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Anthracenes, as well as acenes, are known to undergo Diels-Alder
(DA) addition on their central ring (i.e. at the 9- and 10-positions)
with a variety of dienophiles.1 Such reactions have attracted recent
attention in the fields of dynamic covalent chemistry,2 chiral induction,3

and fullerene functionalization.4 In the early reported cycloaddition
of electrodeficient dienophiles to anthracene, formation of transient
charge transfer complexes (CTCs) has been observed in solution.5 The
properties of these strongly colored CTCs, together with their possible
role as reaction intermediates, have been discussed extensively, but
their characterization in the solid state has been rarely reported.6,7

In this regard, several authors have pointed out that a successful X-ray
characterization of CTCs would help considerably to delineate the reaction
coordinates of the related DA reactions.7a-d Based on the few reported
X-ray structures of CTCs in DA reactions of anthracenes, it has been
suggested that the formation of these complexes facilitates the overall DA
reactions. To be noted is that most of the reported physical studies have
involved highly symmetric dienophiles, i.e., TCNE,6-8 maleic anhydride,9

and dithiins, and no data have been reported so far for highly electrophilic
systems such as nitroolefins.6-11

A recent ranking of 4-nitrobenzodifuroxan 1 (NBDF)12 on
Mayr’s electrophilicity scale13 has revealed that the reactivity of
the nitro-activated double bond of this peculiar olefin surpasses that
of commonly activated CdC double bonds by several orders of
magnitude.14 Thus, superelectrophilic properties have been accorded
to NBDF,14 making it of particular interest to investigate its DA
reactivity as nitroolefin toward anthracenes.

Here, we report on a comprehensive structural, thermodynamic, and
kinetic study of the interactions of 1, with the three anthracenes 2-4, which
proceed with high stereoselectivity to afford exclusively the diastereomers
8-10 (Scheme 1). A most significant result of this study is the X-ray-
single-crystal analysis of the complex 5 isolated from the interaction
between 1 as the dienophile and 2 as the aromatic diene. This overall
process is compared to that of TCNE and anthracenes 2-4 reported in
the literature, a well-known case of a “CTC” assisted DA reaction.6-8

A deep green color appears spontaneously upon mixing of chloroform
solutions of NBDF 1 (1 equiv) and each of the three anthracenes 2-4 (1

equiv). Interestingly the color persists overnight in the case of anthracene
2, while it disappears in a few minutes in the case of 9-methylanthracene
3 and 9,10-dimethylanthracene 4. Clearly the overall cycloaddition
sequence proceeds much more rapidly with the electron-rich anthracenes
3 and 4; nevertheless UV-visible spectra of CTCs 5-7 could be recorded
in solution as well as in the solid state for 5 (Figure 1b), showing a strong
absorption of these species in the wavelength range 510-630 nm where
neither NBDF 1 nor the anthracenes absorb.

Using Job’s method of continuous variations, the 1:1 stoichiometry
of the CTC 5 was readily established.15 Concomitantly the equilibrium
constants KCT for formation of the CTCs 5-7 were determined
spectrophotometrically together with the related enthalpies and entro-
pies associated with this process (∆H°, ∆S°). Comparing these data
(Table 1) with those previously reported for the interactions of
anthracenes 2-4 with TCNE revealed that the stability of our CTCs
is rather similar.8 Interestingly the electron affinity (EA) of NBDF
(2.45 eV) is found to be slightly lower than that of TCNE (2.88 eV).1b

The interaction of NBDF 1 with 9-methylanthracene 3 could be
kinetically investigated at 25 °C in chloroform. A major feature (Figure
1a) is the curvilinear dependence of the observed rate constant kobsd. for
the cycloaddition process that has been measured by following the
disappearance of the CTC 6 upon the anthracene concentration. As
elaborated previously for a number of DA reactions involving an
electrodeficient dienophile,7,8 such a saturation behavior implies that the
cycloaddition sequence leading to the product 9 proceeds via an initial
and fast formation of the CTC 6. Because the rate equations (Scheme 1)
pertaining to the two possible mechanistic pathways depicted in Scheme
1 are formally similar, the data obtained do not allow to ascertain whether

Scheme 1

Figure 1. (a) Effect of the concentration of 3 on the observed rate of
formation of the cycloadduct 9 in CHCl3 at 25 °C. (b) UV-visible spectrum
of the CTC 5 in CHCl3 (curve I) and in the solid state (curve II).

