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Abstract

The characteristic catalytic activities of low valence ruthenium complexes,
(cyclooctadiene)(cyclooctatriene)ruthenium and its derivatives, in organic syntheses
have been exhibited by reviewing the recently developed novel reactions; (1) the
first linear co-dimerization of acetylenes with 1,3-dienes (2) the [2+ 2] cross
cycloaddition of norbornenes with dimethyl acetylenedicarboxylate (3) the addition
of carboxylic acid to acetylenes giving enol esters.

When the chemistries of the three metals of the second row in the Group VIII
(palladium, rhodium and ruthenium) were compared from the viewpoint of catalytic
organic syntheses, the chemistry of ruthenium was found to be far behind the others
[1]. One of the reasons for this is that the chemistry of palladium and rhodium has
been developed with industrial processes such as the Wacker process, and the
hydrogenation and hydroformylation of olefins, respectively, while ruthenium has
found no such application. Another reason is that an appropriate zero-valent
mononuclear ruthenium complex which gives a 16-electron species in solution is not
readily available; attempts to synthesize zero-valent triphenylphosphine complexes
were often unsuccessful because of the ortho metallation reaction to form a Ru"
complex [e.g. 2], which is usually inactive for catalytic reactions.

Recently, however, the organic syntheses catalyzed by ruthenium complexes have
shown much development, and includes the activation of alcohols [3] and amines [4]
catalyzed by RuCl,(PPh;); or RuH,(PPh,),, selective hydrogenation of olefins [5],
carbonyl groups [6] or aromatic rings [7], asymmetric hydrogenation of olefins [8],
asymmetric hydrogen transfer reactions [9], hydrogenation of carbon monoxide [10],
addition of polyhaloalkanes to olefins [11], preparation of dienes by desulfonylation
[12], oxidation of olefins [13], isomerization of 1,4-epiperoxide [14] and a series of
novel organic syntheses catalyzed by Ru(COD)COT) (COD = cyclooctadiene, COT
= cyclooctatriene) and its derivatives [15-17]. Ru(COD)(COT) is a zero-valent
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complex which can be readily prepared in high yield [18], and it is possible to leave
it in air for more than 10 minutes without loss of activity. Recently it has been
found that the derivatives of Ru(COD)(COT) such as bis(n’-cyclooctadienyl)ruthe-
nium also show remarkably high catalytic activity in organic syntheses which are
catalyzed by ruthenium [17]. This is a brief review of the organic syntheses which
are catalyzed by Ru(COD)(COT) and its derivatives.

Preparation of Ru(COD)(COT) and its derivatives

The complex Ru(COD)(COT) was firstly prepared in low yield by E.O. Flscher in
1963 [19]. Recently the method of preparation was improved by Pertici [18a,b] and
Itoh [18c]; now the complex can be obtained pure in > 80% yield. This complex can
be stored under argon for several months. Ru(COD)(COT) is the parent complex of
various low- and high-valence ruthenium complexes which show catalytic activity in
organic syntheses. Selected examples are shown in Scheme 1.

Linear co-dimerization of terminal acetylenes with 1,3-dienes

Recently it was found that a Ru(COD)YCOT)/PR, system catalyzes a reaction
with novel carbon—carbon bond formation; selective linear co-dimerization of a
terminal acetylene with 1,3-butadiene (eq. 1) [15b].

R-czcH + A B R -CC— N\

1,2,and3 (1)
R=1-Bu, t-8u,(EtQC)CHCH, .
{Ru)=RUCODNCOT)-PRy (R’=Et,n-Bu, n-CgHy7)

This reaction is the first example of the linear co-dimerization of terminal acetylenes
and 1,3-dienes. The reaction is also well catalyzed by RuH,(PR,), (R’ = alkyl)
[15a]. Because the catalytic profiles of both complexes are similar, the reactions
proceed via a common active species. Ru(COD)COT) is more convenient to use,
since its preparation is much simpler than that of RuH,(PR;),. Results are
summarized in Table 1. Most reactions proceed at 60-100° C and are chemo-, regio-
and stereoselective.

1-Hexyne or 3,3-dimethyl-1-butyne readily reacts with 1,3-butadiene in the
presence of a catalytic amount of Ru(COD)COT)/PBu; or RuH,(PBu,), in
benzene at 60—-80° C for 4 h to give ( E)-3-decen-5-yne (1) or ( E)-7,7-dimethyl-3-oc-
ten-5-yne (2) in excellent yields with high regio- and stereoselectivity (runs 1, 2, 4).
Neither the branched isomer nor the cyclic oligomers were formed. The stereochem-
istry of the olefinic group is completely trans.

