The 31P resonances for 
phosphorus nuclei residing by the open pentadienyl 
edge (as in 21) were found at lower field than those in 
the alternate position (e.g., 22). In contrast, the Mn-
(r/5-cyclo-dienyl)(dppe)(CO)n+ species were found by 
structural studies to exist in the symmetric form.99b 

An interesting isomerization pathway for the cyclo-
hexadienyl complexes, unavailable to noncyclic penta­
dienyl analogues, involves a hydrogen atom shift from 
the 6-position to other locations, as indicated below. 

I 
.Mn 

DC C 
O 

,Mn 

occ# 

Mn 
,\\' 

The conversions were suggested to take place via Mn-
(»74-arene) (H) (CO)3 intermediates, which would also 
explain the observation that in arene solvents, the or­
iginal cyclohexadienyl ligand may be replaced by an­
other cyclohexadienyl ligand, derived from the arene 
and a hydride ligand.122*'126 

The earliest known pentadienyl analogues of these 
species are the tricarbonyls, such as Mn(I-C6H9)(CO)3 
and M(C5H7)(CO)3 (M = Mn, Re), which were all pre­
pared from reactions of M(CO)5Br with an appropriate 
SnR3(pentadienyl) compound.290-127 A larger series of 
these complexes, Mn(rj5-dienyl)(CO)3 (dienyl = C5H7, 
1-C6H9, 2-C6H9, 2,4-C7H11), has been synthesized, 
through the thermolysis of Mn(??3-dienyl) (CO)4 pre­
cursors, which were prepared by photolysis of Mn2(C-
O)10 with appropriate dienes.128 Alternatively, the re­
action of NaMn(CO)5 with £rcms-l-bromo-2,4-penta-
diene has been found to lead initially to Mn(Tj1-

Oxygen 

O Carbon 

O Hydrogen 
C())-C(5)= 2-92 A 
(j(Mn-C) 
o-(C-C) 

0 0 1 3 A 
0016 A 

Figure 30. Perspective view OfMn(I-(C9H6O2)C6H6)(CO)3 (re­
printed from ref 131; copyright 1971 Royal Society of Chemistry). 

C5H7)(CO)5, which could subsequently be converted to 
Mn(T/3-W-C5H7)(CO)4 and Mn(C5H7)(CO)3.

129 Related 
oxodienyl complexes, such as Mn[2-(C6H5)-5-(CH3)0-
C4H3] (CO)3, Mn[2-(C6H5CH2)-4-(CH3)-5-C6H5OC4-
H2](CO)3, Mn[2-C6H5-5-C2H5OC4H3](CO)3, and Re(O-
C4H5) (CO) (P(C6H5)3)2, have been reported,130 as has an 
unusual complex formed from the reaction of Mn2(C-
O)10 with tropone (Figure 3O).131 

Mn(C5H7)(CO)3 has been found to react readily at 
room temperature with strongly basic phosphines 
(PMe3, PMe2(C6H5) and P(n-C4H9)3) to yield Mn(T7

3-
C5H7)(CO)3(L) complexes, although under reflux in 
cyclohexane, the formal replacement of CO is achieved, 
yielding Mn(j75-C5H7)(CO)2(L) complexes, for L = 
PMe3, PMe2(C6H5), P(C6HU)3, P(C6H5)3, P(OMe)3, 
P(OEt)3, P(OC6H5)3, and As(C6Hg)3.

132 Qualitative ob­
servations indicated that the rates of substitution were 
dependent on ligand concentration and on the ligand 
itself, with PMe3 (fastest) « PMe2(C6H5) > P(OC6Hg)3 
=* P(C6H5)3 =* P(C6Hn)3 > P(OMe)3 « P(OEt)3. In­
terestingly, pure products could not be isolated if an 
excess of ligand were present, possibly an indication of 
the formation of r^-pentadienyl products, as have been 
found for the analogous rhenium system, for which two 
isomers of Re(C5H7)(CO)3(PEt3)2 could be isolated (see 
section ILF). The C-O stretching frequencies in the 
Mn(C5H7)(CO)2(L) compounds fell in a reasonable or­
der, with P(OC6H5)3 > P(OMe)3 > P(OEt)3 > P(C6H5)3 
> PMe3 > PMe2(C6H5) > P(C6Hu)8 > As(C6Hg)3. Both 
1H and 13C NMR spectral data were reported and in 
these the pentadienyl ligands seemed symmetric, one 
end being equivalent to the other (cf. 21). However, the 
presence of some broad resonances may be an indication 
that unsymmetric conformations (cf. 22) are present in 
at least some cases, which may be obscured by relatively 
low barriers to pentadienyl ligand oscillation. Inter­
estingly, photoelectron spectroscopic data indicate that 
little difference exists between the ionization energies 
of the metal d levels of the M(C5H5)(CO)3 and M-
(C5H7)(CO)3 (M = Mn or Re) complexes,133 a situation 
entirely different from that observed for the open fer-
rocenes. 

More recently, a series of phosphine analogues has 
been reported. While the reaction of MnBr2 with 2 
equiv of K(2,4-C7HU) in the presence OfPMe3 leads to 
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Figure 31. Structure OfRe -̂C7Hn)(PMe8(CgHg))S (reprinted 
from ref 136a; copyright 1986 American Chemical Society). 

an intramolecular coupling reaction (vide infra), the use 
of chelating polyphosphine ligands leads instead to 
compounds of the type Mn(C5H7)L3 and Mn(2,4-C7-
H11)L3, for which L3 = (Me2PCH2)3CMe or 
(Et2PCH2CH2)2PC6H6.134 For Mn(C5H7)-
[(Et2PCH2CH2)2PC6H5] an unsymmetric structure was 
adopted, such that a terminal phosphorus atom was 
located by the open pentadienyl edge. As a result, 
variable-temperature NMR studies could be utilized to 
determine the barrier to pentadienyl ligand oscillation, 
which is 18.3 ± 0.5 kcal/mol compared to 17.3 ± 0.2 
kcal/mol for Mn(2,4-C7H11)[(Et2PCH2CH2)2PC6H5]. 
For Mn(C5H7)[(Me2PCHa)3CMe] and Mn(2,4-C7HU)-
[(Me2PCH2)3CMe], analogous barriers of 11.4 ± 0.6 and 
10.9 ± 0.2 kcal/mol were found. However, a simple 
oscillation or rotation of the pentadienyl ligand was not 
favored by the authors. Rather, they preferred a pro­
cess involving an initial v5-v3 conversion for the pen­
tadienyl ligand, followed by its oscillation or rotation.135 

Structural studies for Mn(C6H7)[(Et2PCH2CHjS)2PC6H5] 
and Mn(2,4-C7Hu)((Me2PCH2)3CMe) were undertaken 
and revealed the expected ?i5-dienyl coordination en­
vironments (cf. 21-23). For both compounds, the Mn-P 
distances were fairly similar, ranging from 2.197 (2) to 
2.229 (2) A. For the former compound, the Mn-C 
(pentadienyl) distances to the 2- and 4-positions were 
shortest, averaging 2.102 (5) A, while those to the 1- and 
5-positions were longest, averaging 2.181 (5) A, and the 
Mn-C(3) distance was intermediate at 2.140 (7) A. 

From the reaction of ReCl3(PMe2(C6H5))3 with 3 
equiv of KC5H7 or K(2,4-C7H11), the respective com­
plexes Re(C5H7)(PMe2(C6H5))3 and Re(2,4-C7Hn)-
(PMe2(C6H5))3 have been isolated.136 Variable-tem­
perature NMR spectroscopy indicated barriers to pen­
tadienyl ligand rotation of 16.4 ± 0.2 and 13.6 ± 0.3 
kcal/mol for these complexes, respectively. As in the 
case of the related manganese complexes, the exchange 
processes were proposed to involve an J?5-I?3 conversion 
of the pentadienyl ligand prior to rotation rather than 
simple rotation of the r?5-bound ligand. A solid-state 
structural determination (Figure 31) revealed all Re-P 
distances to be essentially identical at 2.352 (4) A, while 
the Re-C distances averaged 2.28 (1) A. As with other 
?75-cyclo-dienyl and pentadienyl complexes, the ligand 
residing by the open pentadienyl edge lies substantially 
closer to the pentadienyl plane, in this case the sepa­
rations being 2.24 vs 3.22 A. 

The iron triad contributes by far the most members 
to the M(pentadienyl)L3 class of compounds, and most 
of these involve the ij5-cyclo-dienyl ligands. An over­
whelming number of such compounds is known, im-
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portant examples of which include the general types 
[M(j?5-cyclo-dienyl)(CO)3

+],10'12 [M(j75-cyclo-dienyi)-
(phosphine)/],137 M(»?5-cyclo-dienyl) (CO)2(L)+ (L = 
P(C6H5)3, As(C6H5)3, Sb(C6Hs)3, C5H6N, CH3CN, 
NH3),

138 M(7?
5-cyclo-dienyl)(CO)JC(P(OCH2)3CEt)3_x (x 

= 1, 2) ,m [M(775-cyclo-dienyl)(CO)(P(OMe)3)2
+],13§ [M-

(775-cyclo-dienyl)(arene)+],9b>65-140 [M(j?5-cyclo-dienyl)-
(diene) (CO)+] ,Ml M(r75-cyclo-dienyl) (phosphine) (L2)+ 
(L2 = 2,2-bipyridine, 1,10-phenanthroline),142 M(n5-cy-
clo-dienyl)(H)(phosphine)2,

143 M(jj5-cyclo-dienyl)(X)-
(CO)2 (X = Cl, Br, I, CN, SR, alkyl, SiR3, GeR3, acyl, 
C(O)I, C(O)CN),139'144 [M(r?

5-cyclo-dienyl)(CO)2]2)
138'144 

M(j?5-cyclo-dienyl)(CH3)(CO)(P(OC6H6)3),
144 and M-

(r?5-cyclo-dienyl)(X)(phosphine)2 (X = I, Br, CH3, 
C6H5).

146 

A number of observations from the above ri5-cyclo-
dienyl reports deserve mention. Of course, Fe(r?B-cy-
clo-dienyl)(CO)3

+ complexes have found many useful 
applications in organic synthesis.10 It is also notable 
that a number of the M(775-cyclo-dienyl)(L3) complexes 
contain potentially versatile hydride (e.g., Ru(?75-
C6H50)(H)(P(C6H5)3)2.2C6H6OH, Fe^-cyc lo-
hexadienyl)(H)(P(OMe)3)2),

143 alkyl (e.g., Ru(r?5-6-
methylcycloheptadienyl)(CH3)(PMe3)2, Ru(rj5-6-
phenylcyclohexadienyl) (C6H5) (PMe3)2,

145 unusual (»?5-
cyclo-dienyl) (R)(CO)2 complexes,1446'1'1" and Fe(T?5-
cycloheptadienyl)(CH3)(CO)(P(OC6H6)3)),

144f silyl or 
germyl139'144* (e.g., Os(i75-cycloheptadienyl)(SiR3)(CO)2 
for SiR3 = SiMe3 or SiMe2(C6H5), a ruthenium ana­
logue, and Os(j?5-cycloheptadienyl)(GeMe3)(CO)2), or 
acyl ligands.144h 

Most of these complexes demonstrate quite clear 
conformational preferences. In the M(TJ5-C6H7) (CO)x-
(P(OCH2)3CEt)3_x

+ and M(rj6-C7H9)(CO),(P-
(OCH2)3CEt)3_x

+ (M = Fe, Ru; x = 1, 2) complexes,124 

mixtures were observed which always favored the un­
symmetric isomer. Thus, 99% of the Fe(r75-cyclo-die-
nyl)(CO)2(P(OCH2)3CEt)+ complexes existed in the 
unsymmetric form, analogous to 22, while for the ru­
thenium analogues, the unsymmetric population drop­
ped to ca. 60%. For the Fe(r/5-cyclo-dienyl)(CO)(P-
(OCH2)3CEt)2

+ complexes, the symmetric form reached 
respective populations of 13% and 28% for the six- and 
seven-membered rings, while for ruthenium, these 
values were only 5%. The barriers to dienyl ligand 
oscillation in these complexes were reported for the 
interconversion of the two unsymmetric forms, as well 
as for the interconversion of the symmetric and un­
symmetric forms, yet all fall in the relatively narrow 
range of 9.8-13.4 kcal/mol, similar to values for Fe-
(?75-cyclo-dienyl) (CO)3

+ species.146 

The unusual acyl complex 24 has been found by a 
structural study to exist in the unsymmetric form 
shown; however, this orientation is required by geo-

0C .C° n 
Fe - ^ C ' 

24 

metric constraints.14411 The cycloheptadienyl complexes 
Fe(C7H9)(CH3)(CO)(L) (L = CO, P(OC6Hg)3) each exist 
in unsymmetric conformations having a carbonyl group 
located by the open dienyl edge, and the methyl group 
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Figure 32. Structure of Fe(C7H9)(CH3)(CO)(P(OC6Hs)3) (re­
printed from ref 144f; copyright 1986 American Chemical Society). 

located under a formally uncharged pentadienyl carbon 
atom, as in Figure 32.144f Similarly, a diffraction study 
on the cycloheptadienyl complex Ru(?75-6-SiMe3-l-
C6H6C7H7)(SiMe3)(CO)2 also revealed an unsymmetric 
structure.144' In contrast, related osmium silyl and 
germyl complexes Os(C7H9)(MR3)(CO)2 (MR3 = SiMe3, 
SiMe2(C6H6), GeMe3) seem to exist in an equilibrium 
involving both the symmetric and unsymmetric forms, 
with the former appearing to dominate.144g,lJ However, 
Os(t?5-C7H7)(CO)(P(OMe)3)2

+ appeared to exist prima­
rily in the unsymmetric form,139 as do various Ru(cy-
clohexadienyl)(PMe3)2(L)+ (L = P(C6H6)3, P(NMe2)3, 
or CH3CN)1378 and Os(cyclohexadienyl)(I)(PMe3)2 com­
plexes.145 In contrast, Fe(C6H7)(H)(P(OMe)3)2 and the 
structurally characterized Ru(C6H50)(H)(P(C6H5)3)2. 
2C6H6OH appear to prefer symmetric orientations.143*1 

The species Fe(C6H7)(CO)3
+ and Fe(I-CH3C5H6)-

(CO)3
+, prepared by protonation of ??4-bound penta­

dienyl alcohols, were actually the first metal pentadienyl 
complexes to be reported.11 While these species are 
generally isolated with U-shaped pentadienyl ligands, 
a number of studies have demonstrated that it is pos­
sible to prepare S-shaped analogues, which generally 
rearrange to the more stable U forms on warming.71 

However, for the 1,1,5-trimethylpentadienyl ligand, 
significant CH3-H repulsions destabilize the U form, 
so that an equilibrium between ?;5-U- and 7j5-S-bound 
pentadienyl complexes results. Structural studies on 
the U complex forms, e.g., Fe(2,4-C7HU)(CO)3

+BF4-, 
reveal the expected coordination geometries.119b 

A series of Fe(2,4-C7Hn) (X)(L)2 complexes has been 
prepared from Fe(2,4-C7Hn) (CO)3

+. Thus, reaction 
with KI in acetone leads to the crystallographically 
characterized, unsymmetric (AG* = 11.45 kcal/mol) 
Fe(2,4-C7Hu)(I)(CO)2.

uob Interestingly, similar at­
tempts to prepare analogous species for other penta­
dienyl ligands do not succeed; apparently, the success 
for the 2,4-C7H11 ligand is due to its inherent preference 
for the U conformation.147 Reduction of Fe(2,4-C7-
H11)(I)(CO)2 with sodium amalgam leads either to 
[Fe(2,4-C7HU)(CO)2]2 or Fe(2,4-C7Hu)(CO)2-, depend-

Emst 

ing on stoichiometry. The dimer has been found to 
exist in the solid state in a form very similar to that of 
the cis isomer of [Fe(C6H6)(CO)2]2, except that it is a 
much more crowded molecule.111 Probably for this 
reason, [Fe(2,4-C7Hu)(CO)2]2 exhibits a strong ESR 
signal, presumably due to Fe-Fe bond homolysis.110b 

An unsymmetric analogue, Fe(2,4-C7HU) (CO)2Fe(C5-
H5)(CO)2, prepared from the reaction of Fe(2,4-C7-
H11)(I)(CO)2 with Fe(C5H5)(CO)2

-, also seems to possess 
a weak Fe-Fe bond, as on prolonged standing in solu­
tion, significant disproportionation occurs. Treatment 
of Fe(2,4-C7Hn) (CO)2- with CH3I leads to the unsym­
metric (AG* = 12.75 kcal/mol), thermally unstable 
liquid, Fe(2,4-C7Hu)(CH3)(CO)2. However, the methyl 
complex reacts readily with PMe2(C6H6) to yield a solid 
compound, which has been spectroscopically identified 
as an acyl complex, Fe(2,4-C7HU) (C(O)CH3) (CO)-
(PMe2(C6H6)). It is noteworthy that acyl formation 
here and for ?z5-cyclo-dienyl analogues is much more 
facile than for the related C6H5 analogues. However, 
31P NMR spectroscopy indicates that on standing this 
material slowly converts to two other species (85:15 
ratio), which appear to involve acyl-pentadienyl cou­
pling. 

