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ABSTRACT: The equilibrium basicities of 21 frequently used
amines in two room-temperature ionic liquids (RTILs) were
measured precisely. The standard deviation was much superior
to that sparsely reported elsewhere. The data comparisons
revealed that amines are stronger bases in ionic ligquids than in
DMSO and water but weaker base than in acetonitrile (AN).
Interestingly, regression analyses demonstrate that the basicity
scales obtained in two RTILs correlate well with that in AN
but not with those in water and DMSO.

The acidic dissociation constant (pKa
1) of organic

compounds plays significant roles in the development of
modern physical organic chemistry.2 Accurate and reliable
acidity scales3 are indispensible tools for understanding organic
reactions and are often key to elucidating reaction mechanism4

and optimizing synthetic procedures and separation processes.5

Additionally, pKa’s coupled with redox potentials provide a
convenient way to evaluate homolytic bond dissociation
energies (BDEs).6 However, it is noted that related research
in this regard in the past focused almost entirely on the
phenomena in conventional molecular solvents or the gas phase
but little in the rising mainstream medium system, the room-
temperature ionic liquids (RTILs). The RTILs, which are solely
composed of ions, have been applied as alternative solvents for
a wide range of reactions in recent years.7 Solvation by ionic
liquids (ILs) surely cannot be expected to be the same as that
by molecular solvents. Indeed, it was demonstrated in a number
of studies that ILs exhibited specific solvation effects.8

Amines are frequently used as reactants or bases in organic
synthesis9 and have a history of applications in chemistry.10

Because of their general importance, the basicity scales of
amines have been intensively studied in common molecular
solvents like water, acetonitrile (AN), DMSO, etc.11 These
scales reveal that the basicity of amine is very sensitive toward
the media.12 Recently, a few groups have also carried out
studies on the basicity of amines in ILs, but they encountered
much greater challenges compared with the studies in
molecular solvents. For instance, Noto et al. reported the first
investigation on the strength of some aliphatic amines in ILs
using p-nitrophenol as the indicator.13 Siani et al., on the other
hand, measured the equilibrium constants of ion-pair formation

for a few pyridines with trifluoroacetic acid in ILs.14 In these
works, the derived basicity was reported as a relative value
because the pKa of the indicator acid in ILs was unknown. As a
consequence, the data cannot directly reflect the heterolytic
bond dissociation energies in ILs and, therefore, cannot be used
to compare the bond strength in IL with those in molecular
media. Moreover, the span of the obtained scales was narrow
(1−2 pK units or less) due to the use of a single indicator, so it
would not be suitable for regression analysis either. It is also
noted that the ion-pair effect was not deliberately avoided, and
thus, the accuracy of the data could not be established. In
addition, molecular solvents such as dichloromethane and
dioxane were added to ILs. Though this was necessary in the
respective measurements, the experiment conditions cannot be
regarded as standard. More recently, Doherty15 and then Pavez
and co-workers16 reported the first measurement of absolute
pKa values of several amines in neat ILs by an electrochemical
method. This method provided a convenient approach to the
acidity in ILs, which is obviously more useful and significant.
However, the uncertainty was large (SD = ± 0.4−1.0 pK units),
and whether the method can be used for substrates other than
N−H compounds is in doubt.
In our previous work, we reported a general standard method

for precise measurement of pKa’s (SD ≤ ± 0.05 pK unit) in
neat RTILs. The acidity scales for series of C−H,17 O−H,18
and S−H acids19 were consecutively established, which were
proved to be intrinsic in nature and free from ion-pairing
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complication. Broad pK coverage (up to 19 pK units) has been
achieved by using the indicator overlapping strategy.17−19