Ru(CO?)( Benzene)

i

Ru(CODXCOT) ——= Ru(Cyclooctadienyt),
1 it iv

RUHG( PCy3)2 RuH,(P Cy3 )3

Scheme 1. i. Toluene reflux, ref. 18a. ii. H,, benzene, r.t. ref. 20. iii. H,, 2PCy,, r.t. ref. 21. iv. H,, 3PCy,,
ref. 21.
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On the other hand, the reaction of 1-hexyne with methyl ( £, E )-2,4-hexadienoate
gave methyl ( E)-5-methyl-2-undecen-6-ynoate (4) in 45% yield (eq. 2).

_ {Ru)
SNS—C=C-H + NN C09Me = WCEC—J\NCO2M9 (2)
4

The reaction of 1-hexyne with methyl ( E)-2,4-pentadienoate gave two isomers of
the co-dimer, 5 and 6 (eq. 3).

SN CEC-H + ANENC0oMe M So~—CEC—=y~~COMe

5
(3)

N~ CEC—~ - C0gMe
6

The optimum ratio of PBu,/Ru was 2.0. In the absence of PBu; under the
reaction conditions shown in run 1, the yield of the co-dimer was 1%. Trial-
kylphosphines with cone angles of ca. 130°C such as triethylphosphine, tri-
butylphosphine and trioctylphosphine were effective as ligands, however, trimethyl-
phosphine, triisopropylphosphine, tricyclohexylphosphine, arylphosphines or phos-
phites were not. The polarity of the solvents (benzene, toluene, THF, acetonitrile,
dichloromethane and DMF) only slightly affected the yields of co-dimer.

On the other hand, when RuH,(PPh,), was used in the system, oxidative
co-coupling of the acetylene and 1,3-diene occurred to give the dieneyne 7 (eq. 4)
[(15a].

R-C=C-H + S (PPh3), R-C=C—g, . *+ butenes (4)

7
R=n-Pr,n-Bu, n-CgHi3.

In this case deactivation of the catalyst was observed, probably owing to the
ortho-metallation of the active zero-valent complex to form Ru' complexes.

The reaction of 3,3-dimethyl-1-butyne-1-d with methyl (E, E)-2,4-hexadienoate
gave erythro methyl ( E)-5,8,8-trimethyl-2-nonen-6-ynoate-4-d (8) as the sole prod-
uct (eq. 5). The deuterium was introduced selectively at the 4 position of the
co-dimer via a cis addition pathway.

Me
Fcec-0 + “Aoncome B, —|—c=c—‘\‘/§/c02Me
D (5)
erythro 8

The reaction of 1-pentyne-1-d with methyl ( E)-2,4-pentadienoate gave four isomers
of the co-dimer, 9-12. The ratio (9 + 10)/(11 + 12) was 6 /4, with the ratios 9/10
and 11,/12 being both 1/1 (eq. 6).

/—=-p

=0

R R—E'\i/ R-=
] + MCOzMe (Ru) COMe + WCOzMe

10 D
1

? 1
) (6)
R—E—E/WCOZMe + R—EWCOZM‘?
11

D 12
1
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R-m- ]
2 R-=-Ru-D
Ln
15
8
B
R .
R
Ru-D
Ln Ln
17 16

Scheme 2. Proposed mechanism of the co-dimerization of acetylenes with 1,3-dienes.

The reaction of 3,3-dimethyl-1-butyne-1-d with methyl (E)-2,4-pentadienoate
gave a result similar to that described above. It should be noted that no deuterium
was introduced into the olefinic group of the products. The reaction of 1-pentyne-1-d
with 1,3-butadiene gave, to our surprise, (E)-3-nonene-5-yne-2-d (13) as the sole
product. Deuterium was introduced selectively at the 2 position of the co-dimer (eq.
n.