Electron-rich analogues of the above, such as Fe-
(2,4-C7Hu)(PMe3)3+ and Fe(C6H7)(PMe3)3

+, have also 
been reported. Thus, reaction of FeCl2(PMe3)2 with 2 
equiv of K(2,4-C7HU) leads to Fe(7j5-2,4-C7Hu)(»j3-2,4-
C7H11)(PMe3), for which the T?3-2,4-C7HU ligand was 
proposed to adopt the W conformation.148 Protonation 
of this compound leads to Fe(2,4-C7HU) (PMe3)S

+, which 
could also be isolated from the reaction of K(2,4-C7H11) 
with 2 equiv of FeCl2(PMe3)2. The pentadienyl ligand 
in solution was found to undergo hindered rotation, 
with AG* = 11.5 ± 0.5 kcal/mol. The solid-state 
structure of Fe(2,4-C7Hu)(PMe3)3

+ was determined as 
the FeCl3(PMe3)" salt and was found to be quite similar 
to that of Re(2,4-C7H11)(PMe2(C6H5))3 (Figure 31). The 
Fe-P distance for the unique phosphine ligand was 
found to be shorter than those for the other two (2.232 
(1) vs 2.274 (1) A), while the Fe-C bonds to the formally 
uncharged 2,4-positions, 2.187 (3) A, were found to be 
longer than those to the formally charged 1,5- (2.175 (3) 
A) or 3- (2.161 (4) A) positions. The similar complex 
Fe(C5H7)(PMe3)3

+ could be prepared by the reaction 
of Fe(r,3-C5H7)2(PMe3)2 with HPMe3

+ (vide infra). An 
unusual result was obtained from the reaction of 
FeCl2(PMe3)-! with 1 equiv of K(2,4-C7Hn). In this case, 
an (jj4-isopropenyltrimethylenemethane)Fe(PMe3)3 
complex was isolated, whose formation was postulated 
to occur by disproportionation of an intermediate such 
as Fe(2,4-C7Hu)(Cl)(PMe3)2, and in support of this 
claim it was noted that 2,4-dimethyl-l,3-pentadiene was 
a product of the reaction and that never more than a 
50% yield of product (based on iron) was obtained. 

Related ruthenium complexes have been isolated 
from the treatment of the protonated open ruthenocene 
Ru(2,4-C7Hn)2(H)+ (vide infra) with CO and/or phos­
phine ligands.81 Thus, exposure to CO or P(OMe)3 
leads to rapid incorporation of one ligand and addition 
of the hydride ligand to one of the 2,4-C7H11 ligands, 
yielding an rj4-2,4-dimethyl-l,3-pentadiene ligand, as in 
Ru(2,4-C7Hn)(r;

4-2,4-C7H12)(CO)+, which has been 
crystallographically characterized (Figure 33). As can 
be seen, the CO ligand resides by the open edges of both 
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Figure 33. Solid-state structure of the cation in Ru(2,4-
C7H11)(r,

4-2,4-Me2-l,3-CBH6)(CO)+BF4-.
81b 

acyclic organic ligands. Subsequent ligand additions 
proceed more slowly allowing the selective preparations 
of unsymmetric Ru(2,4-C7H11)(CO)(phosphine)2

+ and 
symmetric Ru(2,4-C7Hu)(CO)2(phosphine)+ complexes, 
examples of which have been crystallographically 
characterized. An Ir(j75-cyclo-dienyl)(H)(phosphine)2

+ 

complex has also been reported.149 

3. M(r]5-pentadienyl)(L)4 and M(y)5-pentadienyl)(L)s 

The compounds in this category tend to fit the ex­
pected structural patterns. Exceptions, however, seem 
to include the reported compounds "Cr(??6-cyclo-
hexadienyl) (H) (PFs)3" and the structurally character­
ized uCr(j?5-cyclooctadienyl) (H) (PF3)3", both of which 
were prepared by metal atom reactions, utilizing PF3 
and cyclo-dienes.150 While these compounds were for­
mulated originally as hydrides, recent reports have 
suggested that they actually are "agostic" complex-
esie,i37b,i5i -m which the "hydride" ligands serve to bridge 
their metal centers and a terminal pentadienyl carbon 
atom. In fact, the orientation of the three PF3 ligands 
in the cyclooctadienyl structure does not match that 
expected for a M(r/5-pentadienyl)(L)4 complex9815 but 
rather seems to match the orientation of the additional 
ligands in the known agostic complex Cr(2,4-C7H12)-
(CO)2(P(OMe)3),

152 in which the L3 unit twists some­
what away from the "agostically" bound hydrogen atom. 
Mo(?j5-cyclo-dienyl) (CO)3Cl and Mo(?75-cyclo-dienyl)-
(CO)2(phosphine)I complexes have also been report-
ed>114g,153 

The complex Re(C6H7)(H)2(P(C6H5)3)2 has been 
prepared from the reaction of ReH7(P(C6H5)3)2 with 
benzene and 3,3-dimethylbutene.154 A structural study 
was undertaken, but the hydride ligands could not be 
located directly. However, based on the placement of 
the P(C6H5)3 ligands, one of the hydride ligands must 
be located at the open edge of the pentadienyl fragment, 
and the other opposite to it, under the central carbon 
atom 

Notably, an open analogue, Re(2,4-C7HU) (H)2(P(C6-

Figure 34. Structure of the Re(2,4-C7Hii)(H)(PMe2(C6HB))3
+ ion 

(reprinted from ref 136b; copyright 1987 American Chemical 
Society). 

Figure 35. Perspective view of ^(2,4-C7H11)(CO)3(PMe2-
(C6H6)).

166 

H5)3)2, has been prepared, and spectroscopic studies 
indicate the opposite orientation of H and P(C6H5)3 
ligands.155 A related complex, Re(2,4-C7Hn)(H)-
(PMe2(C6H5))3

+, has been prepared by protonation of 
Re(2,4-C7Hu)(PMe2(C6H5))3.

136 Deuteriation studies 
suggested that protonation initially takes place by the 
open edge of the pentadienyl ligand, as exchange with 
the hydrogen atoms on the terminal CH2 groups readily 
occurs. From variable-temperature 1H NMR spec­
troscopy, the barrier to this process was estimated to 
be 17.3 ± 0.3 kcal/mol, while variable-temperature 31P 
NMR spectroscopy revealed a barrier of 16.9 ± 0.3 
kcal/mol for the interconversion of the two phosphorus 
environments. A structural study of the complex was 
undertaken. The hydride ligand was located and found 
to occupy the position beneath the central pentadienyl 
carbon atom (Figure 34). The unique Re-P bond was 
found to be longer than the other two (2.502 (3) A vs 
an average of 2.422 (6) A), while the Re-C bonds to the 
terminal pentadienyl carbon atoms (2.255 (10) A) ap­
peared shorter than those to the other three atoms (2.29 
(D A). 

Related niobium compounds may be prepared from 
the paramagnetic Nb(2,4-C7Hn)2(L) complexes (L = 
PEt3, PMe2(C6H6)).

155 These compounds react with CO 
to yield the diamagnetic Nb(2,4-C7HU)(CO)3(L) com­
plexes, for which 1H NMR spectroscopy and a struc­
tural study of the L = PMe2(C6H5) complex demon­
strate that the phosphine ligand is located by the open 
edge of the pentadienyl ligand (Figure 35). Addition 
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of excess PMe2(C6H5) to this compound results in re­
placement of one CO ligand and isolation of Nb(2,4-
C7Hu)(CO)2(PMe2(C6H5))2. Spectroscopic data and a 
structural determination revealed that one of the 
phosphine ligands is located at the open edge of the 
pentadienyl ligand, while the other one is located op­
posite to it, being underneath the central pentadienyl 
carbon atom. The related complex V(C6H7)(CO)4 has 
been prepared by the reaction of V(C6H6)(CO)4

+ with 
NaBH4.

156 

Two examples of M(??6-pentadienyl)(L)5 complexes 
are Zr(C6H7)(H)(dmpe)2 and Zr(C8H11)(H)(dmpe)2, 
prepared by the Na/Hg reduction of ZrCl4(dmpe)2 in 
the presence of 1,3-cyclohexadiene or 1,3-cyclooctadiene, 
respectively.157 An X-ray structural study of the cy-
clooctadienyl complex revealed a coordination geometry 
which may be regarded as highly distorted octahedral, 
with the dienyl and hydride ligands opposite to one 
another. The phosphorus atoms are naturally bent 
significantly away from the dienyl ligand plane, as can 
be seen from the H-Zr-P angles, which range from 58 
to 81°, averaging 68.5°. The shortest Zr-P distance 
(2.730 (4) A) involves the phosphine ligand by the open 
pentadienyl edge while the next shortest (2.758 (4) A) 
involves the opposite phosphorus atom, and the longest 
involves the two formally (not crystallographically) 
equivalent phosphorus atoms (average 2.796 (3) A). 
Additionally, a portion of a metallabenzene complex, 
Mo2(2,4-C7Hu) (2,4-C7H9) (CO)5 (section II.H.3), also 
contains a formal M (^-pentadienyl) (L)5 complement, 
as do Re3(^-C7H9)(H)2(CO)10, Os3(r,

5-C6H7)(H)(CO)9, 
and Os3(rj

6-C7H50) (H) (CO)9, the latter two containing 
bridging (T?1,2''2"- and TJ2,3'-) dienyl coordination.158 

However, due to the cluster nature of these compounds, 
their geometric arrangements are likely not very 
meaningful in this context. 

F. Metal Complexes Containing T?3- and 
t)1-Bound Pentadienyl Ligands 

Just as r>5-cyclo-dienyl metal complexes often pre­
ceded their acyclic analogues, Tj3-cyclo-dienyl complexes 
have often set the stage for later observations on TJ3-
pentadienyl complexes. As noted earlier, the facile 
reaction of CO(TT5-C7H9)(P(C6H5)3)2 with CO to produce 
CO(T73-C7H9)(CO)2(P(C6H5)3) provided an indication that 
TJ5-773 dienyl transformations should be readily in­
duced,16 and for the T?3 complex, variable-temperature 
NMR spectroscopic data revealed that an TJ3 -»• TJ3 in­
terchange process, perhaps involving an r^-bound in­
termediate, could take place (AG* = 17.6 ±1.5 kcal/ 
mol), making the two sides of the ligand equivalent.159 

Similarly, variable-temperature NMR spectroscopy of 
a variety of 16-electron Pd(^-C7H9)(L)2

+ complexes (L2 
= various acac anions, tmeda, dienes, bipyridine; or L 
= AsEt3, PEt3, or P(OMe)3, etc.) demonstrated facile 
?73 -» rj5 -* TJ3 interconversions.17 Other pertinent ex­
amples of 773-cyclo-dienyl complexes include species of 
the general types Cr(C5H5) (773-cyclo-dienyl) (CO)2,

160 

Pd(C5H5)(r?
3-cyclo-dienyl), [Pd(r,3-cyclodienyl)X]2 (X = 

acac, Cl, Br), Pd(7?
3-cyclo-dienyl)(Cl)(P(C6H5)3),

161 Ru-
(773-cyclo-dienyl)(H)(cyclohexene)(PC6H5)3)2,

143d Ni-
(T)3-cyclo-dienyl)2,

162 and [Ni(rj3-cyclo-dienyl)(Cl)(phos-
phine)]2.

162 Examples of the latter five complexes, as 
well as Pd(7?3-C8Hn)(acac) (Figure 2),14c have been 
structurally characterized. 

Early r;3-pentadienyl reports have often dealt with 
related species,14 such as Pd(rj3-dienyl)(acac), Pd(T?3-
dienyl)(l,5-C0D)+, or [Pd(r,3-dienyl)(Br)]n (for 773-dienyl 
= 773-l-(C6H5)-3-(OC(0)CH3)-5-(C6H5)C5H4) or Ni-
(C5H5) (»73-dienyl) for dienyl = 1,1,5,5-C9H15 or 2,4-
C7H11). For the latter complex, two isomers were ob­
served and assigned as containing the U- and W-pen-
tadienyl conformers.163 [Ni(T?3-C5H7)Br]2 has also been 
reported,164 and its reaction chemistry will be described 
in section II.H.2. 

By 1983, interest in Ti3-bound metal pentadienyl 
complexes seemed to increase greatly. Thus, treatment 
of Rh(C5H5)(r?

4-l-C6H5C(0)-6-C6H5-l,3,5-hexatriene) 
with HCl or HBr was found to lead to the respective 
Rh(C5H5)(7,3-l-C6H6C(0)CH2-5-C6H5-pentadienyl)(X) 
complexes, whereas HBF4 led to an analogous but 
cationic species in which the halide ion coordination was 
replaced by intramolecular coordination of the benzoyl 
group.86 Another r;3-pentadienyl complex, Mn(r;3-
C5H7)(CO)4, was isolated from the photochemical re­
action of Mn2(CO)10 with 1,3-pentadiene, and subse­
quent work led also to the identification of 2-methyl, 
4-methyl, 5-methyl, and 2,4-dimethyl derivatives, as well 
as Mn(r/5-dienyl) (CO)3 analogues which were postulated 
to arise through T?3—771—TJ3—?75 intercon versions.128'165 An 
entirely different route, the reaction of Sn(C4Hg)3(C5H7) 
with a metal halide complex, RuCl2(CO)(PMe2(C6H5)), 
was utilized to prepare Ru(r;3-C5H7) (Cl) (CO) (PMe2-
(C6H5)),.

166 

Numerous other reports of ??3-pentadienyl complexes 
followed thereafter, including various cobalt and rho­
dium compounds whose preparations have been de­
scribed in sections ILC and II.E.l. Related carbonyl 
complexes have also been obtained, such as CO(TJ3-W-
C5H7)(CO)3, utilizing the reaction of NaCo(CO)4 with 
trans-l-bromo-2,4-pentadiene.167 On treatment of this 
oily complex with P(C6H5)3, the solid product CO(TJ3-W-
C5H7) (CO)2(P(C6H5)3) could be isolated. A structural 
determination confirmed the presence of the TT3-W-
pentadienyl unit. 

Various 7/3-pentadienyl complexes of iron have also 
been reported. Thus, reaction of FeCl2(PMe3)2 with 
KC5H7 leads to the formation of Fe(T?3-W-C5H7)2-
(PMe3) 2, which was crystallographically characterized 
and found to possess the structure presented in Figure 
19.75a Subsequently allyl analogues Fe(2-CH3C3H4)2(L)2 
(L = PMe3, PMe2(C6H5), P(OMe)3) have been report­
ed.168 The reaction of Fe2(CO)9 with trans-1-bromo-
2,4-pentadiene was found to lead to Fe(??3-C5H7)(Br)-
(CO)3, for which spectroscopic data suggested the 
presence of the W-shaped pentadienyl ligand.169 An 
alternative route to such species has also been devel­
oped, utilizing the reaction of cationic species such as 
Fe(775-l-CH3-5-C6H5C5H5)(CO)3

+ with halide ions (X = 
Cl, Br, I), through which Fe(r?3-W-l-CH3-5-
C6H5C5H5)(X)(CO)3 complexes are isolated, in addition 
to some rj4-diene complexes that arise from the addition 
of X" to the 5-position of the pentadienyl ligand.147 A 
structural study of Fe(T73-l-CH3-5-C6H5C5H5)(Br)(CO)3 
confirmed the conformational assignment of the pen­
tadienyl ligand. Other iron carbonyl complexes have 
been isolated from the reaction of NaFe(C5H5)(CO)2 
with trans- l-chloro-2,4-pentadiene or with 1-chloro-
2,4-hexadiene, which yielded Fe(C5H5)(T;1-C5H7)(CO)2 
or Fe(T)1^-CH3C5H6)(CO)2, and upon photolysis or 
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Figure 36. StTOCtUTeOfMn(V-C6H7)(CO)J)(PMe3) (reprinted from 
ref 132; copyright 1984 American Chemical Society). 

treatment with Me3NO, these could be converted to the 
respective Fe(C5H6) (V-W-dienyl) (CO) compounds.82 A 
structural study on the V-hexadienyl complex con­
firmed the conformational assignment and revealed that 
the methyl substituent was present on the 5-position, 
away from the metal atom. Both the mono- and di-
carbonyl complexes could be selectively protonated. 
Thus, reaction of the appropriate monocarbonyls with 
HPF6 led to Fe(C5H5KT)4-diene)(CO)+ complexes, for 
diene = 1,3-pentadiene or 2,4-hexadiene. Protonation 
of the monocarbonyls, however, led to Fe(C5H6) (V-di-
ene)(CO)2

+ complexes, containing both 1,3- and 1,4-
dienes. Photolysis of the monocarbonyl complexes leads 
to the formation of half-open ferrocenes Fe(C5H5)(C5H7) 
and Fe(C5H5)(I-C6H9). 

