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ABSTRACT: Density functional theory calculations have been carried out to study the mechanism of the gold-catalyzed highly
selective hydroamination of alkylidenecyclopropanes. Two main mechanisms (i.e., double-bond activation-first and three-
membered-ring activation-first mechanisms) have been examined. The double-bond activation-first mechanism results in the
alkene hydroamination product, and it mainly consists of three steps: C−N bond formation, C−C bond rotation, and
protodeauration (rate-determining step). Meanwhile, the three-membered-ring activation-first mechanism finally produces allylic
amines, and it occurs via the ring-opening (rate-determining step), C−N bond formation, and protodeauration steps. The
calculation results show good agreement with the experimental outcomes on the chemo-, regio-, and diastereoselectivity. On this
basis, we found that the regioselectivity is caused by the C−C bond rotation step, while the diastereoselectivity is determined by
both the C−C bond rotation and the protodeauration steps in the double-bond activation-first mechanism.

■ INTRODUCTION

Transition-metal-catalyzed functionalization of unsaturated
hydrocarbons has become a powerful strategy in constructing
structurally complex molecules.1 In particular, hydroamination
of alkenes has attracted increasing interest in recent decades
due to its great potential in synthesizing natural products and
drugs.2 To date, numerous transition-metal catalysts (including
Rh, Ru, Pd, Pt, Cu, Au, etc.) have been developed to promote
the hydroamination of alkenes.2a Herein, it is interesting to
note that for most of the previously reported hydroamination
reactions of terminal alkenes the Markovnikov products are
favorably generated,3 whereas the anti-Markovnikov hydro-
amination is challenging and rarely reported.4 Specifically,
Widenhoefer and co-workers reported the gold-catalyzed
hydroamination of alkylidenecyclopropanes (ACPs) with
imidazolidin-2-ones (Scheme 1)5 in which the anti-Markovni-
kov hydroamination products (rather than the Markovnikov
hydroamination products) are exclusively formed. Their study
provides the first example for the gold-catalyzed anti-
Markovnikov hydroamination of the alkenes. Another signifi-
cant feature of this reaction is the chemoselectivity. In previous
studies on transition-metal-catalyzed reactions of ACPs, the

ring-opened products were preferentially formed due to the
high ring strain.6 By contrast, in Widenhoefer’s study, the
alkene hydroamination products were predominantly formed
over the ring-opened products. Furthermore, the diastereose-

Received: April 5, 2016
Published: July 22, 2016

Scheme 1. Gold-Catalyzed Anti-Markovnikov
Hydroamination of Alkylidenecyclopropanes
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lectivity of the reaction (anti-hydroamination over the syn-
products) is also highly attractive.
On the basis of the NMR spectroscopic analysis and control

experiments, Widenhoefer and co-workers suggested that the
mechanistic origin of the regioselectivity might relate to the
partial sp hybridization character of the internal alkene carbon
atom (connecting the ACP group). Widenhoefer’s study
provided fundamental insights into the regioselectivity.5

Nevertheless, the current mechanistic understanding on this
reaction remains quite limited. First, the reason for the
favorable activation of the double bond (compared to the
three-membered ring) in ACP is still unknown.7 According to
the recent theoretical studies,8,9 either the double bond or the
three-membered ring can be effectively activated by the Au(I)
catalyst. Second, the details of the nucleophilic attack (such as
the attacking site/direction) and the proton-transfer (the most
feasible proton transfer mode) steps need to be clarified. Third,
all the C−C bonds in the three-membered ring are labile and
might possibly dissociate, and the relative activities of them are
currently unknown. In other words, the detailed information for
each step of the overall mechanism, the rate-determining step,
and especially the origin of the high chemo-, regio-, and
diastereoselectivity deserve further investigation. To settle these
issues, we carried out a systemic mechanistic study on Au(I)-
catalyzed hydroamination of alkylidenecyclopropane with 1-
methylimidazolidin-2-one with the density functional theory
(DFT) methods.

■ COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS
Methods. All calculations were performed with the Gaussian 09

package.10 The solution-phase geometry optimizations were carried
out using the B3LYP functional11 with a combined basis set BSI (i.e.,
Lanl2DZ for Au, Sb and 6-31G(d) for the other atoms).
Corresponding to the experimental conditions,5 1,4-dioxane is used
as the solvent (with SMD model),12 and the temperature is set as
353.15 K. Frequency calculations were performed (with the same
method as optimization) to confirm each stationary point to be either
a local minimum (0 imaginary frequency) or a transition state (1
imaginary frequency). For each transition state, intrinsic reaction
coordinate (IRC) analysis13 was used to ensure that it connects the
right reactant and product. On the basis of the optimized geometries,
M06-L functional14 with the BSII basis set (i.e., CEP-121G with an
additional f-polarization function for Au, CEP-121G for Sb and 6-311+
+G(2df,2p) for the other atoms) was used to calculate the single-point
energies of all species in 1,4-dioxane solvent (with an SMD solvation
model).
Since DFT calculations are known to overestimate the entropic

effect (especially when the number of reactants and products are
unequal),15 the single-point energies corrected by the enthalpy thermal
corrections were used to describe all of the energies throughout this
study. Note that in previous studies16 total electronic energies with the
zero-point energy corrections were also used to evaluate the

energetics. For our system, the conclusions made from the energies
with zero-point energy correction are consistent with those from the
relative enthalpies (see the Supporting Information for more details).
3D structures were illustrated using CYLview.

Model Reaction. The reaction of (S)-1-phenyl-2-methylenecyclo-
propane (R1) with 1-methyl-imidazolidin-2-one (R2) catalyzed by
[{PCy2(o-biphenyl)}Au(NCMe)]+SbF6

− (PCy2(o-biphenyl) was de-
noted as L) was chosen as a model reaction (Scheme 2). This reaction
yields the anti-Markovnikov hydroamination product (P1) and the
allylic amines (P2a and P2b) in a ratio of 1.5:1.

In the model system, the Au(I) center might possibly coordinate
with different species, including NCMe, the substrates (R1 and R2),
and the solvent (1,4-dioxane). Therefore, we first evaluated the relative
stabilities of the different complexes (Scheme 3). According to the

calculation results, the most stable Au(I) complex is LAuNCMe.
Therefore, the enthalpies of LAuNCMe, R1, and R2 are set as the
energetic reference in this study.

■ RESULTS
As mentioned in the Introduction, the reaction might start with
the activation of either the double bond or the three-membered
ring of R1. Meanwhile, starting from the structure of the amide-
ligated Au(I) complex LAuR2-N, it is also possible that the
reaction begins with the N−H bond dissociation of the amide
substrate.17 For clarity reasons, these pathways are named as
double-bond activation-first, three-membered-ring activation-
first, and amide activation-first mechanisms, respectively. For
clarity reasons, an illustrative diagram for these pathways is
given in Scheme 4.

Amide Activation-First Mechanism. The possibility of
activating the N−H bond with an external proton acceptor
(MeCN, 1,4-dioxane, SbF6

−, or R2) was first examined. The
acid−base reactions of them with LAuR2-N are all highly
endothermic (>30 kcal/mol), indicating that the activation of

Scheme 2. Model Reaction Used in Our Theoretical Studies

Scheme 3. Relative Stabilities of Different Au(I) Complexes
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the N−H bond by an external base is unlikely (Scheme S2).
Meanwhile, we also considered the possibility of the three-
membered-ring or double-bond-mediated N−H activation
mechanism on LAuR2-N (Scheme 5). In the former case, the
internal carbon of the double bond (C2) accepts the proton,
and the three-membered ring is broken to form a benzyl
carbocation (Scheme 5a). The activation enthalpy for this
process is 36.1 kcal/mol (NM-TS2), and the relative enthalpy
of the formed intermediate NM-INT2 is 27.3 kcal/mol. In the
latter case, the activation enthalpy for the proton transfer to the
terminal carbon of the double bond (C1) is 23.5 kcal/mol
(NM-TS3), and the relative enthalpy of the formed NM-INT3
is −6.5 kcal/mol (Scheme 5b).
Note that some other N−H activation mechanisms (such as

