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ABSTRACT

Insight derived from a synthetic model, calculated 13C NMR data, and comparison to experimental data indicate that the proposed allenic
structure A, originally assigned to an isolate from Brosimum acutifolium Huber, should be revised to B, a natural product and nonallenic
substance, mururin C.

There are over 150 known allene-containing natural prod-
ucts.1 Among these, the structure assigned to a component
from the bark of Brosimum acutifolium Huber is arguably
the most provocative (A, see above).2 We believe this
structure to be incorrectly assignedsindeed it seems doubtful
that A represents a molecular arrangement isolable under
standard conditionssand we provide evidence that this
substance is identical to mururin C (B).3 Accordingly, we
begin with a discussion of the structural assigment of A, then
turn to the interesting issue of the reactivity of this moiety,
and end with a structural revision.

The original structure assigment of the Brosimum allene,
reported in 2000 by Takashima et al., was based on HRMS
and 1H and 13C NMR data, including two-dimensional NMR
methods.4 Interestingly, the 13C NMR signal at 139 ppm was

assigned to the central allenic carbon of A. The central carbon
signal of allenes normally appears near 200 and often at about
2105 (e.g., 200 for 1,6 217 for 2,6 Figure 1). There are
noteworthy exceptions. Whereas this signal appears at 189
ppm for difluoroallene 3,7 the corresponding signal for the
tetramethoxy derivative 48 appears at 114 and tetrafluoro-
allene 56 appears at 118. Interestingly, related cumulenes,
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e.g., quinoethylenes (Figure 1), are known and highly
unstable in most cases.9 13C NMR data for quinoethylenes
have not been reported.

Our studies began with computational modeling of the 13C
NMR expected for A. Geometry optimizations were per-
formed with B3LYP [6-31G (2d, 2p)] and with HF [6-31G
(2d, 2p)].10 The spectral data were then calculated using
several methods, including B3LYP, mPW1PW91, and HF.11

Although the best fit was found for the B3LYP-optimized
structure with B3LYP computed signals, no data set matched
well. This set is shown along with the experimental data for
A in Table 1 (A(expt) and A(calc)). Comparison of the
observed signal assigned to C7 (139 ppm) to the computed
chemical shift for this carbon (229 ppm) is most noteworthy.
NMR signal prediction is as yet only approximate, but a
differential of 90 ppm is extreme. Moreover, and without
exception, all calculations predict the central allenic carbon
signal of A to be ∼230 ppm.12

The inability to computationally model this signal for A
is in contrast to estimates of the central carbon signals of
allenes 1 and 4 and, to a lesser degree, conformationally
dynamic 5. The calculated values of these allenes are given
in parentheses in Figure 1. It thus appeared that there could
well be a problem with the brosimum allene structural
assigment.

In a series of parallel investigations, we had set about
meeting the synthetic challenge implicit to structure A. The

allene of A is part of a functional array recognizable as an
elaborated p-quinonemethide (6, Scheme 1). The high
reactivity toward nucleophiles of molecules that house the
quinonemethide substructure is recognized as largly a
consequence of aromatization (6 f 7).13 It is not unreason-
able to anticipate this sort of transformation for cumulated
quinonemethides (8 f 9). For A, the presence of the
aldehyde should increase the reactivity of the system toward
nucleophiles. In this regard, the proposed structure of this
substance is most provocative.

Scheme 2 and Table 2 present key data obtained from a
synthetic model study. In principle, a phenol that contains a
suitably positioned leaving group can be induced to eliminate
it to give the brosimum allene arrangement (10 f 11,
Scheme 2).14 The silyl ether derived from aldehyde 12 was
subjected to the action of isopropylmagnesium chloride and
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Figure 1. Allenic 13C NMR signals: (a) calculated chemical shifts
(see text); (b) the calculated shift varies with the C-OMe torsion
angle.

Table 1. Computed and Experimental 13C NMR Signals

position A(expt) A(calc)a B(calc)a B(expt) C(calc)a

1 120.2 105.8 119.2 120.0 121.7
2 105.7 106.1 118.4 105.7 104.1
3 150.1 149.3 145.6 150.1 143.7
4 168.0 171.5 161.8 168.0 146.5
5 147.3 148.3 142.0 147.3 143.8
6 111.5 101.3 105.7 111.5 108.4
7 139.1 229.3 140.5 139.1 132.4
8 117.5 107.7 116.5 117.5 133.9
9 188.5 182.8 179.3 188.5 171.2
1′ 141.6 131.7 138.8 141.6 137.4
2′ 110.1 108.5 113.2 110.1 116.3
3′ 150.1 144.1 141.9 150.1 144.0
4′ 142.7 141.5 138.7 142.7 141.3
5′ 128.5 117.3 128.6 128.5 129.0
6′ 114.3 122.4 114.3 114.3 111.9
7′ 33.6 36.2 35.9 33.6 36.1
8′ 35.9 39.3 38.9 35.9 39.0
9′ 62.3 66.7 67.0 62.3 66.7
3-OMe 56.9 55.0 57.8 56.9 55.3
3′-OMe 56.6 54.9 58.6 56.6 59.3

a GIAO/B3LYP/6-31G (2d, 2p)//B3LYP/6-31G (2d, 2p).

Scheme 1. Parent and Cumulated p-Quinonemethide
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then oxidized to the corresponding ketone (13). Treatment
with N-phenyltriflimide15 gave 14. Importantly, formation
of vinyl sulfonamides related to 14 is known and thought to
proceed by way of onium species related to 8.16 Treatment
of 14 with TBAF gave 15 as an isolable and stable product.