Acidic dissociation of the conjugated acid of amine (Scheme
1a), the focus of the present work, is different from our earlier

studies in that the substrates here are positively charged species
instead of neutral ones (Scheme 1b). Investigations on such
types of dissociation may broaden our understanding of the
solvation behavior in ILs. In addition, the acidity scale of
amines may serve as a good model to facilitate the rational
design of other protic ILs which exhibited many important
applications such as electrolyte in lithium ion batteries,20

carbon dioxide capture,21 etc. In this respect, the acidity data of
high precision is critical.
Here, we report the pKa values of 21 amines in two standard

RTILs, BmimNTf2 and BmpyNTf2 (Bmim+ = 1-butyl-3-
methylimidazolium; Bmpy+ = N-butyl-N-methylpyrrolidinium).
The general procedure was introduced previously,17−19 nine

carbon acids with known pKa values in two standard ILs,
BmimNTf2 and BmpyNTf2

17 were rationally selected as
indicators for the measurement (Table S1). To avoid possible
complications, all of the substrates were prepared from
triflimide acid (HNTf2) and the corresponding amines or
ammonia (Scheme 2). It is worth noting that most of these
amine triflimide salts (AmH+ NTf2

−) are liquid at room

temperature or solid with melting points below 100 °C and,
hence, should be regarded as protic Brønsted ILs.
Table 1 lists the pKa values of the protonated amines

measured in this work in both ILs, along with previous
literature data. As can be seen, this pKa scale is more
comprehensive and the data are more accurate than others in
ILs (SI, Table S2, SD≤ ± 0.05 vs 0.4−1.015,16). Table 1 further
revealed that the electrochemically derived data are obviously
higher (by 0.4−2.6 pK units) than the present spectroscopically
measured pKas of the corresponding amines. This is not
surprising since the electrochemical approach, while conven-
ient, also sacrifices the accuracy of the measurement because
the acid−base interaction in those systems (solvent and amine)
was far from equilibrium and the amine concentration was too
high to assume the activity coefficients to be unity.
The most interesting feature of the data in Table 1 is that it

provides a direct comparison of the amine basicity among both
ILs and the conventional molecular solvents. As a consequence,
it enables us to partially answer the titled question. As
immediately noted, the basicity order of amines is, in H2O ≈ in
DMSO < in ILs < in AN.
This order may not be anticipated from their respective

polarity index (ε), which is H2O (78.5) > DMSO (48.9) > AN
(37.5) ≫ ILs (11.5 and ∼15, for BmimNTf2 and BmpyNTf2,
respectively).38,39 However, it is consistent with our earlier
observations for similar comparisons of the C−H, O−H, and
S−H acidities in molecular media with those in standard ILs
which are imidazolium or pyrrolidinium based ILs with NTf2

−

or OTf− as the anion.17−19

As also noted from Table 1, the pKa values of the protonated
amines in BmimNTf2 are somewhat lower than those in
BmpyNTf2 in general, indicating the amine basicity in
BmimNTf2 is weaker than in BmpyNTf2. This should be
associated with a better stabilization of the amine by the C-2
proton of Bmim+ through hydrogen bonding. A comparison of
the acidity difference between these two ILs (∼0.30 pK units in
average) in Table 1 with those in our earlier reports reveals that
the pKa difference found here for these amines (1−21) is
smaller than those for benzoic acid18 (ΔpKa

avg = 1.12) and
benzenethiols19 (ΔpKa

avg = 0.48). This can be understood on
the basis of the C-2 hydrogen bonding stabilization by the

Scheme 1. Acidic Dissociation Equilibrium for (a) the
Conjugated Acid (AmH+) of Amine and (b) Previously
Studied Neutral Substrate

Scheme 2. Structures of Aminium and Ammonium Involved in This Work
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Bmim+ cation toward benzoate and thiolate anions, indicating
that the cation of ILs can exert quite different influence on
various types of acidic dissociation equilibrium in Scheme 1.
It is well-known that the counteranion of ILs can significantly

affect the acidity of compound, largely due to the stronger
solvation of proton, which plays a more pronounced role than
the cation stabilization effect in promoting acidic dissociation.13