the N−H oxidative addition and ACP mediated N−H
activation on LAuR2-O) were also examined but excluded
due to their high enthalpy demands (Schemes S1 and S3).
According to the aforementioned results and discussions, the
double-bond-mediated pathway (Scheme 5b) represents the
most favorable N−H activation pathway. The overall activation
barrier is 23.5 kcal/mol, and the relative enthalpy of the formed
intermediate NM-INT3 is −6.5 kcal/mol.
Double-Bond Activation-First Mechanism. The double-

bond activation-first mechanism starts from the coordination of
the double bond to the gold atom (Scheme 3, LAuR1-DBa or

LAuR1-DBb; note that the difference between LAuR1-DBa
and LAuR1-DBb lies in the position of the Au complexes
relative to the Ph substituent). Then, the attack of the N atom
of R2 to the internal or terminal carbon of the double bond will
finally produce the Markovnikov and anti-Markovnikov
products, respectively.
For the Markovnikov addition, the N atom may attack the

internal carbon of the double bond from either the syn- or the
anti- position with respect to the phenyl group (Scheme 6).
Starting from LAuR1-DBa, the syn-attack (Scheme 6a)
generates the intermediate DM-INT1a with an enthalpy barrier
of 10.6 kcal/mol (DM-TS1a relative to LAuR1-DBa and R2).
After that, the proton transfer from the N atom to the terminal
carbon and the simultaneous C−Au bond cleavage (proto-
deauration) will lead to the formation of the syn-Markovnikov
hydroamination product. Finally, the catalyst is regenerated
after the coordination of MeCN to the Au(I). In all, the
possibility for this pathway could be excluded due to the high
enthalpy of the transition state DM-TS2a.
Starting from LAuR1-DBa, the anti-attack of the N atom to

the internal carbon of the double bond occurs via the transition
state DM-TS1b, and the enthalpy barrier is 14.4 kcal/mol
(DM-TS1b relative to LAuR1-DBb and R2, Scheme 6b).
Thereafter, the formed DM-INT1b undergoes a facile
protodeauration process to form the anti-Markovnikov hydro-

Scheme 4. Main Mechanistic Possibilities Examined in This Study

Scheme 5. Possible N−H Bond Activation Modesa

aEnthalpies are in kcal/mol.
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amination product (DM-INT1b → DM-TS2b → DM-P1b).
The enthalpy of DM-TS2b is only 20.1 kcal/mol, significantly
lower than that of DM-TS2a in Scheme 6a. Comparing the
optimized structures of these two transition states (Figure 1),
we found that the agostic interaction between Au and the H
atom might contribute to the extra stability of DM-TS2b.

Inspired by this observation, we proposed another mechanistic

possibility. As shown in Scheme 6c, DM-INT1a can easily

isomerize to another configuration by rotating the C1−C2
bond (DM-INT1a → DM-TS3a → DM-INT2a) and then

undergoes the Au-assisted protodeauration process via DM-

Scheme 6. Markovnikov Hydroamination of the Double Bond Starting from LAuR1-DBaa

aEnthalpies are in kcal/mol.

Figure 1. Optimized structures of DM-TS2a and DM-TS2b. Bond distances are in angstroms.

Scheme 7. Markovnikov Hydroamination of the Double Bond Starting from LAuR1-DBba

aEnthalpies are in kcal/mol.
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TS4a. The relative enthalpies of DM-TS3a and DM-TS4a are
14.7 and 23.0 kcal/mol, respectively.

Starting from LAuR1-DBb, the syn- and anti- attack of R2 to
R1 (Scheme 7) results in the formation of DM-INT2a and

Scheme 8. anti-Markovnikov Hydroamination of the Double Bonda

aEnthalpies are in kcal/mol.