Additional manganese compounds containing V-
pentadienyl ligands have also been obtained through 
several different routes. Thus, Mn(C5H7)(CO)3 has 
been found to react at room temperature with good 
ff-donor phosphine ligands to produce Mn(V-C5H7)-
(CO)3(L) complexes (L = PMe3, PMe2(C6H5), P(n-
C4Hg)3).

132 A structural determination for the PMe3 
complex revealed the presence of an »?3-s;yrc-S-penta-
dienyl ligand109 (Figure 36). Various Mn (^-pentadie­
nyl) (CO)4 complexes (pentadienyl = C5H7, 1-C6H9, 2-
C6H9, 2,4-C7H11) have been prepared through photolysis 
of Mn2(CO)10 with appropriate dienes128 or, for penta­
dienyl = C5H7, from photolysis of Mn(V-C5H7)(CO)5, 
prepared from the reaction of NaMn(CO)5 with trans-
l-bromo-2,4-pentadiene.129 Thermolysis of the V-bound 
complexes leads to loss of CO and the adoption of 
V-pentadienyl bonding modes. In another report, the 
reaction of MnBr2 with 2 equiv each of KC5H7 and 
dmpe was found to lead to a reduction to the Mn(I) 
complex Mn(V-W-C5H7) (dmpe)2.

170 The conforma­
tional nature of the pentadienyl ligand was revealed by 
an X-ray structural study, although it was observed that 
at least one other isomer was also present in solution. 

A high degree of versatility has also been observed 
for NaMo(C5H5)(CO)3. Thus, reaction with trans-1-
chloro-2,4-pentadiene yields Mo(C5H5) (77!-C5H7) (CO)3, 
which was found to decompose slowly at room tem­
perature. Spectroscopic data were in accord with the 
expected W conformation. Photolysis of this compound 
led to the formation of Mo(C5H5)(T7

3-W-C5H7)(CO)2 and 

Mo(C5H5)(C5H7)(CO).171 The former compound was 
observed to exist as two isomers, analogous to the sit­
uation for related Mo(C5H5) (allyl) (CO)2 complexes. 
The Mo(C5H5)(C5H7)(CO) species exhibited very un-
symmetric NMR spectra, and the complex was there­
fore proposed to contain an unusual V-S-pentadienyl 
ligand by analogy to related chromium and iron com­
pounds. Subsequently, similar results were obtained 
for l-chloro-2,4-hexadiene, and several phosphine-sub-
stituted relatives were isolated, including Mo-
(C6H6)(V-C6H7)(CO)2(L) and Mo(C5H5) (V-C5H7)-
(CO)(L) (L = PMe3, PEt3, PMe2(C6H5)).

172 Some 
Diels-Alder reactions of these species are described in 
section II.H.2. For chromium, essentially the reverse 
strategy may be employed to isolate some of these 
species. Thus, half-open chromocenes react rapidly 
with CO to yield monocarbonyl complexes containing 
unusual V-S-bound pentadienyl ligands (section ILC), 
and prolonged exposure of these to CO leads reversibly 
to Cr(C5H6)(»73-pentadienyl)(CO)2 compounds, crystal-
lographically characterized for pentadienyl = W-C5H7.

44 

An unusual complex of platinum, Pt[t/3-B(CH3)2C-
(CH3)CHCHC(CH3)(B(CH3)2)](PEt3)2, has also been 
reported.173 

A variety of other V-bound pentadienyl complexes 
has been reported. The earliest examples of V coor­
dination involve main-group complexes, e.g., pentadie-
nylsilanes,53'174 -stannanes,290'175 and -boranes,19,176 and 
various complexes of beryllium, magnesium, and 
zinc.19'176,177 Structural characterizations have been 
carried out for both Zn(V-W-C5H7) (Cl) (tmeda) and 
Mg(V-U-2,4-C7Hn)2(tmeda).19 Subsequently, Cu(V-
pentadienyl)(P(n-C4H9)3) complexes have been identi­
fied (pentadienyl = C5H7, 1-Me3SiC5H6, 1,5-
(SiMe3)2C6H5), and spectroscopic data have demon­
strated the presence of the expected W-pentadienyl 
conformations, as well as rapid 1,3 rearrangements.177 

A bis(V-pentadienyl) complex of zirconium has also 
been reported.178 Thus, reaction of Zr(C5H5)2Cl2 with 
2 equivalents of K(2-C6H9) leads to the formation of 
Zr(C6H5)2(V-W-4-C6H9)2, in which spectroscopic data 
indicate that the methyl group is positioned away from 
the metal (i.e., in the 4- rather than 2-position). 

Recently it has also been reported that Re(C6H7)(C-
O)3 will react with 2 equiv of phosphine (PMe3 or PEt3) 
to yield /ac-Re(V-syn-S-C5H7)(CO)3(phosphine)2 com­
plexes,109,179 quite analogous to earlier and surprising 
reports of the reaction of Re(C5H6)(CO)3 with PMe3, 
which yielded Re(V-C5H5) (CO)3(PMe3)2.

180 The V-S-
C5H7 compounds have been observed to isomerize 
slowly to the respective V-W-C5H7 complexes. Further 
exposure of the Re(V-C5H7)(CO)3(PMe3)2 isomers to 
PMe3 in refluxing THF leads to mer-Re(V-W-C5H7)-
(CO)2(PMe3)3. Structural determinations have been 
carried out for Re(V-S-C5H7)(CO)3(PEt3)2 and Re(V-
W-C5H7)(CO)2(PMe3)3 and are presented in Figure 37 
along with that of Mg(V-2,4-C7Hu)2(tmeda) for com­
parison. 

From the oxidative additions of l-halo-2,4-pentadi-
enes to MCl(CO)(L)2 complexes (M = Rh, Ir; L = 
PMe2(C6H5), P(C6H6)3), additional V-pentadienyl com­
plexes have been isolated, including Ir(V-C6H7) (Cl)2-
(CO)(L)2, Ir(V-C5H7)(Cl)(Br)(CO)(L)2, and Rh(V-
C5H7)(Cl)(X)(CO)(PMe2(C6H5))2 (X = Cl, Br).181 The 
formations of the iridium complexes are actually re-
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Figure 37. Structures of the representative V-bound pentadienyl 
compounds Re(i?1-W-C6H7)(CO)2(PMe3)3 and Re(^-S-C6H7)-
(CO)3(PMe3)2 (reprinted from ref 179; copyright 1987 American 
Chemical Society) and Mg(r?1-U-2,4-C7H11)2(tmeda) (reprinted 
from ref 19b; copyright 1980 Nippon Kagakkai). 

versible. In each case, structures are proposed in which 
the two phosphine ligands are trans to one another, with 
the two halides cis to one another. For at least the 

Figure 38. Perspective view of Ta(C6H6)2(7|3-2,3-C7Hu).
182 

Figure 39. Solid-state structure of Nd(2,4-C7HU)3 (reprinted from 
ref 183; copyright 1982 American Chemical Soeiety). 

mixed halide complex of rhodium, the presence of two 
isomers was evident spectroscopically. 

A very new mode of Tj3-pentadienyl bonding has been 
revealed in Ta(C6H5)2(77

3-2,3-C7H11).
182 The complex 

was prepared by the reaction of Ta(C6H5)Cl4 with 4 
equivalents of K(2,3-C7HU), suggesting that a dispro­
port ionate took place. As can be seen in Figure 38, 
the bonding involves localized Ta-alkyl and Ta-olefin 
coordination, through the 1-, A-, and 5-positions of the 
C7H11 ligand 

Interestingly, for the analogous 2,4-C7H11 complex, 
variable-temperature 1H NMR spectroscopy indicated 
that the two C5H5 ligands could become equivalent, as 
could the two ends of the 2,4-C7H11 ligand, with AG* 
= 10.4 ± 0.2 and 10.7 ± 0.2 kcal/mol, respectively. 

G. Lanthanide and Actlnide Complexes 

Reactions of NdCl3 or "UCl3-nTHF" with 3 equiv of 
K(2,4-C7HU) have led to the paramagnetic, f3 complexes 
Nd(2,4-C7Hn)3

183 and U(2,4-C7HU)3,
1S4 which exhibited 

the expected broadening of peaks in their 1H NMR 
spectra. A structural study of Nd(2,4-C7H11)3 revealed 
that all five dienyl carbon atoms were r?5-bound (Figure 
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39), providing the first structural evidence for the in­
teraction of a highly ionic lanthanide ion with formally 
uncharged carbon atoms. Not surprisingly, however, 
the Nd-C (2,4) distances were longest, averaging 2.855 
(8) A, compared to 2.801 (9) A for the 1- and 5-positions 
and 2.749 (10) A for the 3-position, which should bear 
the greatest negative charge. Due to its thermal in­
stability, 11(2,4-C7Hn)3 has only recently been subjected 
to structural studies. 

H. Reaction Chemistry Involving Pentadienyl 
Ligands 

As the neutral pentadienyl fragment may donate five 
electrons to a metal center and possesses molecular 
orbitals quite similar in nodal properties to the cyclo-
pentadienyl fragment, it is natural that there should be 
some relationships between their analogous compounds 
with respect to stoichiometry, structure, and bonding. 
However, such similarities should not be expected to 
carry over to reaction chemistry given the aromatic 
nature of the cyclopentadienyl anion and the much 
different ir-orbital energies of the two dienyl fragments. 
In this key respect* the pentadienyl unit is much more 
similar to the allyl group, as both are honaromatic, but 
have odd alternant delocalized TT systems, resulting in 
a SOMO (S = singly) for the radical which is non-
bonding. Of course, metal-allyl complexes have found 
a tremendous number of applications in catalysis and 
organic synthesis, including coupling reactions, "naked 
metal" reactions, and catalytic polymerizations.3 It can 
therefore be expected that while metal-pentadienyl 
compounds may resemble metal-cyclopentadienyl 
compounds in the aspects of stoichiometry, structure, 
and bonding (and even be more strongly bound), the 
chemistry of metal-pentadienyl complexes should be 
more closely related to that of the versatile metal-allyl 
complexes and hence should prove of some value. 

1. Pentadienyl Dimerizations and "Naked Metal" 
Reactions 

In metal-allyl chemistry, the dimerization of two allyl 
ligands generally leads to 1,5-hexadiene, which often is 
readily removed from the metal center(s). In contrast, 
pentadienyl dimerizations would generally give rise to 
1,3,7,9-decatetraenes, and as each end of these mole­
cules is a 1,3-butadiene moiety, these dimers should 
prove far more potent in their coordinating ability 
relative to 1,5-hexadiene and hence should display a 
greater tendency to remain attached to the metal cen­
ters rather than coming off completely, as in "naked 
metal" reactions.19d 

Indeed, such considerations seem to be borne out. 
The earliest examples of pentadienyl dimerization re­
actions were brought about by the reduction of Fe-
(pentadienyl) (CO)3

+ complexes with appropriate reag­
ents such as zinc.185 A typical example of an isolated 
product from such a reaction is shown below. 

plus "trans" form 

It is notable that the pentadienyl fragments in the 

Figure 40. Structure of the open cobaltocene dimer [Co(2,4-
C7H11)]2[Mr')4.'?4'-2,4,7,9-Me4-2,4,6,8-C1oH10] (reprinted from ref 
104; copyright 1984 American Chemical Society). 

dimer have assumed the sickle shape. This can readily 
be understood by considering the likely intermediate 
in these reactions, Fe(C5H7)(CO)3. I n 3 ^ probability, 
this should exist primarily as a 17-electron complex, 
Fe(^-C5H7)(CO)3 (25), for which rotation of the C-C 
single bond would lead to the generally observed sickle 
geometry 26. A contribution of the type 27 then may 

25 26 27 

be considered to bring about the subsequent dimeri­
zation. Of course, the dimerizations observed on re­
duction of Fe(?75-cyclo-dienyl)(CO)3

+ complexes would 
not be accompanied by a conversion to the sickle ge­
ometry. One interesting application of such dimeriza­
tions involves the syntheses of polycyclic hydrocarbons, 
which may be accomplished through a two-electron 
reduction of two linked Fe(7;5-cyclo-dienyl) (CO)3

+ 

species, leading to further coupling between the two 
units.186 

A particularly interesting dimerization product was 
observed from the reaction of CoCl2 with 2 equiv of 
K(2,4-C7Hn).104 As the initial product of such a reaction 
would likely be an open cobaltocene (having probably 
one j?3-bound and one ??5-bound 2,4-C7H11 ligand, 
thereby leading to a 17-electron complex), a dimeriza­
tion Would appear quite reasonable. However, the ac­
tual product (Figure 40), while a dimer, was found to 
have undergone an unusual isomerization, which led to 
a more conjugated 2,4,6,8-decatetraene complex (28, 
MLn = Co(2,4-C7Hn)) rather than to a 1,3,7,9-decate-
traene complex (29, MLn = Co(2,4-C7Hn)). Several 

Mln MLn 

MLn ML„ 

2B 29 

considerations suggested quite strongly that this isom­
erization must have been brought about by y5-r)3 

transformations of the unaltered 2,4-C7H11 ligands, as 
in Scheme I, which could explain in part why such 
isomerizations had not been observed in previous di-
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SCHEME I C(9) 
C(IO) 

XT 

/ / 

mers, which did not possess unaltered pentadienyl lig­
ands. However, there is also a geometric barrier to such 
a process in most of the other systems. This arises from 
the fact that sickle-shaped pentadienyl fragments are 
present in most final dimers, and formation of a 
2,4,6,8-decatetraene would lead to trons-diene units, 
which should not favor rf coordination. The geometric 
barrier is avoided in the 00(2,4-C7Hn)2 dimerization 
due to the presence of the 2,4-C7H11 ligands, which 
actually prefer the U conformation and hence do not 
rearrange to the S form upon reduction. Therefore, to 
test the possibility that other systems might also un­
dergo isomerizations (perhaps through r?4-??2 transfor­
mations of the coordinated diene fragments) if the 
geometric barrier were removed, the reductions of both 
Fe(2,4-C7HU)(CO)3

+ and Co(C5H5)(2,4-C7Hu)
+ were 

carried out, and in each case, dimers of the sort 29 (MLn 
= Fe(CO)3

187 or Co(C5H5),
87 respectively) were isolated. 

In fact, similar results, Le., a lack of isomerization, have 
been obtained for related dimers formed through the 
coupling of two M(»?5-cyclo-dienyl) fragments.1850,186 

Hence, it becomes clear that the observed isomerization 
of the open cobaltocene dimer was initiated through an 
7J5-TJ3 conversion of the 2,4-C7H11 ligand. 

Another unusual pentadienyl dimerization has been 
observed in a chromium complex.188 While open tita-
nocenes and open vanadocenes readily undergo Lewis 
base coordination by a variety of ligands, this is not the 
case for open chromocenes. An attempt to make such 
a species was therefore carried out by introducing a 
ligand, PEt3, to the metal center prior to the addition 
of pentadienyl ligands. The appropriate reaction (eq 
23) did lead to a product having the designated stoi-

CrCl2(PEt3),, + 2K(C6H7) - "Cr(C5H7)2(PEt3)" (23) 

chiometry; however, the product was paramagnetic and 
exhibited a strong ESR signal. An X-ray diffraction 
study (Figure 41) revealed that a dimeric complex had 
been formed through pentadienyl dimerization, leading 
to 17-electron Cr(I) centers (there was no evidence for 
butenediyl coordination to Cr(III)). Of course, Cr(I) is 
an unusual oxidation state, and the dimerization reac­
tion represents a striking example of a spontaneous 
reduction of Cr(II) to Cr(I). Interestingly, Cr(C5H7)2 
has been reported to react with CO to yield Cr(CO)6 and 
the diamagnetic [Cr(C6H7)2(CO)]2, which yields various 
pentadienes on hydrolysis.24 However, this carbonyl 

C(8) 

C(28) 

C(3) 

Figure 41. Molecular structure of the Cr(I) dimer [Cr(C6H7)-
(PEt3)MM2W-IAT1CI-C10H14]. 