Similar to the phenomenon observed previously, pyridine (3) is
about 10 times more acidic in BmimOTf (exptl pKa = 8.3) than
in BmimNTf2. It is not difficult to understand that the acidity
difference should be ascribed to a more localized negative
charge and smaller size of OTf− compared to NTf2

−, both
leading to a stronger salvation of proton.
The linear correlation of acidities of a series of compounds

between various solvents may provide information on the
universal or specific solvation pattern in different media. The
correlations between the pKa’s of amines determined in ILs and
these in molecular solvents were performed. Interestingly, the
correlation between pKas in BmimNTf2 and BmpyNTf2 with
those in AN provides a quite good linear relationship with R2 =

0.976 and 0.975, respectively (Figure 1), while the pKas in the
ILs are poorly correlated with those in DMSO (R2 = 0.726)
and water (R2 = 0.903) (Supporting Information, Figure S9). In
fact, the linear correlations among the pKa between these
molecular solvents are also poor (Supporting Information,
Figure S10). Traditionally, both AN and DMSO are labeled as
dipolar aprotic solvent, and have a similar dipole moment and
Dimroth−Reichardt’s ET

30 value.12 However, compared with
DMSO, the lone pair in the nitrogen atom of AN is sp
hybridized; therefore, the ability of accepting hydrogen is
weakened. Indeed, this can be reflected from the comparison of
the Kamlet−Taft solvent parameter β value for DMSO (0.76)
and AN (0.40),12 and mainly due to this, more specifically, AN
and DMSO are also considered as typical protophobic and
protophilic aprotic solvents, respectively. Though correlations
between the acidities of compounds with similar structure, such
as benzoic acid derivatives, etc., may provide fairly linear
relationship, normally poor correlations are observed for
various types of compounds with different structures in AN
and DMSO (Supporting Information).

Table 1. pKa Values of Amine and Ammonia in RTILs and Molecular Solvents

amine pKa BmimNTf2
a pKa BmpyNTf2

a pKa (H2O) pKa (DMSO) pKa (AN) ref data BmimNTf2 ref data BmpyNTf2

1 7.25 7.6 4.6b 3.6i 10.6o 8.1x

2 8.6 9.2 5.1c 2.5j 11.4p 9.1x

3 9.2 10.0 5.2b 3.4i 12.3o 10.5 ± 1y 10.4 ± 1y

4 10.1 10.5 5.6b 13.7q 11.2 ± 0.4y 12.3x

5 10.7 11.2 6.0b 4.1k 14.5q

6 11.7 12.3 6.7b 4.5l 14.1p 13.2 ± 0.4y 12.9 ± 1y

7 12.1 12.6 7.0d 6.4m 13.8r

8 12.9 13.0 7.4b 15.0p 15.2 ± 0.4y 15.2 ± 1y

9 13.15 13.4 9.2b 10.5i 16.5o

10 13.5 13.8 9.5e 10.2m 16.8o

11 14.2 14.4 9.0e 7.6n 16.6s

12 14.2 14.4 8.1b 9.2m 16.6o 16.6x 16.9x

13 15.5 15.4 9.9f 17.7t

14 15.4 15.4 9.85
e 18.0u

15 15.5 15.6 10.75
e 11.1i 18.0v

16 15.5 15.8 8.8d 8.9g

17 16.0 16.0 12.0g 7.5g 18.6p

18 16.35 16.6 10.7d 9.0i 18.8p 18.9x 18.8x

19 16.4 16.6 11.2b 10.9m 18.9o 18.4x 19.2x

20 16.6 16.8 11.35
e 11.1m 19.6o

21 17.0 17.15 11.4h 9.8g 19.5w

aSD ≤ ±0.05. bReference 22. cReference 11a. dReference 23;. eReference 24. fReference 25. gReference 26. hReference 27. iReference 11f.
jReference 11e. kReference 28. lReference 29. mReference 30. nReference 31. oReference 11d. pReference 11b. qReference 32. rReference 33.
sReference 34. tReference 35. uReference 11c. vReference 36. wReference 37. xReference 16. yReference 15.