Table 1. Thermodynamic Data for Formation of the CTCs 5-7a

NBDF (EA ) 2.45 eV)b TCNE (EA ) 2.88 eV)c

CTC ΚCT ∆H° ∆S° ΚCT
d ∆H°d ∆S°d

5 5.5 ( 0.3 -4.5 -14.0 1.73 -2.7 -8.0
6 20.8 ( 0.7 -5.4 -14.0 18-25 -4.3 -9.6
7 28.0 ( 0.9 -3.0 -3.0 130e -5.6 -12.7

a A detailed analysis of the data leading to KCT (in M-1 at 25 °C in
CHCl3), ∆H° (kcal ·mol-1) and ∆S° (e.u.) values is given as Supporting
Information (SI). b EA calculated according to Mullikens’s equation; see
SI. c Reference 1. d Reference 8a-8e. e Estimated in reference 8c.
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the CTC is an intermediate on the reaction coordinate leading to 9 (pathway
1) or is formed in a side, and therefore nonproductive, equilibrium
(pathway 2). In a study of the reaction of TCNE with 9,10-dimethylan-
thracene 4 at different temperatures, Kislev and Miller have found an
overall negative enthalpy of activation (∆H#

exp) and suggested that this
particular situation is only consistent with the corresponding CTC being
an intermediate on the reaction coordinate.8c It appears that the above
reaction is the unique case where the intermediate CTC is stable enough
to exhibit a large negative enthalpy of formation (∆H°) value which
overcomes the activation energy (∆H#) value pertaining to the cycload-
dition step.7f,8c Apart from this exception, it remains that DA reactions
are associated with positive ∆H#

exp values so that thermodynamic and
kinetic studies are mechanistically unconclusive.7-9 No negative values
of ∆H#

exp were here determined for the reaction of 2, 3, or 4 with NBDF
1 (1.1, 8.8, and 12.2 kcal.mol-1 respectively) so that no conclusion
regarding the preferred pathway in Scheme 1 can be drawn.

A most informative result has come from the isolation of a stable
crystal, suitable for an X-ray analysis, upon evaporation of a
chloroform solution of CTC 5 under a flow of argon. In Figure 2,
the X-ray structural determination confirmed the formation of the
anticipated 5 as a face to face π-π complex with a 1:1
donor-acceptor ratio. The cofacially oriented anthracene and NBDF
moieties afford infinite alternate stacks along the crystallographic
b-axis with a close interplanar distance of 3.45 Å.

Because of the facile subsequent formation of the corresponding
cycloadducts, it is only in very few instances that CTCs involved in
the reaction of anthracene with electrodeficient dienophiles could be
successfully characterized by X-ray.10,16 It is therefore a significant
result that the X-ray structure of 5 is the first example of CTCs in
which the diene 2 and the dienophile 1 lie in a parallel arrangement
and are not suitably preoriented for a direct conversion to the expected
cycloadduct 8.16 The X-ray data indicate that the NBDF moiety is
not appreciably altered upon complexation, ruling out a possible
mechanism with a single electron transfer. Interestingly, there is no
structural relationship between the X-ray structure, where 1 and 2 are
probably oriented according to Mulliken’s “Overlap and Orientation”
principle,17 and the optimized DFT structure of the TS, where
secondary orbital interactions between the 1-LUMO and the 2-HOMO
are ideal for a DA reaction. In fact, the anthracene moiety has to rotate
75° to adopt the orientation required for the cycloaddition. Obviously,
this situation does not support the assumption that CTCs resemble the
TS in DA reactions. It also reveals that the CTC has to dissociate
back to the reactant, allowing the two partners to undergo cyclization
through another different prereaction complex.