Figure 42. Structure of Mn(778-2,4>7>9-Me4-l,3I7,9-CloH1o)(PMe3) 
(reprinted from ref 189; copyright 1983 American Chemical So­
ciety). 

dimer exhibits a strong ESR signal188 and may therefore 
be similar in structure to the related PEt3 dimer. 

In contrast to the common nature of intermolecular 
pentadienyl dimerizations, their intramolecular ana­
logues have been observed only more recently. The 
unusual reaction leading to Mn3(S-C6Hg)4

844 (section 
ILD) might involve such a dimerization, but other 
possibilities exist as well. A clear-cut example of such 
a process was observed, however, in the related reaction 
of MnBr2 with PMe3 and 2 equiv of K(2,4-C7Hn).

189 

The isolated product (Figure 42) is a paramagnetic, 
17-electron complex, proposed to form via an open 
manganocene complex, which becomes coordinated by 
PMe3, leading to a Mn(j73-S-2,4-C7Hu)2(PMe3)2 inter­
mediate, which then undergoes intramolecular coupling. 
Pertinent to these open manganocene systems are some 
results obtained for isoelectronic open ferrocene and 
half-open ferrocene cations.41 The 17-electron cations 
may be generated electrochemically from Fe(2,4-C7Hn)2 
and Fe(C5H5) (2,4-C7H11). The oxidation may be re­
versed for Fe(2,4-C7HU)2

+ only at low temperatures 
(e.g., -45 0C), however, while that for Fe(C5H5)(2,4-
C7H11)"

1" may be reversed even at room temperature. 
This trend is consistent with the occurrence of an in­
tramolecular coupling reaction for Fe(2,4-C7H11)2

+ and 



Transition-Metal-Pentadienyl Chemistry 

CMII CHOI 

Figure 43. Structure of Nb(C6H6)(??
8-2,4,7,9-Me4-l,3,7,9-

P IJ \ 182 
^10"10^' 

an intermolecular coupling reaction for Fe(C5H5) (2,4-
C7H11)"

1". In fact, recent kinetic studies of the electro­
chemical processes have revealed the loss of Fe(2,4-
C7H11J2

+ to be a first-order process, while that of Fe-
(C5H5)(2,4-C7HU)+ is second-order.85 In both cases, 
dipentadienyl units are isolated as products. Crossover 
experiments for Fe(2,4-C7HU)2 and Fe(2,4-C7Dn)2 
mixtures demonstrated that the coupling process is 
essentially completely intramolecular.85 These data 
clearly point to an intramolecular coupling reaction for 
Fe^i-C7Hn)2

+ , and perhaps as well for the isoelec-
tronic Mn(3-C6H9)2. 

A rather unusual intramolecular coupling reaction has 
been observed for a Nb(III) complex.182 Thus, the re­
action of Nb(C5H5)Cl4 with 4 equiv of K(2,4-C7Hn) 
leads to an initial product which spectroscopically ap­
pears to be a Nb(III) complex, Nb(C5H5) (2,4-C7Hu)2. 
On warming to room temperature, however, this ma­
terial slowly transforms itself to a Nb(C5H5)(Tr8-
2,4,7,9-tetramethyl-l,3,7,9-decatetraene) complex (Fig­
ure 43). Particularly notable about this molecule is the 
fact that one coordinated butadiene unit is present in 
the usual cis arrangement, while the other is trans, 
unlike other Nb(C5H5)(jj

4-diene)2 complexes.5815-190 The 
coordination of the cis-diene fragment resembles that 
of a butenediyl complex, so that the product may still 
be considered to be a Nb(III) compound. 

In addition to the "naked metal" reactions given 
above, several other reports have appeared that con­
stitute potentially useful applications for the open 
metallocenes. Thus, Cr(C5H7)2 and Cr(2,4-C7Hn)2 have 
been observed to react with CO, leading to a high yield 
of Cr(CO)6.

24-42 Similar reactions involving ^-C4H9NC 
or dmpe lead respectively to Cr(CN(£-C4H9))6 and Cr-
(dmpe)3, in yields of ca. 60% or better. The result for 
Cr(dmpe)3 is notable in that only relatively mild con­
ditions were required, whereas other methods require 
more forcing (even metal atom) conditions, provide 
much lower yields, and often waste large amounts of 
dmpe.191 Similarly, Fe(C6H7)2 has been found to react 
with PF3 under mild conditions to yield Fe (PF3) 5.

192 

2. Coupling Reactions and Nucleophilic Additions 

As metal complexes of 7j1-bound pentadienyl ligands 
may be regarded as substituted butadienes, it seems 
reasonable that they should be capable of undergoing 
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Figure 44. Perspective view of the unusual, dimeric coupling 
product formed from the attempted preparation of Mo(2,4-C7-
H11)(CH3)(CO)3 (reprinted from ref 119a; copyright 1985 American 
Chemical Society). 

Diels-Alder reactions with dienophiles. In fact, such 
reactions have been observed for pentadienylsilanes, 
pentadienylstannanes, Mn(T?1-C5H7) (CO)5, and Mo-
(C5H5) (^-C5H7) (CO)3. Thus, the reactions of Sn(J?1-
C5H7)(CH3)3 or Mo(C5H5)(dienyl)(CO)3 (dienyl = TT1-
C5H7, r;1-l-C6H9) with maleic anhydride, of Si(T?1-
C5H7) (CH3)3 with crotonaldehyde or mesityl oxide,290'172 

and of Mn(r,1-C5H7)(CO)5 or Mo(C6H5)(dienyl)(CO)3 
with TCNE129'172 all have led to the expected Diels-
Alder adducts, although in the mesityl oxide reaction, 
a 1,4-addition product was also observed. Furthermore, 
it was noted that the mesityl oxide and crotonaldehyde 
reactions might actually be polar, stepwise processes 
rather than concerted Diels-Alder reactions. Mn(Tr1-
C5H7)(CO)5 was also found to undergo an insertion re­
action with SO2, yielding an S-bound Mn(T?1-S-
(O)2C5H7)(CO)5 complex. 

Coupling reactions have also been observed for in­
bound pentadienyl complexes. Thus, [Ni(T;3-C5H7)(Br)]2 
and [Ni(T?3-l-C6H9)(Br)]2 have been found to react with 
C6H5I, C6H5CHCHBr, and C6H5CHCHCH2Br, in gen­
eral leading to attachment of the organic group onto a 
terminal pentadienyl position (for the 1-C6H9 ligand, 
on the side opposite to the methyl group).164 However, 
in the reaction of [Ni(^-C5H7)(Br)J2 with C6H5CHCH-
CH2Br, attack at the pentadienyl 3-position was also 
noted, and a 1:1 mixture of trienes was obtained. 

An unusual coupling reaction was observed on the 
attempted preparation of Mo(2,4-C7Hu)(CH3)(CO)3 
from Mo(2,4-C7Hu)(CO)3- and CH3I.

119" The product 
30 (Figure 44) is essentially a [Mo(allyl) (OR) (CO)2] 2 

Mo=O £ 0 

C O = Mo 

30 

complex which was apparently formed by three suc­
cessive coupling reactions (Scheme II), which led to 
trialkylation of CO, converting it to an alkoxide, and 
in the process a 5 + 1 ring construction was accom-
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SCHEME II 
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plished. Given the fact that pentadienyl anions may 
be prepared with a wide variety of substituents and the 
possibility that related (7?5-cyclo-dienyl) complexes 
might be converted to bicyclic compounds, there would 
seem to be a possibility of developing useful applica­
tions from this type of reaction. It must be noted that 
methylation of some Cr(775-cyclo-dienyl)(CO)3" com­
plexes has been observed to produce 5-acetyl-l,3-
cyclohexadienes,193 and the possibility of highly modi­
fied Cr(7j5-cyclo-dienyl)(alkyl) (CO)3 complexes being 
intermediates in other transformations has been men­
tioned,112" while various (acetyl-l,3-cycloheptadiene)iron 
complexes have been isolated from the reaction of Fe-
(^-C7H9)(CO)2

- with acetyl chloride and CO.110a Ace-
tyl-pentadienyl coupling also appeared to take place 
for Fe(2,4-C7Hu)(C(O)CH3)(CO)(PMe2(C6H5))

110b on 
standing, but the oily nature of the product did not 
allow complete characterization. Interestingly, cou­
plings involving both the 1- and 5-positions of cyclo-
dienyl anions and cations have been reported.194 

Pentadienyl ligands may also undergo coupling re­
actions with neutral unsaturated molecules such as 
nitriles. Thus, an instantaneous reaction occurs on 
mixing the half-open titanocene Ti(C5H5)(2,4-C7Hu)-
(PEt3) with CH3CN, leading to a dimeric product in 
which coupling between the pentadienyl and aceto-
nitrile ligands has taken place, as indicated earlier 
(Figure 25)-90 Related coupling reactions have been 
observed for Zr(?74-diene) complexes,195 but it is note­
worthy here that the pentadienyl ligand has undergone 
a coupling reaction even though it is more strongly 
bound than the cyclopentadienyl ligand (vide supra). 
Other coupling reactions also seem to take place with 
acetylenes and isonitriles, but presently the nature of 
the products is not completely clear.57,88b 

Cationic pentadienyl and cyclo-dienyl complexes are 
very susceptible to nucleophilic attack, and such reac­
tions have developed into a number of useful applica­
tions. Particularly notable have been the applications 
involving the Fe(775-cyclohexadienyl) (CO)3

+ complexes, 
for which a wide variety of substituents may initially 
be placed in various positions of the 775-dienyl frag­
ment.10 In at least some cases, such as the reaction of 
Ru(C6H7)(CO)3

+ with methoxide, attack usually occurs 
first on a CO ligand, leading to observable or isolable 
intermediates, after which transfer to the dienyl ligand 
occurs.196 Attack at the terminal carbon atom positions 
is most common, but attack at the 2-position is not 
uncommon either, especially as one descends the iron 
triad.197 Various studies have been carried out to un­
derstand the factors determining the favored site of 

Figure 45. Molecular structure of Fe(1,2,3,5-t;4-4-
(C7H1i)C6H7)(PMe3)3 (reprinted from ref 201; copyright 1987 
American Chemical Society). 

attack in some of these systems, and ring size, the na­
ture of metal, and hardness of the attacking nucleo-
philes have all been found to be important.9*'198 For 
open pentadienyl complexes, similar trends have been 
observed, and typical nucleophiles such as hydroxide, 
amide, or alkoxide tend to add at a terminal site.199 

However, NaBH4 reduction of Rh(C5H5)(I-C6Hg)+ leads 
to addition of H' to the 3-position, leading to a neutral 
1,4-diene complex.200 Similar attack by methoxide is 
observed on both Rh(C5H5)(I-C6Hg)+ and Ir(C5H5)(I-
C6H9) . 

The reaction of Fe(C5H7)(PMe3)3
+ with K(2,4-C7Hn) 

also involves nucleophilic addition, and leads to C-C 
bond formation.201 The product 31 (Figure 45) dem-

31 

onstrates that the 3-position of the 2,4-C7H11 anion has 
attacked the bound pentadienyl ligand at its 2-position, 
leading to an Fe(allyl)(alkyl)(PR3)3 complex. The 
general structural features are similar to those observed 
in a compound formed by hydride ion transfer to a 
Cr(775-cyclo-dienyl)(CO)2(NO)+ complex.202 As noted 
before, the 3-position of a pentadienyl anion tends to 
bear greater negative charge than either the 1- or 5-
position and for this reason might be expected to be 
more reactive than the terminal sites, although it is 
possible that initial attack through a terminal position 
may have occurred at the metal.198 Interestingly, similar 
carbon-carbon bond-forming processes have been ob­
served in reactions of Fe(?75-cyclo-dienyl)(CO)3

+ com­
plexes with enolate anions and /3-diketones.203 

3. Protonatlons and Other Hydrogen Atom Transfer 
Reactions 

A number of metal pentadienyl compounds are 
known in which formal hydride ligands have been in­
corporated by protonation. Of course, M(pentadie-
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nyl)(hydride) species such as Zr(r?5-cyclo-dienyl)(H)-
(dmpe)2,

157 Re(V>-C6H7)(H)2(P(C6H5)3)2,
154 Re3(T?5-

C7H9)(H)2(CO)10,
158 Fe(r,5-C6H7)(H)(P(OMe)3)2)

143c and 
Ru(775-cyclo-dienyl)(H)(P(C6H6)3)2

143a'b'd have already 
been mentioned, as have protonation reactions in which 
r)s- or ^-dienyl groups become converted to r?4- or ij2-
diene ligands82 or in which bound dienyl ligands are 
removed as dienes and in the process are replaced by 
other ligands.81,148 In a related report, the reaction of 
Zr(C5H5)2(H)(Cl) with various pentadienyl anions has 
been found to lead to Zr(C6H5) 2(??4-diene) compounds, 
presumably via Zr(C5H5)2(?71-pentadienyl)(H) interme­
diates.178 The complex Mn3(3-C6H9)4 has also been 
mentioned (section ILD) and had earlier been described 
as demonstrating both metal- and ligand-centered 
basicities.84* In other situations, metal dienyl hydride 
compounds may be isolated by protonation reactions. 
Thus, Os(i75-cyclo-dienyl)(I)(PMe3)2 complexes undergo 
protonation to yield Os(?75-cyclo-dienyl)(H)(I)(PMe3)2

+ 

species, in which the metal-bound hydride ligands were 
found to undergo exchange with hydrogen atoms of the 
?75-cyclo-dienyl ligands.204 In the process, alkyl sub-
stituents initially on the 6-position become transferred 
to the various cyclo-dienyl positions, analogous to the 
exchange mentioned previously for Mn(»?5-cyclo-die-
nyl)(CO)3 complexes (section II.E.2). Similarly, pro­
tonation of Re (i?5-cyclooctadienyI)(C6H6) was found to 
lead to the expected cationic metal hydride complex.121b 

From indirect protonation reactions, the cationic ru­
thenium hydride species Ru(C5Me5)(?75-C8H11)(H)+ and 
RU(T75-C8HU)2(H)+ have been prepared.205 

Related complexes incorporating open pentadienyl 
ligands may be similarly prepared. Thus protonation 
of Re(2,4-C7Hu)(PMe2(C6H5))3 leads to Re(2,4-
C7H11) (H) (PMe2(C6H5))3

+, whose structure, previously 
described, is presented in Figure 34.136b As noted be­
fore, the protonation initially occurs by the open edge 
of the pentadienyl ligand, and exchange occurs between 
the hydride ligand and the four hydrogen atoms on the 
terminal carbon atoms. Similarly, both Ru(2,4-C7H11)2 
and Ru(C5H5) (2,4-C7H11) are readily protonated by 
HBF4,

81 yielding Ru(2,4-C7HU)2(H)+ and Ru(C5H5)-
(2,4-C7H11)(H)+. In each case, variable temperature 1H 
NMR spectroscopy reveals at low temperatures a 
well-defined hydride resonance which is split by the two 
or four endo hydrogen atoms on the terminal penta­
dienyl carbon atoms, and hence the resonances appear 
as a triplet or quintet. At higher temperatures, ex­
change between the hydride ligands and the hydrogen 
atoms on the terminal carbon atoms takes place, and 
ultimately a single resonance is observed for the five or 
nine exchanging atoms. Ru(2,4-C7HU)2(H)+ has been 
found to exist in an unsymmetric conformation by 
variable-temperature NMR spectroscopy and by X-ray 
diffraction. Although some disorder appeared to com­
plicate the structural study, it was clear that the nearly 
gauche-elipsed orientation was retained.206 Exposure 
of Ru(2,4-C7HU)2(H)+ to CO leads to rapid incorpora­
tion of one CO ligand, yielding RU(2,4-C7HU)(T74-2,4-
C7H12)(CO)+, which has been crystallographically 
characterized.8113 Exposure to PR3 (R = Me, Et) then 
leads to Ru(2,4-C7Hn)(CO)(PR3)2

+ complexes, which 
by NMR spectroscopy and X-ray diffraction are un­
symmetric. An inverse approach has also been applied 
to allow isolation of symmetric, structurally charac-

Figure 46. Perspective view of the "agostic" complex Cr(2,4-
C7H12)(CO)2(P(OMe)3) (reprinted from ref 152; copyright 1985 
VCH (Weinheim)). 