Figure 1. Correlations between measured amine pKa’s in ILs with those in AN.
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Likewise, the β values of BmimNTf2 and BmpyNTf2 are 0.24
and 0.25, respectively,39 which indicate that, like AN, they also
have a limited hydrogen-bond-accepting ability. As mentioned
previously, acidic dissociation of these protic amine salts is
different from previously studied cases in that it produces a
proton and a neutral amine with very different proton-accepting
or -donating abilities based closely on individual amine
structures (Scheme 1). Therefore, it can be expected that the
sensitivity of ILs solvation toward the structure variation of
amines during the acidic dissociation process should not be as
strong as that for DMSO but similar to that of AN.
In summary, the equilibrium basicities/acidities of a broad

range of commonly used amines were measured in two
standard ILs with high precision. These thermodynamic values
revealed that amines are stronger base in ILs than in DMSO
and water but weaker base than in acetonitrile (AN).
Regression analyses showed that the pKa values of these
amines in ILs are linearly correlated with those in AN but not
with those in DMSO and water; therefore, the collective
solvation effect on the dissociation equilibrium of these
compounds in ILs is similar to that in AN. We envisage that
this highly accurate acidity scale of amines may serve as a
reference in the development of computational methodology in
ILs and, more importantly, as a guideline for the rational design
of nitrogen-containing functionalized ILs.

■ EXPERIMENTAL SECTION
Materials. All of the chemicals were purchased from commercially

available sources and used directly except as otherwise noted. Solid
compounds used for synthesis were carefully recrystallized, and the
liquid ones were distilled before use. All ionic liquids (ILs) were
synthesized and purified on the basis of literature procedures.40 In
addition, ILs were dried in vacuo at 70 °C for 5 h before use and were
stored in desiccators under argon. The water contents of ILs are less
than 10 ppm, which was determined by the Karl Fischer titration. The
indicators used were synthesized and characterized by known
methods.41−43

pKa Measurement. The principle and measurement procedures
were similar to those previously reported.17 In brief, taking a typical
run as an example, the pKa measurement began by degassing and
weighing the UV cell, and then 1.5 mL of IL and 40 mg of base were
added into the cell. An indicator with known pKa was added in a
dropwise manner after the cell was weighed again, and a baseline was
recorded on the UV instrument. Monitor was performed with a UV
instrument, after the base was fully consumed by normally 6−8 drops
of the indicator, and an excess amount of indicator solution was added.
During the titration, the spectrum and weight for each addition was
recorded. Next, the target acid of interest was added in several
portions. The weight of the UV cell and the corresponding spectrum
were also recorded upon each addition. The corresponding pKa was
obtained with the data derived from the change of absorbance and the
amount of acid added.
Synthesis and Characterization of Amine Salts. General

synthetic procedure: to a stirred solution of amine compound (5
mmol) in 25 mL of methanol was added dropwise an equivalent molar
amount of HNTf2 in 15 mL of methanol. The reaction mixture was
refluxed for 5 h and then cooled to ambient temperature. The solvent
was removed in vacuo, and the residue was purified by recrystallization
(PE/DCM) or dried under vacuum. These salts were stored in the
glovebox due to their very hygroscopic property. The NMR spectra of
amine salts were recorded on a 400 MHz spectrometer. HRMS spectra
were recorded on an Orbitrap analyzer.
Aniline·HNTf2 (1): yield 89% (1.87 g); white solid; mp 74−75 °C;

1H NMR (400 MHz, D2O) δ 7.39−7.47 (m, 5H), 7.31 (d, 3H); 13C
NMR (100 MHz, D2O) δ 130.1, 129.9, 129.1, 122.8, 119.2 (q, JC−F =
321.0 Hz); HRMS (ESI+) calcd for [C6H8N]