(Ru)

/\—CEC-D + . —
NCEC
13

(Ru)=Ru(COD)(COT)—PBu"3
or RuH,(PBu"3),

(7)

There is no clear-cut mechanism which accounts for these complicated results.
Obviously, the mechanism of the formation of 8 is different from that of 13 because
the position at which the deuterium is introduced is different. The path of the
formation of the linear codimers 8 and 9-12 is shown in Scheme 2. Taking into
account that both Ru(CODYCOT)/PBu, and RuH,(PBu,), show almost the same
catalytic activities and identical distributions of the deuterium introduced into the
reaction of acetylene-d (egs. 5, 6 and 7), the reaction mechanism should be the same
for both catalysts. The first step of the catalytic cycle would be the oxidative
addition of acetylene to a zero-valent ruthenium complex 14 such as Ru(PR,),
derived from the reaction of Ru(COD)(COT) with trialkylphosphines or by the
reaction of RuH, (PBu ), with the diene or acetylenes. It has been reported that the
reaction of RuH,(PPh,), with olefins such as ethylene or styrene gives a zerovalent
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ruthenium complex Ru(olefin)}(PPh,), in the early stages of the reaction [2,22]. The
formation of a zero-valent ruthenium complex was also reasonably assumed in
[2 + 2] cross addition of norbornenes with acetylene catalyzed by RuH,(PPh,),
[16a], where n*-coordination of the diene to the complex gives 15. On the other
hand, insertion of the diene into the Ru-alkyl bond would give 16. If acetylene,
instead of the diene, coordinates and inserts into the Ru-alkynyl bond, homo-
oligomerization of-acetylene proceeds. To prevent the insertion of acetylene, a molar
ratio 2 of 1,3-diene/acetylene was required for butadiene. When R’ and R” in 16
are Me and CO,Me, respectively, i.e. in the reaction of methyl (E,E)-2,4-
hexadienoate, the reductive elimination of the ligands would give 8 selectively.
Considering the high chemo- and regioselectivity of the reaction and the fact that
the deuterium is not introduced into the olefinic group of 9-12, the formation of an
intermediate, 19, with a branched skeleton or, 20, derived by the insertion of the
diene into the Ru-D bond is ruled out. Complex 19 will not give a linear co-dimer.
If 20 is formed, the formation of 9-12 without deuterium at the olefinic group and
the distributions of the deuterium cannot be explained.

R
i1l H. .D
R R" R R
Ru-D R—=-—Ru
Ln Ln
19 20

The possibility of the isomerization of 6 to 5 was investigated. The reaction of
1-hexyne with methyl ( E, E')-2,4-hexadienoate was carried out in the presence of 6;
product 4 was obtained and 6 was recovered without the formation of 5 (eq. 8).

SN—CECH + ACOMe + 6 BY, SN—cacd o _coMe + 6 (8)

This, and the fact that deuterium is not introduced into the olefinic group in 9-12
strongly suggest that when R’ is hydrogen, i.e. in the reaction of methyl (E)-2,4-
pentadienoate, S-elimination of 16 readily occurs giving the equilibrium mixture
deuteridohydrido(7*-dienyne)ruthenium complex 17 and its isomer 18. The hydro-
genation of the coordinated dienyne in 17 or 18 gives two pairs of olefins (11 and
12), and (9 and 10), in both pairs the equivalent amount of deuterium is introduced
into the methylene group and no deuterium is introduced into the olefinic groups.
In these steps the zerovalent ruthenium complex 14 is reenerated (paths C and D). It
is unlikely that #-allyl complexes such as 21 play the role of key intermediate
because the formation of 9-12 cannot be explained. When the ligand L in com-
plexes 17 and 18 is triphenylphosphine, the dissociation of the dienyne occurred
readily to give 7 (Path E, eq. 4). The main reason for the dissociation of 7 is due to
the larger cone angle of triphenylphosphine (145°) compared with that of tri-
butylphosphine (130°). The reaction path of the co-dimerization of 1-pentyne-1-d
with 1,3-butadiene is confused. A tentative mechanism including a m-allyl(alkynyl)
deuteridoruthenium complex is proposed.

