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Monomeric ruthenium(0) complexes containing redox-coupled dienone ligands were found to catalyze
the regio-selective addition of carboxylic acids or cyclic 1,3-dicarbonyl compounds to propargyl alcohols.
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1. Introduction

Several ruthenium complexes catalyze the Markovnikov addi-
tion of carboxylic acids to alkynes.1 The analogue addition to
propargyl alcohols leads to b-oxopropyl esters by an addition
trans-esterification sequence.2 Ruthenium complexes that cata-
lyze the anti-Markovnikov addition of acids to alkynes remains
limited to a few electron rich examples.3 Concerning the ruthe-
nium-catalyzed anti-Markovnikov addition of carboxylic acids to
propargyl alcohols Dixneuf and co-workers reported the addition
of benzoic acid to terminal tertiary propargyl alcohols using
Ru(g3-methallyl)2(dppe) as the precatalyst.4 The latter reaction
shows a stereo-selectivity favoring the formation of (Z)-hydroxy
enolesters.

Ruthenium cyclopentadienone derivatives provide unique fea-
tures toward catalytic transformations of bi-functional substrates
due to the redox-coupling of the dienone ligand and its basic co-
ordination site. We reported previously that complexes of type 1
catalyze the formation of a- or b-amino ketones, enamino ketones,
aldehydes, ketones, imines, enynes, alkenes, and allenyl carba-
mates from propargyl alcohols.5

While extending our studies on new metal-catalyzed transfor-
mations of propargyl compounds we have now discovered that
complexes of type 1 catalyze the anti-Markovnikov addition of car-
boxylic acids to propargyl alcohols. In contrast to the Dixneuf-sys-
tem4 only (E)-hydroxy enolesters are formed. With vinylogous
ll rights reserved.
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carboxylic acids like cyclic 1,3-dicarbonyl compounds pyran struc-
tures are obtained. Two related ruthenium-catalyzed reactions
have been described. Nishibayashi and co-workers reported the
formation of pyran compounds from terminal secondary aromatic
propargyl alcohols and cyclic 1,3-dicarbonyl compounds catalyzed
by dimeric thiolate bridged complexes.6 Gimeno and co-workers
reported a ruthenium-catalyzed pyran ring formation from termi-
nal or internal secondary aromatic propargyl alcohols with 1,3-
cyclopentanedione while different 1,3-dicarbonyl compounds led
to furan ring formation instead.7
2. Results and discussion

The ruthenium-catalyzed addition of carboxylic acids to terminal
tertiary aromatic or aliphatic propargyl alcohols using 1a
(R = R0 = Ph) or 1b (R = H, R0 = Me) as catalysts leads to high regio-
and stereo-selectivity to (E)-hydoxy enolesters (3). Terminal sec-
ondary propargyl alcohols form b-oxopropyl esters (4) as well due
to low regioselectivity (Scheme 1, Table 1). Internal propargyl alco-
hols remain unreactive under the same reaction conditions. The
transformation does not occur in the absence of the ruthenium
catalyst.

Cyclic 1,3-dicarbonyl compounds add to terminal propargyl
alcohols in the presence of 1a or 1b (2 mol %) to form pyran com-
pounds (5) in some cases accompanied by methylene dihydrofuran
byproducts (6), other regioisomeric products were not detected.
With 1,3-cyclopentanedione the reaction proceeds without an
additive, otherwise CF3COOH (TFA) was used as co-catalyst
(2 mol %) (Scheme 2, Table 2).
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Table 1
Addition of carboxylic acids catalyzed by 1a

Entry R1 R2 R3 Yield 3 (%) Yield 4 (%)

a Me Me Me 52 <1
b Et Me Me 88 <1
c C5H10 Me 85 <1
d Ph Me Me 69 <1
e10 Me H Me 43 48
f Ph H Me 30 59
g Et Me CH@CH2 53 <1
h C5H10 CH@CH2 48 <1
i Et Me CH@CHPh 71 <1
j10 C5H10 CH@CHPh 64 <1
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Scheme 2. Ruthenium-catalyzed addition of 1,3-dicarbonyl compounds to terminal
propargyl alcohols.
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Scheme 1. Ruthenium-catalyzed addition of carboxylic acids to propargyl alcohols.