Scheme 9. Possible Pathways for the Three-Membered-Ring Activation-First Mechanisma

aEnthalpies are in kcal/mol.
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DM-INT2b, respectively. The subsequent transformations of
DM-INT2a or DM-INT2b will be the same as those in Scheme
6.
Furthermore, referring to the recent study on the Au(I)-

catalyzed hydroamination of alkenes reported by Ujaque et
al.,7a we also considered the mechanism involving hexafluor-
oantimonate anion-assisted proton transfer from the N atom to
the carbonyl O atom. The enthalpy barrier of this proton
transfer process is high (>30 kcal/mol), probably due to the
weak basicity of hexafluoroantimonate anion. Therefore, the
possibility for this mechanism has been excluded in our reaction
system (see the Supporting Information for details).
According to the aforementioned results, the syn-product of

the Markovnikov addition should proceed through the process
DM-TS1a → DM-INT1a → DM-TS3a → DM-INT2a →
DM-TS4a → DM-P1a, and the overall activation enthalpy is
23.0 kcal/mol (Scheme 6a and c). The anti-product of the
Markovnikov addition proceeds through the process DM-TS3b
→ DM-INT2b → DM-TS4b → DM-INT1b → DM-TS2b →
DM-P1b, and has an overall activation enthalpy of 20.1 kcal/
mol (Schemes 7b and 6b, respectively). Herein, the anti-
Markovnikov addition is relatively more favorable than the
Markovnikov addition mechanism.
Different from the above Markovnikov hydroamination

processes, N atom nucleophilically attacks the terminal carbon
in anti-Markovnikov hydroamination. In principle, both syn-
and anti-attack (syn and anti refer to the position of the phenyl
and amine groups) might be plausible, whereas the anti-attack
on LAuR1-DBa and syn-attack on LAuR1-DBb are disfavored.
The reason might relate to the repulsion between R2 and
Au(I)L, and thus Au(I) easily approaches the three-membered
ring and results in the automatic ring-opening (see the
Supporting Information for details). In this context, only the
syn-attack transition state on LAuR1-DBa and anti-attack
transition state on LAuR1-DBb (DM-TS1c in Scheme 8a and
DM-TS1d in Scheme 8b) can be located. After this step, the

formed ammonium intermediates (DM-INT1c and DM-
INT1d) easily isomerize to the more stable conformers
(DM-INT2c and DM-INT2d) through the rotation of the
C1−C2 bond and then undergo the protodeauration process to
form the anti-Markovnikov products. As shown in Scheme 8,
the LAuR1-DBa finally produces the syn-product of the anti-
Markovnikov product (DM-P1c), while LAuR1-DBb finally
produces the anti-Markovnikov product with an anti-config-
uration (P1). In these two pathways, the protodeauration steps
are rate-determining, and the activation enthalpies are 21.9 and
19.9 kcal/mol, respectively.

Three-Membered-Ring Activation-First Mechanism. In
principle, all three C−C bonds of the three-membered-ring in
R1 might undergo the bond dissociation process to give the
ring-opened products. However, the calculation results show
that the cleavage of the sp3C−sp3C bond is easier than that of
the other two sp2C−sp3C bonds (Scheme 9 and Scheme S6).
In Scheme 9, the sp3C−sp3C bond dissociation occurs with an
activation enthalpy of 20.2 kcal/mol and generates the
carbocation intermediate (RM-INT1) as the product. Then,
the N atom of R2 can attack the terminal carbon or the
benzylic carbon of RM-INT1. The attack on the terminal
carbon via RM-TS2a forms an ammonium intermediate (RM-
INT2a), while the attack on the benzylic carbon via RM-TS2b
forms RM-INT2b (Scheme 9). The enthalpies of RM-TS2a
and RM-TS2b are 20.1 and 18.3 kcal/mol, respectively. Starting
from RM-INT2a, the proton on the N atom can transfer to
either the carbon connecting with the gold atom (i.e.,
protodeauration, RM-INT2a → RM-TS3a → P2c) or the
benzylic carbon (RM-INT2a → RM-TS4a → P2a). The
relative enthalpies of RM-TS3a and RM-TS4a are 9.8 and 15.9
kcal/mol, respectively.
Similar to RM-INT2a, RM-INT2b can also undergo two

different proton-transfer processes to generate the final product
(Scheme 9). The protodeauration occurs via transition state
RM-TS3b, while the transfer of the proton to the terminal

Figure 2. Comparison of the enthalpy profiles amide activation-first, double-bond activation-first, and three-membered-ring activation-first
mechanisms.
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carbon atom occurs via transition state RM-TS4b. Both proton-
transfer processes finally generate the product P2b.
According to the calculation results in Scheme 9, the

formation of different allylic amines undergo the same ring-
opening step (LAuNCMe + R1 → RM-TS1), and this step is
the rate-determining step of the ring-opening-first mechanisms.
Thereafter, the different modes of the subsequent nucleophilic
attack determine the configuration of the different products.