Figure 47. Structure of 1^2-2,4-C7H10)(H)(PEt3);, (reprinted 
from ref 207; copyright 1987 American Chemical Society). 

terized Ru(2,4-C7Hu)(CO)(PR3)2
+ complexes. For 

first-row transition metals, "agostic" complexes are more 
common. Thus, Cr(2,4-C7H12)(CO)2(L)152 (L = P(OMe)3 
or PMe3) and Mn(C5H8)[(PCH2)3CCH3]

+ possess 
structures in which a r)5-pentadienyl metal unit is for­
mally protonated, the proton bridging a terminal carbon 
atom and the metal center (Figure 46). Variable-tem­
perature 1H NMR spectroscopy for the pentadienyl 
complexes demonstrates two hydride exchange pro­
cesses, one involving rotation of the terminal CH3 group, 
followed by an exchange of all five terminal hydrogen 
atoms. 

In a few cases, transformations have been observed 
in which hydrogen atoms are abstracted from the ter­
minal carbon atoms of a pentadienyl ligand. In one 
example, the reaction of Ir(Cl)(PEt3)S with K(2,4-C7Hn) 
did not yield a pentadienyl complex, but rather the 
iridacyclohexadiene complex Ir(??2-2,4-C7H10) (H) (PEt3)S 
(32) (Figure 47), presumably via an ij1-2,4-C7H11 inter-
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L 

32 

mediate.207 Reaction of 32 with CH3I leads to re­
placement of the hydride ligand by iodide, whereas 
reaction with CH3OSO2CF3 leads to formal removal of 
H" (the hydride ligand), and this loss is compensated 
for by coordination of the internal olefinic bond to the 
metal (Figure 48). Interestingly, heating this complex 
in solution results in its conversion to a cyclo-
pentadienyl complex, Ir(7j5-l,3-(CH3)2C5H3)(H)(PEt3)2

+. 
Similarly, the reaction of 1,4-pentadiene with Ru(H)-
(C1)(P(C6H6)3)3 yields an intermediate allyl complex 
proposed to be RU(T73-C6H9)(C1)(P(C6H6)3)2, which 
transforms on standing to Ru(^-C5H7)(Cl)(P-
(C6H6)3)2.

208 Upon reflux in methyl ethyl ketone, this 
complex is converted in high yield to Ru(C5H5)(Cl)(P-
(C6H5)3)2. This latter conversion was proposed to occur 
through a Ru(7?3-cyclopentenyl)(Cl)(P(C6H5)3)2 inter­
mediate. 

A somewhat different transformation has been ob­
served in a molybdenum carbonyl system. While re­
action of Mo(2,4-C7Hu)(CO)3- with CH3I led to an un­
usual coupling reaction, reaction with 0.5 equiv of 
IC2H4I followed an entirely different course, producing 
Mo2(2,4-C7Hn)(2,4-C7H9)(CO)6 (Figure 49).120 Exam­
ination of the structural parameters suggested that this 
compound is best considered as an ()76-molybdena-
benzene)molybdenum complex, 33. In particular, the 

molybdenabenzene Mo-C bond distances average 2.156 
(3) A, vs the single Mo-C bond distance of 2.38 A in 
Mo(C6H5)(C2H6)(CO)3.

209 Complex 33 reacts with 
phosphine and phosphite ligands, during which simple 
replacement of the CO ligands occurs. 

4. Catalytic Applications 

As many catalytic applications have arisen for met-
al-allyl compounds, related activity should be demon­
strated by metal-pentadienyl analogues. In fact, just 
as Fe(C6H7)2 readily participates in "naked iron" reac­
tions,192 yielding Fe(PF3J5 from PF3, so too will it cat­
alyze the oligomerization of butadiene, producing a 
product mixture quite similar to those reported from 
other iron-based catalysts.210 

The early metal open metallocenes will also catalyze 
ethylene polymerization, once they are attached to a 
silica or aluminophosphate surface.88,211 The situation 
for chromium is most interesting, as supported chro-
mocene has proven very useful, yielding products with 
high average molecular weights, whereas other organo-
chromium compounds (e.g., alkyls and allyls) yield 
products with much less desirable properties, e.g., high 
1-butene and 1-hexene contents and rather broad mo-

Ernst 

Figure 48. Perspective view of Ir(7)4-2,4-C7H10)(PEt3)3+ (reprinted 
from ref 207; copyright 1987 American Chemical Society). 

Figure 49. Structure of Mo2C^C7H11)(2,4-C7Hs,)(CO)5 (reprinted 
from ref 120; copyright 1987 American Chemical Society). 

lecular weight distributions. The vast difference in 
behavior between supported chromocene and other 
organochromium compounds may readily be related to 
the kinetic stability of metal-C5H5 linkages. Thus, 
exposure of Cr(C5H5)2 to a silica or aluminophosphate 
support leads to the expulsion of 1 equiv of C6H6, as in 
eq 24. The surface-bound Cr(C5H6) moiety would ap-

—o —o 
\ \ 

— O — S i - O H + Cr(C5H5)2 - O—Si-OCr(C6H5) (24) 

pear to be the active catalyst for the polymerization. 
The presence of the one relatively unreactive C5H5 
ligand thus seems to exert an extremely powerful in­
fluence on subequent polymerizations. To serve as a 
test for this model of supported chromocene polymer­
ization and to allow further comparisons of the relative 
reactivities of metal-C5H5 and metal-pentadienyl 
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linkages, the behaviors of supported Cr(2,4-C7Hn)2 and 
of the supported half-open chromocene Cr(C5H5)-
(2,4-C7H11) as ethylene polymerization catalysts were 
examined. Not surprisingly, Cr(2,4-C7Hn)2 proved to 
be very active once supported, but the products were 
typical of those from other organochromium complexes 
(e.g., low molecular weights etc.). For the half-open 
chromocene, one should expect the pentadienyl ligand 
to be more reactive than the C5H5 ligand, and hence it 
should be the former which is removed upon interaction 
with a surface hydroxyl unit, leaving Cr(C5H5) attached 
to the surface. As this is exactly the species proposed 
to result for supported chromocene polymerizations, a 
similar polymer should result. Indeed, the observed 
polymer is virtually identical with that produced by 
supported chromocene and entirely different from those 
made from other supported organochromium com­
plexes, including Cr(2,4-C7H11)2.

88 

/ / / . Summary 

It is now abundantly clear that metal-pentadienyl 
chemistry is an area with much to offer. Early pro­
posals that pentadienyl ligands could bond even more 
strongly than the ubiquitous, "stabilizing" C5H5 ligand, 
and yet still impart high chemical and catalytic re­
activities to their metal complexes, have now been 
substantiated. Thus, metal-pentadienyl bonds may be 
much shorter than metal-cyclopentadienyl bonds, as 
in M(C5H5) (pentadienyl) (PEt3) (M = Ti, V) complexes, 
yet the open ligand still retains its much higher re­
activity toward coupling reactions, some of which offer 
a real possibility of developing into useful applications. 
In addition, a wide variety of r)5-^3-^1 transformations 
have been observed, and complexes in each category are 
relatively common—obviously much more so than for 
cyclopentadienyl ligands. It is also clear that penta­
dienyl ligands exert profound electronic influences, as 
can be seen from the conformational natures of bis- and 
mono(pentadienyl) complexes, and in the fact that low 
oxidation states are greatly favored. Thus, spontaneous 
Cr(II)-Cr(I) and Zr(IV)-Zr(II) reductions are brought 
about, and it is notable that while neither titanocene 
nor any second- or third-row metallocene is known 
which violates the 18-electron rule,591 both open tita-
nocenes and open zirconocenes have already been iso­
lated, and other unusual species will likely follow. 
Certainly, many more intriguing developments may be 
expected in this field. 

Acknowledgments. It is a sincere pleasure to ac­
knowledge the able assistance of my co-workers, Teddy 
H. Cymbaluk, Jeffrey W. Freeman, Robert W. Ge-
dridge, Jian-Cheng Han, Michael S. Kralik, Ju-Zheng 
Liu, Huairang Ma, Enrique Melendez, Timothy D. 
Newbound, Lothar Stahl, Thomas Waldman, and 
David R. Wilson, for their many contributions to some 
of the work described herein. Additional appreciation 
must be expressed to Atta M. Arif, Fred Basolo, Rhe-
inhard Benn, Charles F. Campana, Christoph El-
schenbroich, Rolf Gleiter, Jennifer C. Green, Rolfe H. 
Herber, Robert W. Parry, Vernon Parker, Arnold L. 
Rheingold, William C. Trogler, and Manfred L. Ziegler 
for their competent contributions and permission to 
include unpublished results. This work has been sup­
ported by grants and a creativity award from the Na-

Chemical Reviews, 1988, Vol. 88, No. 7 1287 

tional Science Foundation, through NATO travel grants 
(with Rolf Gleiter), and from the donors of the Petro­
leum Research Fund, administered by the American 
Chemical Society. 

IV. References 
(1) (a) Ernst, R. D. Struct. Bonding (Berlin) 1984, 57, 1. (b) 

Ernst, R. D. Ace. Chem. Res. 1985,18, 56. (c) Yasuda, H.; 
Nakamura, A. J. Organomet. Chem. 1985,285,15. (d) Pow­
ell, P. In Advances in Organometallic Chemistry; West, R., 
Stone, F. G. A., Eds.; Academic: New York, 1986; Vol. 26, p 
125. (e) Kreiter, C. G. Ibid., p 297. (f) Yasuda, H.; Tatsumi, 
K.; Nakamura, A. In Recent Advances in Anionic Polymer­
ization; Hogen-Esch, T. E., Smid, J., Eds.; Elsevier: Lau­
sanne, 1987; p 59. 

(2) One common observation is that methylation at a C(X) (X 
= 2, 3, or 4) position leads to a contraction of the C-C(X)-C 
angle. In addition, substituents at the 2-, 3-, or 4-position 
generally bend down toward the metal atom, although this 
is not necessarily observed in cases in which the methyl group 
eclipses another species. The tendency for the 3-substituents 
to bend is less than that of the 2- or 4-position substituents. 
For the 1- and 5-positions, the substituents directed away 
from one another ("exo") bend significantly down toward the 
metal atom (15-20°), while those directed toward each other 
("endo") bend ca. 45-50° away from the metal atom.1* 

(3) (a) Collman, J. P.; Hegedus, L. S.; Norton, J. R.; Finke, R. G. 
Principles and Applications of Organotransition Metal 
Chemistry; University Science Books: Mill Valley, CA, 1987. 
(b) Jolly, P. W.; Wilke, G. The Organic Chemistry of Nickel; 
Academic: New York, 1974; Vol. I. 

(4) (a) Wilkinson, G. J. Organomet. Chem. 1975,100, 273. (b) 
Yamamoto, A. Organotransition Metal Chemistry; Wiley: 
New York, 1986. (c) Lukehart, C. Fundamental Transition 
Metal Organometallic Chemistry; Brooks/Cole: Monterey, 
CA, 1985. 

(5) Wilke, G.; Bogdanovic, B.; Hardt, P.; Heimbach, P.; Keim, 
W.; Kroner, M.; Oberkirch, W.; Tanaka, K.; Steinrucke, E.; 
Walter, D.; Zimmermann, H. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. Engl. 
1966, 5, 151. 

(6) (a) Jolly, P. W.; Wilke, G. The Organic Chemistry of Nickel; 
Academic: New York, 1975; Vol. II. (b) Heck, R. F. Ace. 
Chem. Res. 1979,12,146. (c) Trost, B. M. Ibid. 1980,13,385. 
(d) Backvall, J.-E. Ibid. 1983, 16, 335. (d) Kurosawa, H.; 
Ohnishi, H.; Emoto, M.; Kawasaki, Y.; Murai, S. J. Am. 
Chem. Soc. 1988, UO, 6272. 

(7) Streitwieser, A., Jr. Molecular Orbital Theory for Organic 
Chemists; Wiley: New York, 1961. 

(8) (a) Kritskaya, 1.1. Russ. Chem. Rev. (Engl. Transl.) 1972,41, 
1027. (b) Churchill, M. R.; Scholer, F. R. Inorg. Chem. 1969, 
8, 1950. 

(9) a) Kane-Maguire, L. A. P.; Honig, E. D.; Sweigart, D. A. J. 
Chem. Soc., Chem. Commun. 1984, 345. (b) Bennett, M. A.; 
Matheson, T. W.; Robertson, G. B.; Smith, A. K.; Tucker, P. 
A. Inorg. Chem. 1981, 20, 2353. 

(10) (a) Pearson, A. J. Ace. Chem. Res. 1980,13, 463. (b) Kane-
Maguire, L. A. P.; Honig, E. D.; Sweigart, D. A. Chem. Rev. 
1984, 84, 525. (c) Clack, D. W.; Kane-Maguire, L. A. P. J. 
Organomet. Chem. 1979,174,199. (d) Birch, A. J.; Kelly, L. 
F. Ibid. 1985, 285, 267. (e) Paquette, L. A.; Daniels, R. G.; 
Gleiter, R. Organometallics 1984, 3, 560. (f) Davies, S. G. 
Organotransition Metal Chemistry: Applications to Organic 
Synthesis; Pergamon: New York, 1982. 

(11) Mahler, J. E.; Pettit, R. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1962, 84, 1511. 
(12) Fischer, E. O.; Fischer, R. D. Angew. Chem. 1960, 72, 919. 
(13) Winkhaus, G.; Wilkinson, G. Proc. Chem. Soc. 1960, 311. 
(14) (a) Robinson, S. D.; Shaw, B. L. J. Chem. Soc. 1963,4806. (b) 

Huttel, R.; Dietl, H.; Christ, H. Chem. Ber. 1964,97, 2037. (c) 
Churchill, M. R. Inorg. Chem. 1966,5,1608. (d) Parker, G.; 
Salzer, A.; Werner, H. J. Organomet. Chem. 1974,67,131. (e) 
Sonoda, A.; Mann, B. E.; Maitlis, P. M. Ibid. 1975, 96, C16. 

(15) Kriiger, C. Angew. Chem. 1969, 81, 708. 
(16) Rinze, P. V. J. Organomet. Chem. 1974, 77, 259. 
(17) Mann, B. E.; Maitlis, P. M. J. Chem. Soc, Chem. Commun. 

1976, 1058. 
(18) Mingos, D. M. P.; Nurse, C. R. J. Organomet. Chem. 1980, 

184, 281. 
(19) (a) Schlosser, M.; Rauchschwalbe, G. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1978, 

100, 3258. (b) Yasuda, H.; Yamauchi, M.; Nakamura, A.; Sei, 
T.; Kai, Y.; Yasuoka, N.; Kasai, N. Bull. Chem. Soc. Jpn. 
1980, 53,1089. (c) Yasuda, H.; Ohnuma, Y.; Nakamura, A.; 
Kai, Y.; Yasuoka, N.; Kasai, N. Ibid. 1980, 53, 1101. (d) 
Yasuda, H.; Ohnuma, Y.; Yamauchi, M.; Tani, H.; Nakamura, 
A. Ibid. 1979, 52, 2036. 

(20) Cetinkaya, B.; Hitchcock, P. B.; Lappert, M. F.; Torroni, S.; 
Atwood, J. L.; Hunter, W. E.; Zaworotko, M. J. J. Organomet. 
Chem. 1980, 188, C31. 



1288 Chemical Reviews, 1988, Vol. 88, No. 7 

(21) Bleeke, J. R.; Donaldson, A. J.; Peng, W.-J. Organometallics 
1988, 7, 33. 

(22) The stabilization of homoleptic metal alkyl complexes 
through the utilization of bulky groups such as neopentyl or 
norbornyl deserves mentioning.22*"0 (a) Davidson, P. J.; 
Lappert, M. F.; Pearce, R. Chem. Rev. 1976, 76, 219. (b) 
Barker, G. K.; Lappert, M. F.; Howard, J. A. K. J. Chem. 
Soc, Dalton Trans. 1978, 734. (c) Bower, B. K.; Tennent, H. 
G. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1972, 94, 2512. (d) Morris, R. J.; Gir-
olami, G. S. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1988,110,6245. (e) Kolodziej, 
R. M.; Schrock, R. R.; Davis, W. M. Inorg. Chem. 1988, 27, 
3253. 

(23) (a) Pez, G. P.; Armor, J. N. In Advances in Organometallic 
Chemistry; West, R., Stone, F. G. A., Eds.; Academic: New 
York, 1981; Vol. 19, p 1. (b) Bottrill, M.; Gavens, P. D.; 
McMeeking, J. In Comprehensive Organometallic Chemis­
try; Wilkinson, G., Stone, F. G. A.; Abel, E. W., Eds.; Perga-
mon; Oxford, 1982; Vol. 3, pp 281-329. (c) Bottrill, M.; 
Gavens, P. D.; Kelland, J. W.; McMeeking, J. In Compre­
hensive Organometallic Chemistry; Wilkinson, G., Stone, F. 
G. A., Abel, E. W., Eds.; Pergamon: Oxford, 1982; Vol. 3, pp 
331-474. (d) Bercaw, J. E. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1974, 96, 5087. 