Table 2
Addition of 1,3-dicarbonyl compounds to terminal propargyl alcohols catalyzed by 1a

Entry R1 R2 1,3-Dicarbonyl compound

a Me Me O

O

b10 Et Me
c C5H10

d10 Ph Me
e Me H
f10 Ph H

g Me Me O

O

h Et Me
i10 C5H10

j Ph Me
k Me H
l Ph H

m Et Me
O

O

n10 C5H10

o10 Et Me

O

O

O

p C5H10
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Secondary and tertiary aromatic or aliphatic terminal propargyl
alcohols are suitable substrates while various internal aliphatic
propargyl alcohols remain unreactive. Aliphatic propargyl alcohols
are not transformed in the absence of the ruthenium complex. The
reaction course of internal aromatic propargyl alcohols depends on
the nature of the substrate. Secondary alcohols like 2q lead to mix-
tures of enones (7) and pyran compounds (5), while tertiary alco-
hols like 2s form enynes (8), dihydrofuran products (6), and the
regioisomeric pyran compounds 9 accompanied by isomers like
10 in some cases (Scheme 3).

Aromatic propargyl alcohols undergo TFA-catalyzed benzylic
substitution without the ruthenium catalyst to yield the propargy-
lated compound 11, as the sole product in case of secondary educt
2q (Scheme 4). The acid catalyzed dehydration of 2s to yield 8s and
the following cycloaddition of 8s with phenols to yield 2-H-chrom-
enes was reported previously by Sartori and co-workers and is clo-
sely related to the formation of compound 9.8

Pyran ring formation from acyclic 1,3-dicarbonyl compounds
that form inner chelates in unpolar solvents was not observed. Ter-
minal aliphatic propargyl alcohols like ethynylcyclohexanol (2c)
form conjugated enynes 8 accompanied by terminal alkenes 12
in the absence of a suitable nucleophile instead (Scheme 5). This
transformation does not occur without the ruthenium catalyst.
Ruthenium-catalyzed formation of pyrans or furans from enyne
8c and 1,3-dicarbonyl compounds in the presence of 1a (2 mol %)
and TFA (2 mol %) could not be detected.
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Scheme 3. Transformations of internal aromatic propargyl alcohols.
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Scheme 6. Postulated catalytic cycles for terminal substrates.
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Due to the fact that internal aliphatic propargyl alcohols as well
as aliphatic enynes like 8c remain unreactive and in accordance
with our previous results5 we assume that the ruthenium-cata-
lyzed-additions of carboxylic acids or cyclic 1,3-dicarbonyl com-
pounds to terminal propargyl alcohols are initiated by chelating
co-ordination of the propargyl alcohol to the 16-electron metal
species (A) followed by the formation of ruthenium vinylidene
complex B or allenylidene species C. Nucleophilic addition of a li-
gand-co-ordinated carboxylic acid at the Ca atom of vinylidene
complex B should occur trans-selective from the less hindered site
to give alkenyl complex D that liberates product 3. Nucleophilic
addition of a co-ordinated cyclic 1,3-dicarbonyl compound should
occur at the Cc atom of allenylidene complex C followed by cycli-
zation of the resulting vinylidene species to give alkenyl complex
E (Scheme 6).

The side products 4 and 6 could be driven from p-complexed
terminal alkynes (analogues to A) that may be formed from vinyl-
idene intermediates. The TFA needed as a co-catalyst in some cases
may enhance the solubility of cyclic 1,3-diketones in toluene, pro-
mote the dehydration step of the allenylidene formation, and en-
hance the electrophilicity of the ruthenium center by protonation
of the dienone ligand.

The transformation of internal aromatic propargyl alcohols may
be initiated by TFA-catalyzed benzylic substitution. The following
ruthenium-catalyzed cyclization could occur from the p-com-
plexed alkyne F leading to methylene dihydrofuran compound 6
in case of quartary substrates like 11t (Scheme 6, pathway a). Ter-
tiary substrates like 11r may undergo a 1,2-hydrogene shift prior
to cyclization of the resulting unsaturated alkenyl complex G to
give allyl complex H that liberates pyran compound 5 (Scheme 7,
pathway b). A related hydrogene shift was reported previously.5b,9

Competing hydrolysis of the alkenyl intermediate leads to Meyer-
Schuster product 7.

3. Conclusion

In summary, we have demonstrated that monomeric cyclopen-
tadienone complexes of type 1 are suitable catalysts for regio-
selective additions of carboxylic acids or cyclic 1,3-dicarbonyl
compounds to various terminal propargyl alcohols. The reaction
mechanisms may involve the formation of neutral vinylidene or
allenylidene species. The transformation of internal aromatic prop-
argyl alcohols proceeds by different substrate-dependent path-
ways. Mechanistic details regarding intermediates of the catalytic
cycles, stereochemical aspects, redox-coupling of the dienone li-
gand, and the role of its basic co-ordination site are currently under
investigation.

4. General procedure

Compound 1a (0.02 mmol) was dissolved in toluene (1 mL)
mixed with a solution of TFA in toluene (20 lL, 1 M) if necessary
and propargyl alcohol (1 mmol) as well as the nucleophilic compo-
nent (1 mmol) were added. The mixture was stirred at 100 �C for
3 h under argon. Aqueous work-up and chromatography on silica
furnished the purified products.
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