■ DISCUSSION
Comparison of Different Mechanisms. For a better view,

the enthalpy profiles for the most favorable amide activation-
first, double-bond activation-first, and three-membered-ring
activation-first mechanisms are given in Figure 2. From Figure
2, the activation enthalpies for the rate-determining transition
states in these three pathways are 23.5 (amide activation-first
pathway: NM-TS3 in Scheme 5), 19.9 (double-bond activation-
first pathway: DM-TS3d in Scheme 8), and 20.2 kcal/mol
(three-membered-ring activation-first pathway: RM-TS1 in
Scheme 9), respectively. The amide activation-first mechanism
is excluded due to the relatively higher activation enthalpy.
Meanwhile, the overall activation barrier of the double-bond
activation-first is slightly lower than that of the three-
membered-ring activation-first mechanism, indicating that the
yield of the alkene hydroamination product should be more
than (or at least comparable to) that of the three-membered
ring opened product.18 Herein, the theoretical conclusions are
consistent with Widenhoefer’s recent experiment that the
predominant products were P1 and P2 (the ratio is 1.5:1,
Scheme 2), while no C−O coupling product was generated.5

On the basis of these two mechanisms, we finally provide some
insights into the origin of the chemo-, regio-, and
diastereoselectivity. In addition, the intermolecular hydro-
amination of several other substrates (including monoalkyl,
dialkyl and dielectron-withdrawing-group substituted alkylide-
necyclopropanes) has also been examined. Similar to our model
reaction, the anti-products of the anti-Markovnikov hydro-
amination are the main products for all these systems.
Meanwhile, for the alkyl and electron-withdrawing-group
substituted ACPs, the ring-opened products are relatively
depressed compared to that in the modeling reaction system
(see the Supporting Information for more detailed results and
discussion).
Chemoselectivity: Double-Bond Hydroamination vs

Three-Membered Ring-Opening Products. Despite the
overall activation barriers, the double-bond activation-first and
three-membered-ring activation-first mechanisms are compara-
ble (DM-TS3d in Scheme 8: 19.9 kcal/mol vs RM-TS1 in
Scheme 9: 20.2 kcal/mol), the rate-determining steps in these
two mechanisms are distinct. For the double-bond activation-
first mechanism, the final protodeauration is the rate-
determining step. By contrast, the first step (i.e., the three-
member ring opening step) is the rate-determining step of the
three-membered-ring activation-first mechanism. Compared to
the double-bond activation-first mechanism, the activation
enthalpy of the protodeauration elementary step in the three-
membered-ring activation-first mechanism is significantly lower
(RM-INT2b → RM-TS3d in Scheme 9: 6.6 kcal/mol vs DM-
INT2d → DM-TS3d in Scheme 8: 13.5 kcal/mol). As the ring-
opening process results in the cationic intermediate RM-INT1
(Scheme 9), the alkyl or electron-withdrawing-group sub-
stituents on the three-membered ring (instead of the aromatic
ones) will destabilize the ring-opened product and the related

transition state. Therefore, it is understandable that the ratio of
the alkene hydroamination product could be significantly
improved by replacing the aromatic group with alkyl groups in
Widenhoefer’s experiments.5 Meanwhile, introducing electron-
donating groups on the double bond/benzene groups might
possibly facilitate the ring-opening of the alkylidenecyclopro-
pane and thus benefit the formation of the ring-opened
products.
To verify these predictions, the intermolecular hydro-