R-C=C—_ ~-COpMe

Ru-D
Ln
21
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Table 2
{2+ 2] cross cycloaddition of norbornenes with dimethyl acetylenedicarboxylate “
Run Norbornenes  Catalyst (mmol) Temp. °C  Time Product Yield % %
)
E
19  Norbornene  RuH,(PPh,), (0.2) 80 24 M‘ 65(52)
2¢  Norbomene  Ru(CODXCOT) (0.1) 100 6 EM: 99
PBu, 0.2)
34 Norbornene RuH,(CO)}P( p-PhF);], 100 6 m e
(0.24) €
3
44 Ab RuH,(PPh;), (0.2) 100 6 FM‘ 64(48)
E 3
54 RuH, (CO)P( p-PhF),], 100 6 € g8
(0.29) £
€ £
: £
6 @b Ru(CODXCOT) (0.4) 100 6 wz 52(40)
7 @ Ru(CODXCOT) (0.4) 100 6 W: )

4 Solvent, benzene 10 ml. Norbornenes, 10 mmol. Dimethyl acetylenedicarboxylate 10 mmol. E =
COOMe. ® GC vyield. Isolated yields are given in the parentheses, ° Dimethyl acetylenedicarboxylate, 15
mmol. 4 Ref. 16a, others 16b.

[2 + 2] Cross cycloaddition of norbornenes with dimethyl acetylenedicarboxylate
Ru(COD)(COT) catalyzes the [2 + 2] cross addition of norbornenes with di-
methyl acetylenedicarboxylate (eq. 9) [16].

E
& + g-cmc-g Rl ME

exo (9)
[Rul= RU(COD)COT-PR; or RuHKCONPRy); E=COxMe

This reaction is also well catalyzed by RuH,(CO)[P( p-FC¢H,);], [16a]. The results
of these are shown in Table 2. The cross cyclo-addition of norbornadiene with
acetylenes catalyzed by Ni complexes is well known; however, norbornene showed
no reaction. The ability to activate norbornene is unique to ruthenium. The reaction
is a selective exo-addition and the catalytic cycle Ru® <= Ru" via a ruthenacyclo-
pentene complex 24 is proposed (Scheme 3). Using this reaction linear polycyclic
compounds such as 25 [16a] and 26 [23] (ladder oligomers) were synthesized.

£ €
E £ E E& & %E i ]ﬁ:
EE&!IIE ;

25 26
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E Ru(O)Ln
I | ] I E 22 [‘D
// \ECECE

E
E
RS QZRU E
Ln' V\/ Ln‘
24 23

Scheme 3. Proposed mechanism of the [2+2] cross cycloaddition of norbornene with dimethyl
acetylenedicarboxylate.

Addition of carboxylic acids to acetylenes catalyzed by Ru(cyclooctadienyl), / PR ;
Quite recently, the addition of carboxylic acids to acetylenes catalyzed by
ruthenium complexes has been developed (eq. 10) [17,24].

1 2 _[Rul 2 R
RCOH + R-CaC-R? ——— Rl:o‘>___<

R H (10)
Rul=Ru(CO),, Ru{Cyclooctadlenyl)— PR3

Shvo reported that Ru,(CO),, catalyzes the addition of carboxylic acids to mainly
internal acetylenes at 145° C to give enol esters [24). On the other hand it has been
found that Ru(cyclooctadienyl),/PR ;/maleic anhydride catalyzes the addition of
carboxylic acid to terminal acetylene [17]. The regioselectivity can be controlled by
selecting an appropriate phosphine or solvent. Typical results of these reactions are
shown in Table 3. It is well known that Hg salts catalyze the addition of carboxylic
acid to acetylene [25]. However, because of the toxicity of the catalyst and the
limited compatibility with the functional groups, improvement of the catalysts was
required. Kinetic analysis of the reaction using Ru(cyclooctadienyl), as the catalyst
showed that the rate was represented by the following equation,

rate = k[Ru],[acetylene][RCO,H]

where [Ru], is the initial concentration of the ruthenium catalyst [26]. Taking into
account the distribution of the deuterium in the reaction of acetic acid-d, which
showed trans-addition, nucleophilic attack by the carboxylate ion on the coordi-
nated acetylene was postulated to be the rate determining step [26]. These reactions
can be applied to acids having various kinds of functional groups. In the reaction of
propargyl carbonate with acetic acid, the regioselectivity of the product was 100%
and the product, 27, was an allyl carbonate. The carbonate 27 reacts with
carbonucleophiles such as 28 in the presence of a palladium catalyst to give
polyfunctional enol ester 29 which is difficult to synthesize by other methods [17c].
These reactions suggest that the combination of the chemistry of the ruthenium and
palladium would open up a whole new field in organic synthesis. ‘
OAc (11)

HC=C CH,0C0,Me + AcoH —IRul . :ZFC'\CH oM
2002

27

0
:C:C:OAC . COgMe [Pd] COoMe.
H CH20COzMe G CH28=C‘HH
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One application of this reaction is the activation of carbon dioxide in the
presence of a secondary amine and acetylene;

R R\Nﬁ ’
NH + €O, *Reac B8l R m;:c;{Q
R ROOH ™ (13)

30

the products are vinyl carbamates (30) which are bioactive (eq. 13) [27]. Results are
also summarized in Table 3. When Ru;(CO),, was used as a catalyst, the yields and
selectivity were rather low, however, when bis(cyclooctadienyl)
ruthenium /PR ,/maleic anhydride is employed as catalyst, the reaction proceeded
at a lower temperature and the selectivity for the enol ester was considerably
improved [28].