The behavior of 15 under basic conditions is dependent
on solvent, base, and where relevant, added nucleophile
(16-19, Scheme 2). In neutral DMF/H2O, 15 was stable at

room temperature, and no evidence of reaction was observed
over the course of 48 h (entry 1, Table 2). Similarly, 14 was
stable under basic conditions (entry 2). In contrast, over the
course of 20 h, 15 slowly formed 16 (48%, entry 3) under
conditions identical to those of entry 2. Mild acid hydrolysis
of 16 gave ketone 17 (89%) and 15 (92%) (Scheme 2, see
inset).17 Although the apparent rate was slightly different,
the exclusion of water from the reaction and the addition of
excess water did not substantially influence the yield of 16
(entries 4-6, Table 2). The use of either a slight or large
excess of potassium hydroxide also had only a marginal
impact (entries 7 and 8). As shown in entry 9, the use of a
near equivalent amount of phenol, instead of water, gave
only 16, with no evidence of 18. A large excess of base and
phenol, however, gave 18 in 47% yield. Moreover, use of
thiophenol gave 19 in 81% yield.

A mechanistic rationale is depicted in Scheme 3. The
phenoxide derived from deprotonation of 15 could promote

(14) There is a strong analogy between this proposal and quinoneme-
thide-forming eliminations, see for example ref 13. Moreover, oxidative
conversion of 10 (LG ) H) to 11 represents another potential route to this
moiety.

(15) McMurry, J. E.; Scott, W. J. Tetrahedron Lett. 1983, 24, 979.
(16) Potter, G. A.; McCague, R. J. Org. Chem. 1990, 55, 6184 The

major byproduct of this reaction (50%) is the adduct derived from THF
and then N-phenyltrifluoromethanesulfonamide addition to the TBS oxo-
carbenium analogue of 8 (see the Supporting Informationfor details and
characterization of this substance). The use of ether as solvent for this
reaction proved ineffective and gave 14 in 4% isolated yield.

(17) The quality of the DMF was found to be important, as old DMF
gave 17 directly (35-50%).

Scheme 2 Table 2. Reaction of 14 and 15 in DMF

entry triflamide
base

(equiv)
nucleophile

(equiv)
product

(yield, %)

1 15 none H2O (4) no reaction
2 14 K2CO3 (4) H2O (4) no reaction
3 15 K2CO3 (4) H2O (4) 16 (60)
4 15 K2CO3 (4) no added H2O 16 (59)
5 15 K2CO3 (4) H2O (12) 16 (60)
6 15 K2CO3 (4) H2O (10% v/v) 16 (55)
7 15 KOH (4) H2O (4) 16 (45)
8 15 KOH (1) H2O (4) 16 (49)
9 15 K2CO3 (4) PhOH (1) 18 (not formed)

10 15 K2CO3 (14) PhOH (12) 18 (47)
11 15 K2CO3 (4) PhSH (4) 19 (81)

Scheme 3. Mechanistic Rationale
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the loss of sulfonamide and give rise to allenic intermediate
20. Addition of nucleophiles to 20 would lead to the observed
products. The conversion of 15 to 20 is slow; thus, 15 is
present in relative excess to 20 in all cases (entries 3-11).
Depending on the nature of the other nucleophiles present,
unreacted 15 adds to 20 to give 16. According to this
rationale, water and hydroxide must not competitively add
to 20. Phenoxide adds slowly and is competitive at high
concentrations (compare entries 9 and 10), whereas ben-
zenethiolate gives 19 in high yield by rapid and competitive
addition to 20 (entry 11). A closely related pathway may
also be relevant. Radical anion 21 (T 22) may form from
rapid electron transfer from a suitable nucleophile to 20
followed by radical coupling to give the observed products.
This process should be fastest for benzenethiolate, slower
for the phenoxide derived from 15, and even slower for
phenoxide. The other nucleophiles used in this study would
not be good candidates for this pathway under these
conditions. In light of these data, as well as available data
on quinoethylenes and related compounds9 and by analogy
to quinonemethides,13 species like 20 may not be sufficiently
stable for observation and isolation under standard condi-
tions.18

Based on the observations outlined above, we were led to
consider an isomeric structure for the proposed brosimum
allene and quickly arrived at benzofuran derivatives B and
C as possible alternatives (Figure 2). The computed 13C NMR

signals for these compounds are given in Table 1 (B(calc)
and C(calc)). Compound C is not a known substance.
Compound B is mururin C, a natural product recently isolated
from B. acutifolium by Takashima et al.3,19 This structure
assignment was based on HRMS, 1H and 13C NMR,
including 1H-1H COSY, HMQC, and HMBC. The observed
13C NMR signals for B are also shown in Table 1. The
computed carbon signals for B match experiment and, most
importantly, the experimental spectral data for A and B are
identical (compare A(expt), B(calc), and B(expt)).20

The data converge on the following conclusions: the
brosimum allene isolate represented as A is incorrect.
Although an allene in a context such as A or 20 may form
as a transient species, it likely does not represent a molecular
arrangement that can be isolated under standard conditions.
The structure should be revised to B and does not include
allene functionality.
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A., W.; Pilo-Veloso, D. Quim. NoVa. 2004, 27, 371. (m) Takashima, J.;
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Figure 2. Isomers A, B, and C numbered for comparison
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