amination of several other substrates (including monoalkyl,
dialkyl and dielectron-withdrawing-group substituted alkylide-
necyclopropanes) was also calculated, and the results are given
in Table 1. These calculation results imply that the anti-

products of the anti-Markovnikov hydroamination are the most
favorable products in different reaction systems. In addition, the
high enthalpies of the ring-opened intermediates for these
substituted alkylidenecyclopropanes (compared with that for
the phenyl substituted one) could be attributed to the
stabilizing effect of the phenyl substituent (rather than the
alkyl or the electron-withdrawing substituents) on the cationic
intermediate. The aforementioned results are consistent with
the experimental observations: (1) anti-products of the anti-
Markovnikov hydroamination are main products. (2) The ratio
of the hydroamination products vs ring-opened products for

Table 1. Calculations for the Gold-Catalyzed Intermolecular
Hydroamination of Several Substituent
Alkylidenecyclopropanes

aEnthalpies of the ring-opened intermediates (Enthalpies are in kcal/
mol). bLeading to Markovnikov hydroamination products. cLeading to
anti-Markovnikov hydroamination anti-products. dLeading to anti-
Markovnikov hydroamination syn-products.
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the substituted alkylidenecyclopropanes is significantly higher
than that for the modeling reactants (≥25:1 vs 1.5:1).
Regioselectivity: Markovnikov Hydroamination vs

Anti-Markovnikov Hydroamination. Starting from the
nucleophilic attack step (of the N atom of R2 on the double
bond of R1), the Markovnikov and anti-Markovnikov
mechanisms become totally different. The attack of the N
atom on the internal carbon finally leads to the Markovnikov
product (Schemes 6 and 7), and the attack on the terminal
carbon finally leads to the anti-Markovnikov product (Scheme
8). According to the calculation results (Figure 3), the two
processes are competitive because the enthalpy demands of
them are very close (DM-TS3b in Scheme 7: 14.0 kcal/mol vs
DM-TS1d in Scheme 8: 14.3 kcal/mol). Therefore, the C−N
bond formation step is not responsible for the regioselectivity.
Besides, the relative enthalpies of the transition states in the
rate-determining steps (DM-TS2b in Scheme 6: 20.1 kcal/mol
vs DM-TS3d in Scheme 8: 19.9 kcal/mol) are also quite close
in these two pathways. Therefore, the protodeautorotation is
not responsible for the regioselectivity, either. In these two
pathways, the most remarkable difference lies in the C1−C2
bond rotation step. In Markovnikov and anti-Markovnikov
pathways, the enthalpy demands are 16.1 (DM-TS4b in
Scheme 7) and 13.6 kcal/mol (DM-TS2d in Scheme 8),

respectively. The results indicate that the latter mechanism
occurs ca. 70 times faster than the former one. In addition, the
formed ammonium intermediate (precursor of the rate-
determining protodeauration step) in the Markovnikov path-
way is less stable than that in the anti-Markovnikov pathway
(DM-INT1b in Scheme 6: 8.4 kcal/mol vs DM-INT2d in
Scheme 8: 6.4 kcal/mol). Therefore, the relative facility for
formation of the anti-Markovnikov ammonium intermediate
determines the regioselectivity from both kinetic and
thermodynamic aspects.

Diastereoselectivity: Syn-Product vs Anti-Product. In
anti-Markovnikov double-bond hydroamination pathways
(Scheme 8), the nucleophilic attack is sensitive to the steric
effect. Therefore, the chirality of the C2 atom in the product is
directly determined by the initial configuration of the double-
bond-coordinated intermediate LAuR1-DBa and LAuR1-DBb
(Scheme 3). In LAuR1-DBa, Au(I)L is anti to the phenyl
group and the syn nucleophic attack finally generates the syn-
product (Scheme 8a). In LAuR1-DBb, the gold atom is syn to
the phenyl group, and the anti-product is finally formed after
the anti-attack (Scheme 8b). Both pathways proceed through
three steps: C−N bond formation, C1−C2 bond rotation, and
protodeauration. Among these steps, the C−N bond formation
steps require similar enthalpy demands for these two pathways

Figure 3. Comparison of the Markovnikov hydroamination and anti-Markovnikov hydroamination pathways.