(24) Giannini, U.; Pellino, E.; Lachi, M. P. J. Organomet. Chem. 
1968, 12, 551. 

(25) Helling, J. F.; Braitsch, D. M. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1970, 92, 
7207, 7209. 

(26) Blackborow, J. R.; Grubbs, R. H.; Hildenbrand, K.; Koerner 
von Gustorf, E. A.; Miyashita, A.; Scrivanti, A. J. Chem. Soc, 
Dalton Trans. 1977, 2205. 

(27) (a) Mathew, M.; Palenik, G. J. Inorg. Chem. 1972,11, 2809. 
(b) Baum, G.; Massa, W. Organometallics 1985, 4, 1572. 

(28) Draggett, P. T.; Green, M.; Lowrie, S. F. W. J. Organomet. 
Chem. 1977,135, C60. 

(29) (a) Wilson, D. R.; DiLuIIo, A. A.; Ernst, R. D. J. Am. Chem. 
Soc. 1980,102, 5928. (b) Wilson, D. R.; Liu, J.-Z.; Ernst, R. 
D. Ibid. 1982,104, 1120. (c) Seyferth, D.; Goldman, E. W.; 
Pornet, J. J. Organomet. Chem. 1981, 208,189. 

(30) Liu, J.-Z.; Ernst, R. D. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1982,104, 3737. 
(31) (a) Wilson, D. R.; Ernst, R. D.; Cymbaluk, T. H. Organo­

metallics 1983, 2, 1220. (b) Han, J.-C; Hutchinson, J. P.; 
Ernst, R. D. J. Organomet. Chem. 1987, 321, 389. 

(32) Haaland, A. Ace Chem. Res. 1979,12, 415. 
(33) DiMauro, P. T.; Wolczanski, P. T. Organometallics 1987, 6, 

1947. 
(34) Stahl, L.; Ma, H.; Ernst, R. D.; Hyla-Kryspin, I.; Gleiter, R.; 

Ziegler, M. L. J. Organomet. Chem. 1987, 326, 257. 
(35) (a) The 67Fe resonances for the two isomers of Fe(2,3-C7HU)2 

appear at 2169 and 2236 ppm. The latter species is the less 
abundant and less symmetric of the two.36b (b) Benn, R., 
private communication. 

(36) (a) Bohm, M. C; Eckert-Maksic, M.; Ernst, R. D.; Wilson, D. 
R.; Gleiter, R. J. Am. Chem. Soc 1982,104, 2699. (b) Gleiter, 
R.; Bohm, M. C; Ernst, R. D. J. Electron Spectrosc. Relat. 
Phenom. 1984, 33, 269. (c) Gleiter, R., private communica­
tion. 

(37) Ernst, R. D.; Wilson, D. R.; Herber, R. H. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 
1984, 106, 1646. 

(38) (a) Zimmerman, A. H.; Gygax, R.; Brauman, J. I. J. Am. 
Chem. Soc. 1978,100, 5595. (b) Pignataro, S.; Cassuto, A.; 
Lossing, F. P. Ibid. 1967, 89, 3693. (c) Harrison, A. G.; 
Honnen, L. R.; Dauben, H. J., Jr.; Lossing, F. P. Ibid. 1960, 
82, 5593. (d) Richardson, J. H.; Stephenson, L. M.; Brauman, 
J. I. J. Chem. Phys. 1973, 59, 5068. (e) Engelking, P. C; 
Lineberger, W. C. Ibid. 1977, 67, 1412. 

(39) Bonnemann, H. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. Engl. 1973,12, 964. 
(40) Pearson, R. G. Inorg. Chem. 1988, 27, 734. 
(41) Elschenbroich, Ch.; Bilger, E.; Ernst, R. D.; Wilson, D. R.; 

Kralik, M. S. Organometallics 1985, 4, 2068. 
(42) Newbound, T. D.; Freeman, J. W.; Wilson, D. R.; Kralik, M. 

S.; Patton, A. T.; Campana, C. F.; Ernst, R. D. Organo­
metallics 1987, 6, 2432. 

(43) (a) Fritz, H. P.; Schwarzhans, K. E. J. Organomet. Chem. 
1964, 1, 208. (b) Gordon, K. R.; Warren, K. D. Inorg. Chem. 
1978, 17, 987. 

(44) Freeman, J. W.; Ernst, R. D., unpublished results. 
(45) Wilson, D. R.; Gedridge, R. W.; Arif, A. M.; Ernst, R. D., 

unpublished results. 
(46) The standard deviations accompanying average values reflect 

the uncertainties of the average values, but not necessarily 
the distributions of the individual values. 

(47) Gard, E.; Haaland, A.; Novak, D. P.; Seip, R. J. Organomet. 
Chem. 1975, 88, 181. 

(48) Stahl, L.; Ernst, R. D. Organometallics 1983, 2, 1229. 
(49) Campana, C. F.; Ernst, R. D.; Wilson, D. R.; Liu, J.-Z. Inorg. 

Chem. 1984, 23, 2732. 
(50) Rogers, R. D.; Atwood, J. D.; Foust, D.; Rausch, M. D. J. 

Cryst. MoI. Struct. 1981, 11, 183. 

Ernst 

(51) Almenningen, A.; Haaland, A.; Samdal, S. J. Organomet. 
Chem. 1978, 149, 219. 

(52) Kaduk, J. A.; Poulos, A. T.; Ibers, J. A. J. Organomet. Chem. 
1977, 127, 245. 

(53) Yasuda, H.; Nishi, T.; Lee, K.; Nakamura, A. Organo­
metallics 1983, 2, 21. 

(54) Maslowsky, E., Jr. J. Chem. Educ. 1978, 55, 276. 
(55) (a) Analogous reactions had been utilized to prepare Ru-

(776-cyclo-dienyl)2 complexes.661" Other ruthenium and osmi­
um analogs have also been prepared.66""* (b) Pertici, P.; Vi-
talli, G.; Pari, M.; Porri, L. J. Chem. Soc, Dalton Trans. 
1980, 1961. (c) Bandy, J. A.; Green, M. L. H.; O'Hare, D. 
Ibid. 1986, 2477. (d) Itoh, K.; Nagashima, H.; Ohshima, T.; 
Oshima, N.; Nishiyama, H. J. Organomet. Chem. 1984,272, 
179. (e) Muller, J.; Schmitt, S. Ibid. 1975, 97, 275. (f) 
Schmid, H.; Ziegler, M. L. Chem. her. 1976,109, 125. 

(56) (a) Haaland, A.; Nilsson, J. E. Acta Chem. Scand. 1968, 22, 
2653. (b) Hardgrove, G. L.; Templeton, D. H. Acta Crys-
tallogr. 1959,12, 28. 

(57) Stahl, L.; Melendez, E.; Ziegler, M. L.; Ernst, R. D., unpub­
lished results. 

(58) (a) Erker, G.; Kruger, C; Muller, G. Adv. Organomet. Chem. 
1985, 24, 1. (b) Yasuda, H.; Nakamura, A. Angew. Chem., 
Int. Ed. Engl. 1987,26, 723. (c) Hunter, A. D.; Legzdins, P.; 
Einstein, F. W. B.; Willis, A. C; Bursten, B. E.; Gatter, M. 
G. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1986, 108, 3843. 

(59) (a) Guggenberger, L. J. Inorg. Chem. 1973, 12, 294. (b) 
Meunier, B.; Prout, K. Acta Crystallagr., Sect. B: Struct. 
Crystallogr. Cryst. Chem. 1979, B35, 2558. (c) Cooper, N. J.; 
Green, M. L. H.; Couldwell, C.; Prout, K. J. Chem. Soc, 
Chem. Commun. 1977,145. (d) Egan, J. W., Jr.; Petersen, J. 
L. Organometallics 1986, 5, 906. (e) Fischer, E. O.; Schus­
ter-Woldan, H. Chem. Ber. 1967,100, 705. (f) Cheung, K.-K.; 
Cross, R. J.; Forrest, K. P.; Wardle, R.; Mercer, M. J. Chem. 
Soc, Chem. Commun. 1971, 875. (g) Boag, N. M.; Goodfel-
low, R. J.; Green, M.; Hessner, B.; Howard, J. A. K.; Stone, 
F. G. A. J. Chem. Soc, Dalton Trans. 1983, 2585. (h) Pas-
man, P.; Snel, J. J. M. J. Organomet. Chem. 1984,276, 387. 
(i) However, Re(C6Me6)2 has been characterized: Cloke, F. 
G. N.; Day, J. P. J. Chem. Soc, Chem. Commun. 1985, 967. 
See also: O'Hare, D.; Green, J. C; Chadwick, T. P.; Miller, 
J. S. Organometallics 1988, 7,1335. (j) GeIl, K. L; Harris, T. 
V.; Schwartz, J. Inorg. Chem. 1981, 20, 481. (k) Berry, M.; 
Cooper N. J.; Green, M. L. H.; Simpson, S. J. J. Chem. Soc, 
Dalton Trans. 1980, 29. (1) Droege, M. W.; Harman, W. D.; 
Taube, H. Inorg. Chem. 1987, 26,1309. (m) Fischer, E. O.; 
Wawersik, H. J. Organomet. Chem. 1966, 5, 559. 

(60) Gedridge, R. W.; Arif, A. M.; Hutchinson, J. P.; Ernst, R. D., 
unpublished results. 

(61) Wells, A. F. Structural Inorganic Chemistry; 3rd ed.; Oxford: 
New York, 1962; p 983. 

(62) (a) Fieselmann, B. F.; Stucky, G. D. J. Organomet. Chem. 
1977,137, 43. (b) Calderazzo, F.; Fachinetti, G.; Floriani, C. 
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1974, 96, 3695. (c) Wilkinson, G.; Bir­
mingham, J. M. Ibid. 1954, 76, 4281. 

(63) (a) Petersen, J. L.; Lichtenberger, D. L.; Fenske, R. F.; DaH, 
L. F. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1975, 97, 6433. (b) Lauher, J. W.; 
Hoffmann, R. Ibid. 1976, 98, 1729. 

(64) Stahl, L.; Ernst, R. D. J. Am. Chem. Soc 1987, 109, 5673. 
(65) Ernst, R. D.; Liu, J.-Z.; Wilson, D. R. J. Organomet. Chem. 

1983, 250, 257. 
(66) (a) Kowaleski, R. M.; Basolo, F.; Trogler, W. C; Gedridge, R. 

W.; Newbound, T. D.; Ernst, R. D. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1987, 
109, 4860. (b) Newbound, T. D.; Ernst, R. D., unpublished 
results. 

(67) Wong, K. L. T.; Brintzinger, H. H. J. Am. Chem. Soc 1975, 
97, 5143. 

(68) Wilson, D. R.; Gedridge, R. W.; Stahl, L.; Rheingold, A. L.; 
Ziegler, M. L.; Ernst, R. D., unpublished results. 

(69) (a) Stahl, L.; Hutchinson, J. P.; Wilson, D. R.; Ernst, R. D. 
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1985,107, 5016. (b) Stahl, L.; Ernst, R. 
D.; Ziegler, M. L., unpublished results. 

(70) Katz, T. J.; Sivavec, T. M. 189th National Meeting of the 
American Chemical Society, Miami Beach, FL, April 29, 
1985, No. 7. 

(71) (a) Mahler, J. E.; Pettit, R. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1963,85, 3955. 
(b) Clinton, N. A.; Lillya, C. P. Ibid. 1970, 92, 3065. (c) 
Sorensen, T. S.; Jablonski, C. R. J. Organomet. Chem. 1970, 
25, C62. (d) Lillya, C. P.; Sahatjian, R. A. Ibid. 1970,25, C67. 
(e) Brookhart, M.; Harris, D. L. Ibid. 1972,42, 441. (f) YaI-
pani, M.; Benn, R.; Goddard, R.; Wilke, G. Ibid. 1982, 240, 
49. (g) Green, M.; Nagle, K. R.; Woolhouse, C. M.; Williams, 
D. J. J. Chem. Soc, Chem. Commun. 1987, 1793. (h) 
Franck-Neumann, M.; Heitz, M. P.; Martina, D.; DeCian, A. 
Tetrahedron Lett. 1983,24,1611. (i) Blagg, J.; Davies, S. G.; 
Goodfellow, C. L.; Sutton, K. H. J. Chem. Soc, Chem. Com­
mun. 1986, 1283. 

(72) Allen, S. R.; Green, M.; Norman, N. C; Paddick, K. E.; Or-
pen, A. G. J. Chem. Soc, Dalton Trans. 1983, 1625. 



Transition-Metal-Pentadienyl Chemistry 

(73) Carlton, L.; Davidson, J. L.; Ewing, P.; Manojlovic-Muir, L.; 
Muir, K. W. J. Chem. Soc, Chem. Commun. 1985, 1474. 

(74) Waldman, T.; Stahl, L.; Arif, A. M.; Ernst, R. D., unpublished 
result 

(75) (a) Bleeke, J. R.; Hays, M. K. Organometallics 1984, 3, 506. 
(b) Cotton, F. A.; Frenz, B. A. Acta Crystallogr., Sect. B: 
Struct. Crystallogr. Cryst. Chem. 1974,3OB, 1772. (c) Marsh, 
R. A.; Howard, J.; Woodward, P. J. Chem. Soc, Bolton 
Trans. 1973, 778. 

(76) (a) In both M(?;3-cyclo-enyl)2L2 and M(7)4-cyclo-diene)2L2 
complexes, steric crowding can lead to the placement of both 
L's by the back end of the allyl or diene fragment.m,c (b) 
Green, M. L. H.; O'Hare, D.; Wong, L.-L. J. Chem. Soc, 
Dalton Trans. 1987, 2031. (c) Carre, F.; Colomer, E.; Corriu, 
R. J. P.; Lheureux, M.; Cave, A. J. Organomet. Chem. 1987, 
331 29 

(77) Atwood, J. L.; Rogers, R. D.; Hunter, W. E.; Floriani, C; 
Fachinetti, G.; Chiesi-Villa, A. Inorg. Chem. 1980,19, 3812. 

(78) Rheingold, A. L., private communication. 
(79) Kowalski, C. J.; LaI, G. S. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1986,108, 5356. 
(80) (a) Reports of M(C&H6)(»f6-cyclo-dienyl) complexes are far too 

numerous for complete citation. Many of the early examples 
have been included in an earlier review.8" (b) Sutherland, R. 
G.; Zhang, C. H.; Chowdhury, R. L.; Piorko, A.; Lee, C. C. J. 
Organomet. Chem. 1987, 333, 367. (c) Grundy, S. L.; Smith, 
A. L.; Adams, H.; Maitlis, P. M. J. Chem. Soc, Dalton Trans. 
1984, 1747. (d) Crocker, M.; Froom, S. F. T.; Green, M.; 
Nagle, K. R.; Orpen, A. G.; Thomas, D. M. Ibid. 1987, 2803. 
(e) Deschamps, E.; Mathey, F.; Knobler, C; Jeannin, Y. Or­
ganometallics 1984, 3, 1144. (f) Nief, F.; Fischer, J. Ibid. 
1986,5, 877. (g) Huckett, S. C; Angelici, R. J. Ibid. 1988, 7, 
1491. 

(81) (a) Gleiter, R.; Hyla-Krypsin, L; Ziegler, M. L.; Sergeson, G.; 
Green, J. C; Stahl, L.; Ernst, R. D. Organometallics, in press, 
(b) Ziegler, M. L.; Newbound, T. D.; Ernst, R. D., unpub­
lished results. 

(82) Lee, G.-H.; Peng, S.-M.; Lush, S.-F.; Liao, M.-Y.; Liu, R. S. 
Organometallics 1987, 6, 2094. 

(83) Nesmeyanov, A. N.; Aleksandrov, G. G.; Bokii, N. G.; Zlotina, 
I. B.; Struchkov, Yu. T.; Kolobova, N. E. J. Organomet. 
Chem. 1976, Ul, C9. 

(84) (a) Bohm, M. C; Ernst, R. D.; Gleiter, R.; Wilson, D. R. 
Inorg. Chem. 1983, 22, 3815. (b) Kralik, M. S.; Arif, A. M.; 
Ernst, R. D., unpublished results. 