+ 94.0651, found

94.0656; HRMS (ESI−) calcd for [C2F6NO4S2]
− 279.9178, found

279.9180.
N,N-Dimethylaniline·HNTf2 (2): yield 90% (1.81 g); colorless

liquid; 1H NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3) δ 3.33 (d, 6H), 7.55−7.59 (m,
5H); 13C NMR (100 MHz, CDCl3) δ 141.9, 131.23, 131.16, 120.1,
119.9 (q, JC−F = 320.0 Hz), 48.2; HRMS (ESI+) calcd for [C8H12N]

+

122.0964, found 122.0964; HRMS (ESI−) calcd for [C2F6NO4S2]
−

279.9178, found 279.9179.
Pyridine·HNTf2 (3): yield 91% (1.64 g); white solid; mp 57−58 °C;

1H NMR (400 MHz, D2O) δ 8.83 (d, 2H), 8.65−8.69 (m, 1H), 8.10−
8.14 (m, 2H); 13C NMR (100 MHz, D2O) δ 147.0, 141.2, 127.4, 119.2
(q, JC−F = 321.0 Hz); HRMS (ESI+) calcd for [C5H6N]

+ 80.0495,
found 80.0500; HRMS (ESI−) calcd for [C2F6NO4S2]

− 279.9178,
found 279.9178.

3-Picoline·HNTf2 (4): yield 88% (1.64 g); white solid; mp 60−61
°C; 1H NMR (400 MHz, D2O) δ 8.64 (s, 1H), 8.62 (d, 1H), 8.49 (d,
1H), 7.97−8.00 (m, 1H), 2.58 (s, 3H); 13C NMR (100 MHz, D2O) δ
147.6, 140.6, 139.1, 138.1, 126.7, 119.2 (q, JC−F = 320.4 Hz), 17.6;
HRMS (ESI+) calcd for [C6H8N]

+ 94.0651, found 94.0655; HRMS
(ESI−) calcd for [C2F6NO4S2]

− 279.9178, found 279.9181.
4-Picoline·HNTf2 (5): yield 88% (1.66 g); white solid; mp 76−77

°C; 1H NMR (400 MHz, D2O) δ 8.62 (d, 2H), 7.92 (d, 2H), 2.69 (s,
3H); 13C NMR (100 MHz, D2O) δ 161.7, 140.0, 127.7, 119.1 (q, JC−F
= 319.9 Hz), 21.5; HRMS (ESI+) calcd for [C6H8N]

+ 94.0651, found
94.0655; HRMS (ESI−) calcd for [C2F6NO4S2]

− 279.9178, found
279.9179.

2,6-Lutidine·HNTf2 (6): yield 85% (1.65 g); colorless liquid; 1H
NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3) δ 11.90 (s, 1H), 8.32 (t, 1H), 7.67 (d, 2H),
2.79 (s, 6H); 13C NMR (100 MHz, CDCl3) δ 153.4, 146.7, 125.2,
119.6 (q, JC−F = 320.3 Hz), 19.3; HRMS (ESI+) calcd for [C7H10N]

+

108.0808, found 108.0809; HRMS (ESI−) calcd for [C2F6NO4S2]
−

279.9178, found 279.9179.
Imidazole·HNTf2 (7): yield 85% (1.48 g); white solid; mp 73−74

°C; 1H NMR (400 MHz, D2O) δ 8.71 (s, 1H), 7.50 (s, 2H); 13C
NMR (100 MHz, D2O) δ 133.4, 124.0, 119.3 (q, JC−F = 319.2 Hz),
119.0; HRMS (ESI+) calcd for [C3H5N 2]

+ 69.0447, found 69.045 3;
HRMS (ESI−) calcd for [C2F6NO4S2]

− 279.9178, found 279.9180.
2,4,6-Collidine·HNTf2 (8): yield 87% (1.75g); colorless liquid; 1H

NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3) δ 7.37 (s, 2H), 2.71 (s, 6H), 2.55 (s, 3H);
13C NMR (100 MHz, CDCl3) δ 160.7, 152.5, 125.8, 119.8 (q, JC−F =
321.2 Hz), 22.1, 19.3; HRMS (ESI+) calcd for [C8H12N]

+ 122.0964,
found 122.0964; HRMS (ESI−) calcd for [C2F6NO4S2]

− 279.9178,
found 279.9178.