This conclusion is consistent with the information derived from
recent quantum calculations,18 secondary isotopic effects analysis,8a

and nonsteady-state analysis,19 which point out that CTCs are not
transition state-like, even when the reaction centers in the CTC
are ideally positioned to achieve the cycloaddition.18,19

X-ray-single-crystal analyses performed on crystals of 5 after 6
months of storage show no chemical transformations. As a conse-
quence, no solid-state topochemical DA reactions can be envisioned
in our CT crystal. Obviously, substantial CT stabilization inhibits the
DA reaction in the crystalline state. Even if it is still difficult to conclude
on the role of the CT interactions in solution, and therefore on the
preferred pathway of the DA reaction, the X-ray analysis of the
intermediate CTC is of primary importance in the field of DA reactions
and further experimental efforts are being carried out.
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Feulner, I.; Sicking, W. Chem. Ber. 1991, 124, 2811–2817. (c) Sauer, J.;
Wiest, H. ; Mielert, A. Chem. Ber. 1964, 3183–3207. (d) Sauer, J.;
Sustmann, R. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. Engl. 1980, 19, 779–807. (e) Houk,
K. N.; Munchausen, L. L. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1976, 98, 937–946. (f) Houk,
K. N.; Rondan, N. G.; Mareda, J. Tetrahedron 1985, 41, 1555–1563.

(8) (a) Brown, P.; Cookson, R. C. Tetrahedron 1965, 21, 1993–1998. (b) Lofti,
M.; Roberts, R. M. G. Tetrahedron 1979, 35, 2123–2129. (c) Kislev, V. D.;
Miller, J. G. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1975, 97, 4036–4039. (d) Klemm, L. H.;
Solomon, W. C.; Tamiz, A. P. J. Org. Chem. 1998, 63, 6503–6510. (e)
Karle, I. L.; Fratini, A. V. Acta Crystallogr. B 1970, 26, 596–606.

(9) Andrews, L. J.; Keefer, R. M. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1955, 77, 6284–6289.
(10) (a) Kim, J. H.; Hubig, S. M.; Linderman, S. M.; Kochi, J. K. J. Am. Chem.

Soc. 2001, 123, 87–95. (c) Kim, J. H.; Linderman, S. M.; Kochi, J. K.
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2001, 123, 4951-. (d) Hayakawa, K.; Mibu, N.; Osawa,
E.; Kanemastu, K. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1982, 104, 7136–7142.

(11) (a) Noland, W. E.; Freeman, H. I.; Baker, M. S. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1956,
78, 188–192. (b) Klager, K. J. Org. Chem. 1955, 20, 650–656. (c) Griffin,
T. S.; Baum, K. J. Org. Chem. 1980, 45, 2880–2883. (d) Anisimova, N. A.;
Kuzhaeva, A. A.; Berkova, G. A.; Deiko, L. I.; Berestovitskaya, V. M.
Russ. J. Org. Chem. 2005, 75, 689–693.

(12) (a) Kurbatov, S.; Goumont, R.; Lakhdar, S.; Marrot, J.; Terrier, F.
Tetrahedron 2005, 61, 8167–8176. (b) Bailey, A. S.; Case, J. R. Tetrahedron
1958, 3, 113–131. (c) Kurbatov, S.; Goumont, R.; Marrot, J.; Terrier, F.
Tetrahedron Lett. 2004, 45, 1037–1041.

(13) Mayr, H.; Kempf, B.; Ofial, A. R. Acc. Chem. Res. 2003, 36, 66–77.
(14) (a) Lakdhar, S.; Goumont, R.; Berionni, G.; Boubaker, T.; Kurbatov, S.;

Terrier, F. Chem.sEur. J. 2007, 13, 8317–8324. (b) Bernasconi, C. F.
Tetrahedron 1989, 45, 4017–4090.

(15) Job, P. Ann. Chem. 1928, 9, 113–203.
(16) Manovi, J. M.; Kochi, J. K.; Hilinski, E. F.; Rentzepis, P. M. J. Phys.

Chem. 1985, 89, 5387–5395.
(17) Mulliken, R. S.; Pearson, W. B. Molecular Complexes; Wiley Publishers:

New York, 1969.
(18) (a) Jones, G. O.; Guner, V. A.; Houk, K. N. J. Phys. Chem. A 2006, 110,

1216–1224. (b) Wise, K. E.; Wheeler, R. A. J. Phys. Chem. A 1999, 103,
8279–8287.

(19) Handoo, K. L.; Lu, Y.; Parker, V. D. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2003, 125,
9381–9387.

JA908747J

Figure 2. X-ray structure of CTC 5. (a) Side view of the unit cell along
the a axis. (b) Bond lengths in Å of 1 and 2 in CTC 5. (c) Calculated DFT
structure of the corresponding DA transition state at a B3LYP level.
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