(85) Parker, V.; Roness, F.; Tilset, M., unpublished results. 
(86) (a) Powell, P.; Russel, L. J. J. Chem. Res., Synop. 1978, 283; 

J. Chem. Res., Miniprint 1978, 3652. (b) Powell, P. J. Or­
ganomet. Chem. 1981, 206, 239; 1983, 244, 393. (c) Powell, 
P.; Stephens, M.; Muller, A.; Drew, M. G. B. Ibid. 1986, 310, 
255. 

(87) Ernst, R. D.; Ma, H.; Sergeson, G.; Zahn, T.; Ziegler, M. L. 
Organometallics 1987, 6, 848. 

(88) (a) Freeman, J. W.; Wilson, D. R.; Ernst, R. D.; Smith, P. D.; 
Klendworth, D. D.; McDaniel, M. P. J. Polym. ScL 1987,25A, 
2063. (b) Freeman, J. W.; Arif, A. M.; Ernst, R. D., unpub­
lished results. 

(89) Jonas, K. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. Engl. 1985, 24, 295. 
(90) Melendez, E.; Arif, A. M.; Ziegler, M. L.; Ernst, R. D. Angew. 

Chem., Int. Ed. Engl. 1988, 27, 1099. 
(91) (a) As the largest difference is observed for the largest metal, 

it may be expected that a half-open zirconocene would dis­
play even a larger difference. Such species have been ob­
served spectroscopically, but not yet isolated in pure form.91b 

(b) Stahl, L.; Ernst, R. D. unpublished results. 
(92) Bunder, W.; Weiss, E. Z. Naturforsch., B: Anorg. Chem., 

Org. Chem. 1978, 33B, 1235. 
(93) Evans, S.; Green, M. L. H.; Jewitt, B.; Orchard, A. F.; Pygall, 

C. F. J. Chem. Soc, Faraday Trans. 2 1972, 68, 1847. 
(94) Freyberg, D. P.; Robbins, J. L.; Raymond, K. N.; Smart, J. 

C. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1979, 101, 892. 
(95) Trogler, W. C. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1979, 101, 6459. 
(96) Bohm, M. C; Gleiter, R. J. Organomet. Chem. 1982, 228,1. 
(97) Bohm, M. C; Gleiter, R. Chem. Phys. 1982, 64, 183. 
(98) (a) Albright, T. A.; Hoffmann, R.; Tse, Y.-C; Dottavio, T. J. 

Am. Chem. Soc. 1979, 101, 3812. (b) Albright, T. A. Ace 
Chem. Res. 1982,15,149. (c) Hoffmann, R.; Hofmann, P. J. 
Am. Chem. Soc. 1976, 98, 598. (d) Silvestre, J.; Albright, T. 
A. Ibid. 1985,107, 6829. (e) Whitesides, T. H.; Lichtenberger, 
D. L.; Budnik, R. A. Inorg. Chem. 1975, 14, 68. 

(99) (a) Etemadi, B.; Moss, D. S.; Palmer, R. A. J. Inorg. Nucl. 
Chem. 1981, 43, 1997. (b) Connelly, N. G.; Freeman, M. J.; 
Orpen, A. G.; Sheridan, J. B.; Symonds, A. N. D.; Whiteley, 
M. W. J. Chem. Soc, Dalton Trans. 1985,1027. (c) Stobart, 
S. R.; Zaworotko, M. J. J. Chem. Soc, Chem. Commun. 1984, 
1700. (d) Bird, P. H.; Churchill, M. R. Ibid. 1967, 777. (e) 
Bush, R. C; Jacobson, R. A.; Angelici, R. J. J. Organomet. 
Chem. 1987, 323, C25. (f) Mawby, A.; Walker, P. J. C; 
Mawby, R. J. Ibid. 1973, 55, C39. (g) Connelly, N. G.; Free­
man, M. J.; Orpen, A. G.; Sheehan, A. R.; Sheridan, J. B.; 
Sweigart, D. A. J. Chem. Soc, Dalton Trans. 1985,1019. (h) 

Chemical Reviews, 1988, Vol. 88, No. 7 1289 

Ashworth, T. V.; Chalmers, A. A.; Liles, D. C; Meintjes, E.; 
Oosthuizen, H. E.; Singleton, E. J. Organomet. Chem. 1984, 
276, C49. (i) Ittel, S. D.; Whitney, J. F.; Chung, Y. K.; WiI-
liard, P. G.; Sweigart, D. A. Organometallics 1988, 7, 1323. 

(100) Ernst, R. D.; Kennelly, W. J.; Day, C. S.; Day, V. W.; Marks, 
T. J. J. Am. Chem. Soc 1979,101, 2656. 

(101) Wells, N. J.; Huffman, J. C; Caulton, K. G. J. Organomet. 
Chem. 1981, 213, C17. 

(102) Day, C. S.; Day, V. W.; Ernst, R. D.; Vollmer, S. H. Organo­
metallics 1982, 1, 998. 

(103) Dahlenburg, L.; Hock, N. J. Organomet. Chem. 1985, 284, 
129. 

(104) Wilson, D. R.; Ernst, R. D.; Kralik, M. S. Organometallics 
1984, 3, 1442. 

(105) (a) Muller, J.; Menig, H.; Huttner, G.; Frank, A. J. Organo­
met. Chem. 1980,185, 251. (b) Otsuka, S.; Taketomi, T. J. 
Chem. Soc. A 1971, 579, 583. 

(106) Pinacop is a chelating bis(phosphite) ligand prepared from 
PCl3 and pinacol.21 

(107) Bleeke, J. R.; Peng, W.-J. Organometallics 1984, 3, 1422; 
1986, 5, 635. 

(108) Bleeke, J. R.; Donaldson, A. J. Organometallics 1986,5, 2401. 
(109) (a) Here syn designates the orientation of the uncoordinated 

vinyl group relative to the allyl fragment. Such a species may 
be converted to a J;3-U (but not W) complex by rotation 
around the C-C single bond. Binding of the metal at the 
other (handle) end of the sickle leads to an anti orientation 
of the vinyl group to the allyl fragment. Such a species may 
be converted to a 7j3-W (but not U) complex by rotation 
around the C-C single bond. These considerations are often 
important in determining the structure of a complex isolated. 
Thus conversion from an ?js-U to an rj3-bound pentadienyl 
complex will generally be accompanied by a rotation around 
the C-C single bond, leading to an 7j3-syn-S complex.10911 

While the W form is generally more stable than the S 
form,109b the conversion to the W form requires much more 
than simple C-C single bond rotation and hence generally 
must overcome a much higher energy barrier. Similar con­
siderations apply also to TJ'-S complexes, (b) For the 2,4-
C7H11 ligand, the U form becomes stabilized to some extent 
and in some cases will remain in the U conformation even 
when r)1- or ji3-bound. 

(110) (a) Williams, G. M.; Rudisill, D. E. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1985, 
107, 3357. (b) Ma, H.; Weber, P.; Ziegler, M. L.; Ernst, R. D. 
Organometallics 1987, 6, 854. 

(111) Gedridge, R. W.; Patton, A. T.; Ernst, R. D.; Ma, H. J. Or­
ganomet. Chem. 1987, 331, 73. 

(112) (a) Green, M. L. H.; Mitchard, L. C; Silverthorn, W. E. J. 
Chem. Soc, Dalton Trans. 1973, 2177. (b) Trahanovsky, W. 
S.; Hall, R. A. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1977, 99, 4850. (c) Michels, 
E.; Kreiter, C. G. J. Organomet. Chem. 1983, 252, Cl. (d) 
Kreiter, C. G.; Michels, E.; Kaub, J. Ibid. 1986, 312, 221. (e) 
Michels, E.; Sheldrick, W. S.; Kreiter, C. G. Chem. Ber. 1985, 
118, 964. 

(113) (a) Ball, D. E.; Connelly, N. G. J. Organomet. Chem. 1973, 
55, C24. (b) Connelly, N. G.; Kelly, R. L. J. Chem. Soc, 
Dalton Trans. 1974, 2334. (c) Weber, L. Angew. Chem., Int. 
Ed. Engl. 1983, 22, 516. 

(114) (a) Barrow, M. J.; Mills, O. S. J. Chem. Soc, Chem. Commun. 
1971, 220. (b) Weber, L. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. Engl. 1981, 
20, 279. (c) Weber, L.; Vehreschild-Yzermann, D.; Krttger, 
C; Wolmershauser, G. Z. Naturforsch., B: Anorg. Chem., 
Org. Chem. 1981, 36B, 198. (d) Henry, W. P.; Rieke, R. D. 
J. Am. Chem. Soc 1983,105,6314. (e) Rieke, R. D.; Milligan, 
S. N.; Schulte, L. D. Organometallics 1987, 6, 699. (f) Sem-
melhack, M. F.; Clark, G. R.; Garcia, J. L.; Harrison, J. J.; 
Thebtaranonth, Y.; Wulff, W.; Yamashita, A. Tetrahedron 
1981, 37, 3957. (g) Salzer, A.; Werner, H. J. Organomet. 
Chem. 1975, 87, 101. 

(115) Lindley, P. F.; Mills, O. S. J. Chem. Soc. A 1969, 1286. 
(116) (a) Cotton, F. A.; Lahuerta, P.; Stults, B. R. Inorg. Chem. 

1976,15, 1866. (b) Edelmann, F.; Tofke, S.; Behrens, U. J. 
Organomet. Chem. 1986, 308, 27. 

(117) Ashworth, E. F.; Green, J. C; Green, M. L. H.; Knight, J.; 
Pardy, R. B. A.; Wainwright, N. J. J. Chem. Soc, Dalton 
Trans. 1977, 1693. 

(118) Ceccon, A.; Gambaro, A.; Venzo, A. J. Chem. Soc, Chem. 
Commun. 1985, 540. 

(119) (a) Kralik, M. S.; Hutchinson, J. P.; Ernst, R. D. J. Am. 
Chem. Soc. 1985, 107, 8296. (b) Rheingold, A. L., unpub­
lished results, (c) Kralik, M. S.; Freeman, J. W.; Ernst, R. D., 
unpublished results. 

(120) Kralik, M. S.; Rheingold, A. L.; Ernst, R. D. Organometallics 
1987, 6, 2612. 

(121) (a) Jones, D.; Pratt, L.; Wilkinson, G. J. Chem. Soc. 1962, 
4458. (b) Derome, A. E.; Green, M. L. H.; O'Hare, D. J. 
Chem. Soc, Dalton Trans. 1986, 343. 

(122) (a) Sweigart, D. A.; Kane-Maguire, L. A. P. J. Chem. Soc, 
Chem. Commun. 1976, 13. (b) Munro, G. A. M.; Pauson, P. 
L. Ibid. 1976, 134. (c) Wilmoth, M. A.; Bernhardt, R. J.; 



1290 Chemical Reviews, 1988, Vol. 88, No. 7 

Eyman, D. P.; Huffman, J. C. Organometallics 1986,5, 2559. 
(d) Brookhart, M.; Noh, S. K.; Timmers, F. J. Ibid. 1987, 6, 
1829. 

(123) Brookhart, M.; Pinhas, A. R.; Lukacs, A. Organometallics 
1982 1 1730 

(124) Whitesides, f. H.; Budnik, R. A. Inorg. Chem. 1975,14,664. 
(125) (a) Chung, Y. K.; Sweigart, D. A. J. Organomet. Chem. 1986, 

308, 223. (b) Honig, E. D.; Sweigart, D. A. Ibid. 1986, 308, 
229. 

(126) (a) Lamanna, W.; Brookhart, M. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1980, 
102, 3490. (b) Karel, K. J.; Brookhart, M.; Aumann, R. Ibid. 
1981, 103, 2695. 

(127) (a) Abel, E. W.; Moorhouse, S. J. Chem. Soc, Dalton Trans. 
1973, 1706. (b) Paz-Sandoval, M. A.; Powell, P. J. Organo­
met. Chem. 1981, 219, 81. 

(128) Kreiter, C. G.; Leyendecker, M. J. Organomet. Chem. 1985, 
280, 225. 

(129) Lee, T.-W.; Liu, R.-S. J. Organomet. Chem. 1987, 320, 211. 
(130) (a) Bannister, W. D.; Green, M.; Haszeldine, R. N. J. Chem. 

Soc. A 1966, 194. (b) Green, M.; Hancock, R. I. Ibid. 1968, 
109. (c) Bennett, R. L.; Bruce, M. I. Aust. J. Chem. 1975,28, 
1141. (d) White, C; Thompson, S. J.; Maitlis, P. M. J. Or­
ganomet. Chem. 1977,134, 319. (e) Baudry, D.; Daran, J. C; 
Dromzee, Y.; Ephritikhine, M.; Felkin, H.; Jeannin, Y.; Za-
krzewski, J. J, Chem. Soc, Chem. Commun. 1983, 813. 

(131) Barrow, M. J.; Mills, O. S.; Haque, F.; Pauson, P. L. J. Chem. 
Soc, Chem. Commun. 1971, 1239. 

(132) Paz-Sandoval, M. A.; Powell, P.; Drew, M. G. B.; Perutz, R. 
N. Organometallics 1984, 3, 1026. 

(133) Green, J. C; Paz-Sandoval, M. A.; Powell, P. J. Chem. Soc, 
Dalton Trans. 1985, 2677. 

(134) Bleeke, J. R.; Stanley, G. G.; Kotyk, J. J. Organometallics 
1986, 5, 1642. 

(135) Such a process was favored in order to explain the lower 
barrier for the 2,4-C7H11 complex relative to C5H7 (due to 
electron donating effects). Conceivably, the lower barrier 
could result from steric repulsions between the pentadienyl 
methyl groups and the ligands beneath them, leading to de-
stabilization of the ground state. A distinction between these 
two possibilities might be made by using the 3-methylated 
pentadienyl complex. 

(136) (a) Bleeke, J. R.; Moore, D. A. Inorg. Chem. 1986, 26, 3522. 
(b) Bleeke, J. R.; Kotyk, J. J.; Moore, D. A.; Rauscher, D. J. 
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1987, 109, 417. 

(137) (a) Werner, H; Werner, R. Chem. Ber. 1984, 117, 142. (b) 
Ashworth, T. V.; Chalmers, A. A.; Liles, D. C; Meintjies, E.; 
Singleton, E. Organometallics 1987, 6, 1543. 

(138) (a) Edwards, R.; Howell, J. A. S.; Johnson, B. F. G.; Lewis, 
J. J. Chem. Soc, Dalton Trans. 1974, 2105. (b) Chaudhari, 
F. M.; Pauson, P. L. J. Organomet. Chem. 1966, 5, 73. 

(139) Knox, S. A. R.; Phillips, R. P.; Stone, F. G. A. J. Chem. Soc, 
Dalton Trans. 1976, 552. 

(140) (a) Oshima, N.; Suzuki, H.; Moro-oka, Y. Inorg. Chem. 1986, 
25, 3407. (b) Stebler-Rothlisberger, M.; Salzer, A.; Burgi, H. 
B.; Ludi, A. Organometallics 1986, 5, 298. (c) Swann, R. T.; 
Hanson, A. W.; Boekelheide, V. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1986,108, 
3324. 

(141) (a) Johnson, B. F. G.; Lewis, J.; Matheson, T. W.; Ryder, I. 
E.; Twigg, M. V. J. Chem. Soc, Chem. Commun. 1974, 269. 
(b) Ashley-Smith, G.; Howe, D. V.; Johnson, B. F. G.; Lewis, 
J.; Ryder, I. E. J. Organomet. Chem. 1974, 82, 257. (c) Cox, 
D. N.; Roulet, R. Organometallics 1986, 5, 1886. 

(142) Robertson, D. R.; Robertson, I. W.; Stephenson, T. A. J. 
Organomet. Chem. 1980, 202, 309. 

(143) (a) Cole-Hamilton, D. J.; Young, R. J.; Wilkinson, G. J. 
Chem. Soc, Dalton Trans. 1976, 1995. (b) Rosete, R. O.; 
Cole-Hamilton, D. J.; Wilkinson, G. J. Chem. Soc, Dalton 
Trans. 1979,1618. (c) Ittel, S. D.; Van-Catledge, F. A.; Jes-
son, J. P. J. Am. Chem. Soc 1979,101, 3874. Cd) Chaudret, 
B. N.; Cole-Hamilton, D. J.; Wilkinson, G. Acta Chem. 
Scand. 1978, 32A, 763. 