Ammonia·HNTf2 (9): yield 95% (1.42 g); white solid; mp 183−184
°C; 13C NMR (100 MHz, D2O) δ 119.3 (q, JC−F = 319.4 Hz); HRMS
(ESI−) calcd for [C2F6NO4S2]

− 279.9178, found 279.9178.
Benzylamine·HNTf2 (10): yield 90% (1.75 g); white solid; mp 98−

99 °C; 1H NMR (400 MHz, D2O) δ 7.40−7.47 (m, 5H), 4.70 (s, 3H),
4.13 (s, 2H); 13C NMR (100 MHz, D2O) δ 132.6, 129.2, 128.8, 119.3
(q, JC−F = 320.1 Hz), 43.2; HRMS (ESI+) calcd for [C7H10N]

+

108.0808, found 108.0810; HRMS (ESI−) calcd for [C2F6NO4S2]
−

279.9178, found 279.9179.
N,N-Dimethylbenzylamine·HNTf2 (11): yield 89% (1.85 g); white

solid; mp 51−52 °C; 1H NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3) δ 7.71 (s, 1H),
7.42−7.52 (m, 5H), 4.24 (d, 2H), 2.87 (d, 6H); 13C NMR (100 MHz,
CDCl3) δ 131.0, 130.9, 129.8, 127.9, 119.8 (q, JC−F = 321.0 Hz), 62.4,
43.2; HRMS (ESI+) calcd for [C9H14N]

+ 136.1121, found 136.1119;
HRMS (ESI−) calcd for [C2F6NO4S2]

− 279.9178, found 279.9179.
Morpholine·HNTf2 (12): yield 89% (1.63 g); white solid; mp 63−64

°C; 1H NMR (400 MHz, D2O) δ 4.70 (s, 2H), 3.90−3.92 (m, 4H),
3.24−3.27 (m, 4H); 13C NMR (100 MHz, D2O) δ 119.3 (q, JC−F =
318.4 Hz), 63.7, 43.2; HRMS (ESI+) calcd for [C4H10NO]

+88.0757,
found 88.0760; HRMS (ESI−) calcd for [C2F6NO4S2]

− 279.9178,
found 279.9182.

DMAP·HNTf2 (13): yield 91% (1.73 g); white solid; mp 109−110
°C; 1H NMR (400 MHz, CD3CN) δ 7.96 (d, 2H), 6.84 (d, 2H), 3.18
(s, 6H); 13C NMR (100 MHz, CD3CN) δ 158.7, 139.5, 121.0 (q,
333.29 Hz), 108.0, 40.6; HRMS (ESI+) calcd for [C5H13N2]

+

101.1073, found 101.1075; HRMS (ESI−) calcd for [C2F6NO4S2]
−

279.9178, found 279.9179.
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N-Methylpiperazine·HNTf2 (14): yield 87% (1.66 g); white solid;
mp 80−81 °C; 1H NMR (400 MHz, CD3OD) δ 3.18−3.21 (m, 4H),
2.68 (s, 4H), 2.39 (s, 4H); 13C NMR (100 MHz, CD3OD) δ 121.2 (q,
JC−F = 322.9 Hz), 52.8, 45.8, 44.8; HRMS (ESI+) calcd for [C5H13N2]

+

101.1073, found 101.1074; HRMS (ESI−) calcd for [C2F6NO4S2]
−

279.9178, found 279.9179.
Butylamine·HNTf2 (15): yield 92% (1.63 g); colorless liquid; 1H