Concluding remarks

These results show that the low valence ruthenium complexes, Ru(COD)(COT)
and its derivatives, employed here have very high and characteristic activities which
are different from those of other metals and other ruthenium complexes such as
Ru,(CO),,, RuCl, or RuCl,(PPh,),. The co-dimerization of acetylenes with 1,3-di-
enes and the [2 + 2] cross cycloaddition are novel catalytic carbon-carbon bond
formation reactions which are rationalized by Ru®= Ru' catalytic cycles. The
greatest advantage of these catalytic systems is that one can “direct” the catalysts by
selection of an appropriate ligand. Further studies on the catalytic activities of the
systems Ru(COD)(COT)/PR, and Ru(x’-cyclooctadienyl),/PR, are now in pro-

gress.

References

1 M.A. Bennet and T.W. Matheson, in G. Wilkinson, F.G.A. Stone and E.-W. Abel (Eds.), Comprehen-
sive of Organometallic Chemistry, Pergamon, Oxford, 1982, vol. 4, p. 931.

2 DJ. Cole-Hamilton and G. Wilkinson, J. Chem. Soc., Chem. Commun., (1977) 59.

3 (a) Y. Watanabe, Y. Tsuji and Y. Ohsugi, Tetrahedron Lett., (1981) 2667. (b) Y. Watanabe, T. Tsuji,
H. Ige, Y. Ohsugi and T. Ohta, J. Org. Chem., 49 (1984) 3359. (c) Y. Tsuji, K.T. Huh, Y. Ohsugi and
Y. Watanabe, J. Org. Chem., 50 (1985) 1365. (d) S. Murahashi, K. Ito, T. Naota and Y. Maeda,
Tetrahedron Lett., 22 (1981) 5327. (e) S. Shinoda, H. Itagaki and Y. Saito, J. Chem. Soc., Chem.
Commun., (1958) 861. (f) Y. Blum and Y. Shvo, J. Organomet. Chem., 282 (1985) C7. (g) D. Milstein,
J. Mol. Cat., 36 (1986) 387. (h) A. Behr, U. Kanne and W. Keim, J. Mol. Cat., 35 (1986) 19. (i) Y.
Tsuji, T. Ohta, T. Ido, H. Minbu and Y. Watanabe, J. Organomet. Chem., 270 (1984) 333. (j) M.
Matsumoto and N. Watanabe, J. Org. Chem., 49 (1984) 3435. (k) M. Tanaka, T. Kobayashi and T.
Sakakura, Angew. Chem., Intl. Ed. Engl., 23 (1984) 518.

4 (a) Y. Shvo and R.M. Lain, J. Chem. Soc., Chem. Commun. (1980) 735. (b) Y. Shvo, D.W. Thomas
and R.M. Lain, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 103 (1981) 2461. (c) R.M. Lain, D.W. Thomas and L.W. Cary, J.
Am. Chem. Soc., 104 (1982) 1763. (d) R.B. Wilson and R.M. Lain, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 107 (1985) 361.
(¢) M.M.T. Khan, S.A. Mirza and H.C. Bajaj, J. Mol. Cat., 37 (1986) 253.

5 (a) P. Pertici, G. Vitulli, C. Bigelli and R. Lazzaroni, J. Organomet. Chem., 275 (1984) 113. (b) M.
Airolidi, G. Deganello, G. Dia and G. Gennaro, Inorg. Chim. Acta, 68 (1983) 179.

6 R.AS. Delgado, N. Valencia, R.M. Silva, A. Androllo and M. Medina, Inorg. Chem., 25 (1986) 1106.

(a) P. Pertici, G. Vitulli, C. Vitulli, C. Carlini and F. Ciardelli, J. Mol. Cat., 11 (1981) 353. (b) R.H.

Fish, J.L. Tan and A.D. Thormodsen, Organometallics, 4 (1985) 1743.