Scheme 10. Distortion/Interaction Energy Analysis of DM-TS2c and DM-TS 2da

aThe distorsion energies (ΔEdist) are the electronic energy difference between the distorted segments (LAu, R1, and R2) and the optimized
segments (LAu, R1, and R2). The interaction energies are the electronic energy difference between DM-TS2c/DM-TS2d and the distorted
segments (LAu, R1, and R2)
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(DM-TS1c in Scheme 8a: 14.1 kcal/mol for the syn-product vs
DM-TS1d in Scheme 8b: 14.3 kcal/mol for the anti-product).
By contrast, the C1−C2 rotation step for the anti-product is
much more facile than that for the syn-product (DM-TS2d in
Scheme 8b: 13.6 kcal/mol vs DM-TS2c in Scheme 8a: 18.8
kcal/mol). Meanwhile, the subsequent protodeauration step for
the anti-product is also easier than that for the syn-product
(DM-TS3d in Scheme 8b: 19.9 kcal/mol vs DM-TS3c in
Scheme 8a: 21.9 kcal/mol). These results suggest that both the
C1−C2 rotation and the protodeauration steps contribute to
the diastereoselectivity. In other words, the relatively rapid
formation and decomposition of the ammonium intermediate
in the anti-pathway results in the diastereoselectivity. The
reason for these results has been analyzed by the distortion/
interaction model developed by Houk et al.19 Herein the two
key transition states involved in the C1−C2 rotation steps
(DM-TS2c in Scheme 8a: 18.8 kcal/mol and DM-TS2d in
Scheme 8b: 13.6 kcal/mol) are used for discussions, and the
discussions on the transition states involved in the proto-
deauration step (DM-TS3c in Scheme 8a: 21.9 kcal/mol vs
DM-TS3d in Scheme 8b: 19.9 kcal/mol) are given in the
Supporting Information (Scheme S7). According to the
distortion/interaction model, either DM-TS2c or DM-TS2d
could be separated into three segments: distorted LAu,
distorted R1, and distorted R2. The results in Scheme 10
show that the interaction energy of DM-TS2c is lower than that
of DM-TS2d by 3.1 kcal/mol, whereas the distortion energy of
DM-TS2c is much higher than that of DM-TS2d by 8.5 kcal/
mol. The significant distortion energy difference is dominantly
caused by the R1 segments. Therefore, the reactivity for the
C1−C2 rotation step is controlled by the distortion energy,
especially by the distortion energy of the R1 segment. The
relatively lower steric hindrance in rotating the NHR2

+ group in
DM-INT1d (than that in DM-INT1c) might benefit the
stability of the skeleton structure of the R1 moiety and thus
results in the lower distortion energy therein.

■ CONCLUSION
In this study, the mechanism of the gold-catalyzed
intermolecular hydroamination of alkylidenecyclopropane
with 1-methylimidazolidin-2-one was theoretically investigated.
It is found that the double-bond activation-first and the three-
membered-ring activation-first mechanisms might be compet-
itive in the reaction system. The double-bond activation-first
mechanism proceeds through three steps: C−N bond
formation, C1−C2 rotation, and protodeauration. The
protodeauration is the rate-determining step. The three-
membered ring-first mechanism occurs through the ring-
opening, C−N bond formation, and protodeauration steps.
The ring-opening step is the rate-determining step. The
aromatic substituent on the three-membered ring might
stabilize the key cationic intermediates and transition states
and thus facilitates the formation of the ring-opened product
(with decreased ratio of alkene hydroamination product). The
regioselectivity (i.e., Markovnikov hydroamination vs anti-
Markovnikov hydroamination) is determined by the C−C bond
(the alkene bond in the substrate) rotation step and the
diastereoselectivity is related to both the C−C bond rotation
and the protodeauration steps. The calculation results are in
good agreement with the experimental observations on the
obtained chemo-, regio-, and stereoselectivity. These results are
expected to provide valuable information for the future
development of new strategies in gold-catalyzed reactions.
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