NMR (400 MHz, CD3CN) δ 5.77 (s, 3H), 2.88−2.92 (m, 2H), 1.54−
1.61 (m, 2H), 1.31−1.41 (m, 2H), 0.95 (t, 3H); 13C NMR (100 MHz,
CD3CN) δ 120.9 (q, JC−F = 316.8 Hz), 41.1, 30.1, 20.2, 13.7; HRMS
(ESI+) calcd for [C4H12N]

+ 74.0964, found 74.0969; HRMS (ESI−)
calcd for [C2F6NO4S2]

− 279.9178, found 279.9177.
DABCO·HNTf2 (16): yield 89% (1.75 g); white solid; mp 148−149

°C; 1H NMR (400 MHz, CD3CN) δ 3.11 (s, 12H); 13C NMR (100
MHz, CD3CN) δ 120.9 (q, JC−F = 321.3 Hz), 45.6; HRMS (ESI+)
calcd for [C6H13N2]

+ 113.1073, found 113.1074; HRMS (ESI−) calcd
for [C2F6NO4S2]

− 279.9178, found 279.9178.
Proton Sponge·HNTf2 (17): yield 83% (2.05 g); white solid; mp

131−132 °C; 1H NMR (400 MHz, CD3CN) δ 8.06 (d, 2H), 7.90 (d,
2H), 7.73 (t, 2H), 3.11 (d, 12 H); 13C NMR (100 MHz, CD3CN) δ
144.3, 135.7, 129.8, 127.3, 121.4, 120.1 (q, JC−F = 321.0 Hz), 118.5,
46.7; HRMS (ESI+) calcd for [C14H19N2]

+ 215.1543, found 215.1538;
HRMS (ESI−) calcd for [C2F6NO4S2]

− 279.9178, found 279.9180.
Triethylamine·HNTf2 (18): yield 95% (1.81 g); colorless liquid; 1H

NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3) δ 6.82 (s, 1H), 3.18−3.24 (m, 6H), 1.36 (t,
9H); 13C NMR (100 MHz, CDCl3) δ 119.8 (q, JC−F = 321.0 Hz), 47.4,
8.7; HRMS (ESI+) calcd for [C6H16N]

+ 102.1277, found 102.1280;
HRMS (ESI−) calcd for [C2F6NO4S2]

− 279.9178, found 279.9180.
Piperidine·HNTf2 (19): yield 94% (1.72 g); colorless liquid; 1H

NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3) δ 6.63 (s, 2H), 3.22 (t, 4H), 1.81−1.87 (m,
4H), 1.69−1.71 (m, 2H); 13C NMR (100 MHz, CDCl3) δ 119.6 (q,
JC−F = 320.9 Hz), 46.0, 22.3, 21.8; HRMS (ESI+) calcd for [C5H12N]

+

86.0964, found 86.0972; HRMS (ESI−) calcd for [C2F6NO4S2]
−

279.9178, found 279.9178.
Pyrrolidine·HNTf2 (20): yield 95% (1.67 g); colorless liquid; 1H

NMR (400 MHz, D2O) δ 3.35 (t, 4H), 2.02−2.09 (m, 4H); 13C NMR
(100 MHz, D2O) δ 119.3 (q, JC−F = 322.6 Hz), 45.6, 23.6; HRMS
(ESI+) calcd for [C4H10N]

+ 72.0808, found 72.0814; HRMS (ESI−)
calcd for [C2F6NO4S2]

− 279.9178, found 279.9179.
Quinuclidine·HNTf2 (21): yield 90% (1.76 g); white solid; mp 146−

147 °C; 1H NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3) δ 7.68 (s, 1H), 3.32 (t, 6H),
2.17−2.22 (m, 1H), 1.91−1.96 (m, 6H); 13C NMR (100 MHz,
CDCl3) δ 119.8 (q, JC−F = 318.7 Hz), 47.6, 22.9, 19.1; HRMS (ESI+)
calcd for [C7H14N]

+ 112.1121, found 112.1122; HRMS (ESI−) calcd
for [C2F6NO4S2]

− 279.9178, found 279.9178.
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