R. Noyori, M. Ohta, Y. Hsiao, M. Kitamura, T. Ohta and H. Takaya, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 108 (1986)

7117.

~

oo



9

10

11

12
13

14
15

16

17

18

19
20

21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

167

(a) K. Yoshinaga, T. Kito and K. Ohkubo, Bull. Chem. Soc. Jpn., 56 (1983) 1786. (b) M. Bianchi, U.
Matteoli, P. Prediani, G. Menchi and F. Piacenti, J. Organomet. Chem., 236 (1982) 375.

(a) J.F. Knifton, J. Chem. Soc., Chem. Commun., (1985) 1412. (b) Y. Kiso and K. Saeki, J.
Organomet. Chem., 303 (1986). (c) B.D. Dombek, Organometallics, 4 (1985) 1707. (d) B.D. Dombek,
J. Am. Chem. Soc., 103 (1981) 6508. (e) J.A. Marsella and G.P. Pez, J. Mol. Cat., 35 (1986) 65.

(a) T. Nakano, Y. Shimada, R. Sako, M. Kayama, H. Matsumoto and Y. Nagai, Chem. Lett., (1982)
1255. (b) H. Nagashima, H. Wakamatsu and K. Itoh, J. Chem. Soc., Chem. Commun., (1984) 652. (c)
W.J. Bland, R. Davis and J.L.A. Durrant, J. Organomet. Chem., 280 (1985) 397.

N. Kamigata, J. Ozaki and M. Kobayashi, J. Org. Chem., 50 (1985) 5045.

(a) J.C. Dobson, W.K. Seok and T.J. Meyer, Inorg. Chem., 25 (1986) 1513. (b) J.T. Groves and R.
Quinn, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 107 (1985) 5790.

M. Suzuki, R. Noyori and N. Hamanaka, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 104 (1982) 2024.

(a) T. Mitsudo, Y. Hori and Y. Watanabe, J. Org. Chem., 50 (1985) 565; (b) T. Mitsudo, Y. Hori and
Y. Watanabe, Bull. Chem. Soc. Jpn., 59 (1986) 3201.

(a) T. Mitsudo, K. Kokuryo, T. Shinsugi, Y. Nakagawa, Y. Watanabe and Y. Takegami, J. Org.
Chem., 44 (1979) 4492. (b) T. Mitsudo, Y. Hori and Y. Watanabe, unpublished results.

(a) T. Mitsudo, Y. Hori and Y. Watanabe, J. Org. Chem., 50 (1985) 1566. (b) T. Mitsudo, Y. Hori, Y.
Yamakawa and Y. Watanabe, Tetrahedron Lett., 27 (1986) 2152. (c) Y. Hori, T. Mitsudo and Y.
Watanabe, Tetrahedron Lett., 27 (1986) 5389; Idem, J. Organomet. Chem., 321 (1987) 397.

(a) P. Pertici, G. Vitulli, M. Paci and L. Porri, J. Chem. Soc., Chem. Commun., (1980) 1961. (b) P.
Pertici and G. Bitulli, Inorg. Syn., 22 (1983) 178. (c) K. Itoh, H. Nagashima, T. Ohshima, N. Ohshima
and H. Nishiyama, J. Organomet. Chem., 272 (1984) 179.

E.O. Fischer and J. Muller, Chem. Ber., 96 (1963) 3217.

P. Pertici, G. Vitulli, R. Lazzaroni, P. Palvodori and P.L. Barili, J. Chem. Soc., Dalton Trans., (1982)
1019.

B. Chaudret and R. Poilblanc, Organometallics, 4 (1985) 1722.

S. Komiya, A. Yamamoto and S. Ikeda, J. Organomet. Chem., 42 (1972) C65.

R.N. Warrener, 1.G. Pitt, D.N. Butler, J. Chem. Soc., Chem. Commun., (1983) 1340.

M. Rotem, Y. Shvo, Organometallics, 2 (1983) 1689.

A.M. Hudrlik, J. Org. Chem., 38 (1973) 4254.

T. Mitsudo, Y. Hori, Y. Yamakawa and Y. Watanabe, J. Org. Chem., in press.

Y. Sasaki and P.H. Dixneuf, J. Chem. Soc., Chem. Commun., (1986) 790.

T. Mutsudo, Y. Hori, Y. Yamakawa and Y. Watanabe, unpublished results.