(144) (a) Bockmeulen, H. A.; Parkins, A. W. J. Chem. Soc, Dalton 
Trans. 1981, 262. (b) Hashmi, M. A.; Munro, J. D.; Pauson, 
P. L.; Williamson, J. M. J. Chem. Soc. A 1967, 240. (c) 
Gower, M.; John, G. R.; Kane-Maguire, L. A. P.; Odiaka, T. 
I.; Salzer, A. J. Chem. Soc, Dalton Trans. 1979, 2003. (d) 
Knox, G. R.; Pryde, A. J. Organomet. Chem. 1969, 18, 169. 
(e) Davis, R. E.; Dodds, T. A.; Hseu, T.-H.; Wagnon, J. C; 
Devon, T.; Tancrede, J.; McKennis, J. S.; Pettit, R. J. Am. 
Chem. Soc. 1974,96, 7562. (f) Williams, G. M.; Fisher, R. A.; 
Heyn, R. H. Organometallics 1986, 5, 818. (g) Edwards, J. 
D.; Knox, S. A. R.; Stone, F. G. A. J. Chem. Soc, Dalton 
Trans. 1980, 545. (h) Vuuren, P. J.-V.; Fletterick, R. J.; 
Meinwald, J.; Hughes, R. E. J. Chem. Soc, Chem. Commun. 
1970, 883. (i) Howard, J. A. K.; Knox, S. A. R.; Riera, V.; 
Sosinsky, B. A.; Stone, F. G. A.; Woodward, P. J. Chem. Soc, 
Chem. Commun. 1974, 673. (j) Brookes, A.; Knox, S. A. R.; 
Riera, V.; Sosinsky, B. A.; Stone, F. G. A. J. Chem. Soc, 
Dalton Trans. 1975,1641. (k) John, G. R. ;Kane-Maguire, L. 
A. P.; Kanitz, R. J. Organomet. Chem. 1986, 312, C21. (1) 

Ernst 

Goddard, R.; Grevels, F.-W.; Schrader, R. Angew. Chem., Int. 
Ed. Engl. 1985, 24, 353. (m) Cole-Hamilton, D. J; Wilkinson, 
G. J. Chem. Soc, Chem. Commun. 1977, 59. (n) Schiavon, 
G.; Paradisi, C. J. Organomet. Chem. 1981, 210, 247. 

(145) Werner, H.; Werner, R.; Burschka, C. Chem. Ber. 1984,117, 
152. 

(146) (a) Harland, L.; Stephenson, G. R.; Whittaker, M. J. J. Or­
ganomet. Chem. 1984, 263, C30. (b) Brown, D. A.; Fitzpa-
trick, N. J.; McGinn, M. A. J. Chem. Soc, Dalton Trans. 
1986, 701. 

(147) Williams, G. M.; Rudisill, D. E., unpublished results. 
(148) Bleeke, J. R.; Hays, M. K. Organometallics 1987, 6, 486. 
(149) Crabtree, R. H.; Dion, R. P. J. Chem. Soc, Chem. Commun. 

1984, 1260. 
(150) (a) Blackborow, J. R.; Grubbs, R. H.; Miyashita, A.; Scrivanti, 

A.; Koerner von Gustorf, E. A. J. Organomet. Chem. 1976, 
122, C6. (b) Blackborow, J. R.; Eady, C. R.; Grevels, F.-W.; 
Koener von Gustorf, E. A.; Scrivanti, A.; Wolfbeis, O. S.; 
Benn, R.; Brauer, D. J.; Kruger, C; Roberts, P. J.; Tsay, Y.-H. 
J. Chem. Soc, Dalton Trans. 1981, 661. 

(151) Fitzpatrick, N. J.; McGinn, M. A. J. Chem. Soc, Dalton 
Trans. 1985, 1637. 

(152) Michael, G.; Kaub, J.; Kreiter, C. G. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 
Engl. 1985, 24, 502; Chem. Ber. 1985, 118, 3944. 

(153) Beall, T. W.; Houk, L. W. Inorg. Chem. 1973,12, 1979. 
(154) (a) Baudry, D.; Ephritikhine, M.; Felkin, H.; Jeannin, Y.; 

Robert, F. J. Organomet. Chem. 1981,220, Cl. (b) Baudry, 
D.; Ephritikhine, M.; Felkin, H. Ibid. 1982, 224, 363. 

(155) Waldman, T.; Rheingold, A. L.; Ernst, R. D., unpublished 
results. 

(156) Calderazzo, F. Inorg. Chem. 1966, 5, 429. 
(157) Fischer, M. B.; James, E. J.; McNeese, T. J.; Nyburg, S. C; 

Posin, B.; Wong-Ng, W.; Wreford, S. S. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 
1980, 102, 4941. 

(158) (a) Beringhelli, T.; Ciani, G.; D'Alfonso, G.; Romiti, P.; Sironi, 
A.; Freni, M. Inorg. Chem. 1984,23, 2849. (b) Bryan, E. G.; 
Johnson, B. F. G.; Kelland, J. W.; Lewis, J.; McPartlin, M. 
J. Chem. Soc, Chem. Commun. 1976, 254. (c) Boyar, E.; 
Deeming, A. J.; Randle, N. P.; Bates, P. A.; Hursthouse, M. 
B. J. Chem. Soc, Dalton Trans. 1987, 551. 

(159) Rinze, P. V. J. Organomet. Chem. 1975, 90, 343. 
(160) (a) Kreiter, C. G.; Kurz, H. J. Organomet. Chem. 1981,214, 

339; Z. Naturforsch., B: Anorg. Chem., Org. Chem. 1982, 
37B, 1322. (b) Kreiter, C. G.; Michels, E. Chem. Ber. 1984, 
117, 344. 

(161) Bailey, P. M.; Mann, B. E.; Segnitz, A.; Kaiser, K. L.; Maitlis, 
P. M. J. Chem. Soc, Chem. Commun. 1974, 567. 

(162) Lehmkuhl, H.; Paul, R.; Kruger, C; Tsay, Y.-H.; Benn, R.; 
Mynott, R. Liebigs Ann. Chem. 1981, 1147. 

(163) Lehmkuhl, H.; Naydowski, C. J. Organomet. Chem. 1982, 
240, C30. 

(164) Hegedus, L. S.; Varaprath, S. Organometallics 1982,1, 259. 
(165) Kreiter, C. G.; Leyendecker, M.; Sheldrick, W. S. J. Organo­

met. Chem. 1986, 302, 217. 
(166) Paz-Sandoval, M. A.; Powell, P. J. Organomet. Chem. 1983, 

252, 205. 
(167) Lee, G.-H.; Peng. S.-M.; Liao, M.-Y.; Liu, R.-S. J. Organomet. 

Chem. 1986, 312, 113. 
(168) Grosselin, J.-M.; Dixneuf, P. H. J. Organomet. Chem. 1986, 

314, C76. 
(169) Cheng, C-C; Liu, R.-S. J. Organomet. Chem. 1986,308, 237. 
(170) Bleeke, J. R.; Kotyk, J. J. Organometallics 1985, 4, 194. 
(171) Lee, G.-H.; Peng, S.-M.; Lee, T.-W.; Liu, R.-S. Organo­

metallics 1986, 5, 2378. 
(172) Lee, T.-W.; Liu, R.-S. Organometallics 1988, 7, 878. 
(173) Sebald, A.; Wrackmeyer, B. J. Organomet. Chem. 1986, 304, 

271. 
(174) (a) Seyferth, D.; Pornet, J.; Weinstein, R. M. Organometallics 

1982,1,1651. (b) Hosomi, A.; Saito, M.; Sakurai, H. Tetra­
hedron Lett. 1980, 21, 3783. 

(175) (a) Koreeda, M.; Tanaka, Y. Chem. Lett. 1982, 1299. (b) 
Hails, M. J.; Mann, B. E.; Spencer, C. M. J. Chem. Soc, 
Dalton Trans. 1983, 729. 

(176) Yasuda, H.; Tani, H. Tetrahedron Lett. 1975, 11. 
(177) Yasuda, H.; Nishi, T.; Miyanaga, S.; Nakamura, A. Organo­

metallics 1985, 4, 359. 
(178) Yasuda, H.; Nagasuna, K.; Akita, M.; Lee, K.; Nakamura, A. 

Organometallics 1984, 3, 1470. 
(179) Bleeke, J. R.; Rauscher, D. J.; Moore, D. A. Organometallics 

1987, 6, 2614. 
(180) Casey, C. P.; O'Connor, J. M.; Jones, W. D.; Haller, K. J. 

Organometallics 1983, 2, 535. 
(181) Chen, C-C; Liu, R.-S. J. Organomet. Chem. 1987, 336, 249. 
(182) Melendez, E.; Arif, A. M.; Rheingold, A. L.; Ernst, R. D., 

submitted for publication. 
(183) Ernst, R. D.; Cymbaluk, T. H. Organometallics 1982,1, 708. 



Transition-Metal-Pentadienyl Chemistry 

(184) Cymbaluk, T. H.; Liu, J.-Z.; Ernst, R. D. J. Organomet. 
Chem. 1983, 255, 311. 

(185) (a) Mahler, J. E.; Gibson, D. H.; Pettit, R. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 
1963,85, 3959. (b) Jotham, R. W.; Kettle, S. F. A.; Moll, D. 
B.; Stamper, P. J. J. Organomet. Chem. 1976,118, 59. (c) 
Geiger, W. E.; Gennett, T.; Lane, G. A.; Salzer, A.; Rheingold, 
A. L. Organometallics 1986, 5, 1352. (d) Noda, L; Yasuda, 
H.; Nakamura, A. Ibid. 1983, 2, 1207. 

(186) (a) Sapienza, R. S.; Riley, P. E.; Davis, R. E.; Pettit, R. J. 
Organomet. Chem. 1976, 121, C35. (b) Connelly, N. G.; 
Freeman, M. J.; Orpen, A. G.; Sheridan, J. B.; Symonds, A. 
N. D.; Whiteley, M. W. J. Chem. Soc, Dalton Trans. 1985, 
1027. 

(187) Ma, H.; Weber, P.; Ziegler, M. L.; Ernst, R. D. Organo­
metallics 1986, 5, 2009. 

(188) Newbound, T. D.; Freeman, J. W.; Arif, A. M.; Ernst, R. D., 
unpublished results. 

(189) Bleeke, J. R.; Kotyk, J. J. Organometallics 1983, 2, 1263. 
(190) Yasuda, H.; Tatsumi, K.; Okamoto, T.; Mashima, K.; Lee, K.; 

Nakamura, A.; Kai, Y.; Kanehisa, N.; Kasai, N. J. Am. Chem. 
Soc. 1985,107, 2410. 

(191) (a) Chatt, J.; Watson, H. R. J. Chem. Soc. 1962, 2545. (b) 
Cloke, F. G. N.; Fyne, P. J.; Gibson, V. C; Green, M. L. H.; 
Ledoux, M. J.; Perutz, R. N.; Dix, A.; Gourdon, A.; Prout, K. 
J. Organomet. Chem. 1984, 277, 61. 

(192) Severson, S. J.; Cymbaluk, T. H.; Ernst, R. D.; Higashi, J. M.; 
Parry, R. W. Inorg. Chem. 1983, 22, 3833. 

(193) Kiindig, E. P.; Simmons, D. P. J. Chem. Soc, Chem. Com-
mun. 1983, 1320. 

(194) (a) Cottrell, C; Dougherty, R. C; Fraenkel, G.; Pecchold, E. 
J. Am. Chem. Soc 1969, 91, 7545. (b) Heilmann, W.; Kos-
chinsky, R.; Mayr, H. J. Org. Chem. 1987, 52, 1989. 

(195) (a) Yasuda, H.; Tatsumi, K.; Nakamura, A. Ace. Chem. Res. 
1985,18, 120. (b) Akita, M.; Matsuoka, K.; Asami, K.; Ya­
suda, H.; Nakamura, A. J. Organomet. Chem. 1987,327,193. 

(196) (a) Cowles, R. J. H.; Johnson, B. F. G.; Josty, P. L.; Lewis, J. 
J. Chem. Soc, Chem. Commun. 1969, 392. (b) Bryan, E. G.; 
Burrows, A. L.; Johnson, B. F. G.; Lewis, J.; Schiavon, G. M. 
J. Organomet. Chem. 1977,129, C19. (c) Brown, D. A.; Glass, 
W. K.; Hussein, F. M. Ibid. 1980,186, C58. (d) Atton, J. G.; 
Kane-Maguire, L. A. P. Ibid. 1983, 246, C23. (e) Schiavon, 
G.; Paradisi, C; Boanini, C. Inorg. Chim. Acta 1975,14, L5. 
(f) Pearson, A. J.; KoIe, S. L.; Chen, B. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 
1983, 105, 4483. 

(197) (a) Davies, S. G.; Green, M. L. H.; Mingos, D. M. P. Tetra­
hedron 1978, 34, 3047. (b) Eisenstein, O.; Butler, W. M.; 

Chemical Reviews, 1988, Vol. 88, No. 7 1291 

Pearson, A. J. Organometallics 1984, 3,1150. (c) Deeming, 
A. J.; Ullah, S. S.; Domingos, A. J. P.; Johnson, B. F. G.; 
Lewis, J. J. Chem. Soc, Dalton Trans. 1974, 2093. (d) Do­
mingos, A. J. P.; Johnson, B. F. G.; Lewis, J. Ibid. 1975, 2288. 
(e) Burrows, A. L.; Johnson, B. F. G.; Lewis, J.; Parker, D. G. 
J. Organomet. Chem. 1980,194, ClI. (f) Evans, J.; Johnson, 
B. F. G.; Lewis, J. J. Chem. Soc, Dalton Trans. 1972, 2668. 
(g) Sosinsky, B. A.; Knox, S. A. R.; Stone, F. G. A. Ibid. 1975, 
1633. (h) Green, M.; Heathcock, S. M.; Turney, T. W.; Min­
gos, D. M. P. Ibid. 1977, 204. (i) Green, M.; Tolson, S.; 
Weaver, J.; Wood, D. C; Woodward, P. J. Chem. Soc, Chem. 
Commun. 1971, 222. (j) Aumann, R. J. Organomet. Chem. 
1974, 78, C31. (k) Eisenstadt, A. Ibid. 1976, 113, 147. (1) 
Goldschmidt, Z.; Antebi, S. Ibid. 1981, 206, Cl. (m) Birch, 
A. J.; Stephenson, G. R. Ibid. 1981,218, 91. (n) Pearson, A. 
J.; KoIe, S. L.; Ray, T. J. Am. Chem. Soc 1984,106, 6060. 

(198) (a) Odiaka, T. I. J. Chem. Soc, Dalton Trans. 1985, 1049; 
1986, 2707. (b) Brown, D. A.; Chester, J. P.; Fitzpatrick, N. 
J. Inorg. Chem. 1982, 21, 2723. (c) Brown, D. A.; Chawla, S. 
K.; Glass, W. K.; Hussein, F. M. Ibid. 1982, 21, 2726. (d) 
Brown, D. A.; Fitzpatrick, N. J.; McGinn, M. A. J. Organo­
met. Chem. 1985, 293, 235. (e) Brown, D. A.; Fitzpatrick, N. 
J.; Glass, W. K.; Sayal, P. K. Organometallics 1984, 3,1137. 
(f) Pearson, A. J.; KoIe, S. L.; Ray, T. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 
1984, 106, 6060. 

(199) (a) Bayoud, R. S.; Biehl, E. R.; Reeves, P. C. J. Organomet. 
Chem. 1979, 174, 297. (b) Bonner, T. G.; Holder, K. A.; 
Powell, P. Ibid. 1974, 77, C37. (c) Maglio, G.; Palumbo, R. 
Ibid. 1974, 76, 367. 

(200) Powell, P. J. Organomet. Chem. 1979,165, C43. 
(201) Bleeke, J. R.; Hays, M. K. Organometallics 1987, 6, 1367. 
(202) Weber, L.; Boese, R. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. Engl. 1983,22, 

498. 
(203) (a) Kane-Maguire, L. A. P. J. Chem. Soc A 1971,1602. (b) 

Pearson, A. J.; Mincione, E.; Chandler, M.; Raithby, P. R. J. 
Chem. Soc Perkin 1 1980, 2774. 

(204) Werner, R.; Werner, H. Chem. her. 1984, 117, 161. 
(205) Bouachir, F.; Chaudret, B.; Tkatchenko, I. J. Chem. Soc, 

Chem. Commun. 1986, 94. 
(206) Ziegler, M. L., private communication. 
(207) Bleeke, J. R.; Peng, W.-J. Organometallics 1987, 6, 1576. 
(208) Mann, B. E.; Manning, P. W.; Spencer, C. M. J. Organomet. 

Chem. 1986, 312, C64. 
(209) Bennett, M. J.; Mason, R. Proc. Chem. Soc. 1963, 273. 
(210) Wilson, D. R.; Ernst, R. D., unpublished results. 
(211) Smith, P. D.; Hsieh, E. U.S. Patent 4 587 227, 1986. 


