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ABSTRACT: A practical one-step method has been developed to prepare α-
chloroketones from readily available, inexpensive phenylacetic acid derivatives.
The method utilizes the unique reactivity of an intermediate Mg−enolate
dianion, which displays selectivity for the carbonyl carbon of chloromethyl
carbonyl electrophiles. Decarboxylation of the intermediate occurs spontaneously
during the reaction quench. The utility of the reaction products has been demonstrated through the total synthesis of the natural
product cimiracemate B.

Chloromethyl ketones are valuable intermediates for the
synthesis of more complex targets. For example, they

serve as precursors to chiral epoxides,1 γ-diketones,2 and
imidazoles.3 Their importance to pharmaceuticals is illustrated
by their use in the industrial syntheses of HIV protease
inhibitors.4 Furthermore, both carbons of this moiety possess
potential electrophilic reactivity via either 1,2-addition to the
carbonyl or SN2 displacement of the chloride. Numerous
methods have been developed to access these compounds,
including but not limited to Friedel−Crafts acylation5 or Cu-
mediated coupling of arylzinc species6 with chloroacetyl
chloride. These methods are suitable for accessing acetophe-
none derivatives. Phenylacetone or other unconjugated ketone
products are typically prepared by, for example, the addition of
HCl to β-keto sulfur ylides,7 reaction of α-diazo ketones with
HCl,8 and chlorination of methyl ketones.9,10 During the course
of our work to develop a synthesis of a recent clinical drug
candidate, we required a scalable method to access α-chloro-
ketone 3. The use of inexpensive and readily available of 4-Cl-
phenylacetic acid offered an attractive option. However, the
application of reported methodologies7−10 would have required
2−3 steps (including ester formation). In this Note we report
the successful development of a novel, practical one-step
procedure for this transformation from inexpensive, commer-
cially available arylacetic acids.
Our initial studies sought to utilize an approach analogous to

Masamune’s β-keto ester synthesis11 whereby the desired
ketone was revealed following decarboxylation of a reactive
intermediate. This has been successfully demonstrated (eq 1) in
the case of α-chloro ketones using the enolate dianion derived
from chloroacetic acid (1).12 When applied to our substrate
ester 2, however, the yield of 3 was <5% (eq 2). We
hypothesized that the di-Mg enolate anion derived from 1 was
quenched by the acidic benzylic methylene protons of 2,
resulting in a net lack of desired reactivity.
Seeking to utilize the acidity of 2 and related compounds to

our advantage, we examined the reversal of the nucleophile/
electrophile pairing.13 This approach had the advantage of
being a one-step procedure, since esterification of the acid

starting material was not required. The first electrophile we
investigated was ethyl chloroacetate (5) (Table 1, entries 1−4),
which afforded an optimal yield when used in combination with
the dianionic-magnesium enolate derived from deprotonation
with i-PrMgCl (entry 4). No significant impurities or
byproducts were observed by HPLC assay: the mass balance
was believed to be accounted for by proton transfer between
ethyl chloroacetate and the enolate.14 Use of chloroacetyl
chloride as the electrophile failed to afford any desired product
(Table 1, entry 5). The investigation was then extended to
commercially available α-chloro Weinreb amide 6. Deprotona-
tion of 4 with i-PrMgCl followed by addition of 6 led, after
appropriate quenching,15 to 3 in 92% yield (entry 9).16 The
dramatic effect of utilizing the Weinreb amide was, to the best
of our knowledge, unknown and hence became the subject of
our studies.17

While the reaction between dianionic enolates of phenyl-
acetic acids and Weinreb amides has been reported,18 the use of
Weinreb amides with two potentially reactive moieties (as in 6)
was unknown. Furthermore, chloroacetic acid derived electro-
philes such as 5 and 6 typically afford Cl displacement products
when reacted with enolates19 and enamines.20 This SN2
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displacement was also observed in the pertinent example of a
Li-dianion of styrylacetic acid,21 as well as phenylacetone
derivatives.22 Thus, the use of a di-Mg-dianion with 6
engendered a unique mode of reactivity to access the 1,2-
carbonyl addition product (α-Cl ketone).
To further understand the reactivity of the presumed di-Mg-

dianion, we studied additional electrophiles related to 6 that
can form stable tetrahedral intermediates following 1,2-carbonyl
addition.23 Examination of morpholine amide 7 (Table 2, entry

1) afforded carboxylic acid 8 exclusively in 50% yield.24 This
result was consistent with the lack of reactivity between 4 and
morpholine amide 9 (entry 2). The observation of 8 suggested
the possibility of an analogous product in the formation of 3
using 6 (Table 1, entry 9); re-examination of the HPLC and
HPLC-MS data suggested that while the SN2 product was
formed as a minor impurity, the selectivity for the carbonyl
addition product was >95:5. The clean reaction with ethyl
acetate (Table 2, entry 3) to afford 4-Cl-phenylacetone in 61%
yield was fully consistent with the results from use of ethyl
chloroacetate (Table 1, entry 4).
Having established the Weinreb amide 6 as an optimal

coupling partner to obtain our desired α-chloro-phenylacetone,
we next investigated the scope and limitations of this process

(Table 3). The reaction conditions are tolerant of aryl halides
(entries 2−4), electron-donating groups (entries 5−7),

electron-withdrawing groups (entries 8−10), and ortho-
substitution (entry 5). The presence of strong electron-
donating/-withdrawing groups at the 2- and 4-positions
impacted the yield, as demonstrated by the yield difference
between entries 8 and 9. Use of MTBE as a cosolvent was
critical for the success of these reactions, as reactions run in
THF alone showed variability. The cause of this effect is not
fully understood but appears to be related to stabilization of the
di-Mg-enolate. Under these conditions, good to excellent yields
were obtained over the wide range of aryl-substituted
phenylacetic acids.25,26

In entries 5 and 8, where electronic effects were pronounced,
byproducts resulting from SN2 displacement of the chloride
were observed. In the case of entry 5, full conversion of 6 was

Table 1. Survey of Bases and Electrophilesa

entry base X yieldb

1 i-Pr2NLi OEt (5) 32%
2 (Me3Si)2NNa OEt (5) −
3 i-Pr2NMgCl OEt (5) 62%
4 i-PrMgCl OEt (5) 72%
5 i-PrMgCl Cl −
6 i-Pr2NLi (MeO)NMe (6) 14%
7 (Me3Si)2NNa (MeO)NMe (6) −
8 i-Pr2NMgCl (MeO)NMe (6) 64%
9 i-PrMgCI (MeO)NMe (6) 89%

aConditions: 1.3 equiv of acid, 2.6 equiv of i-PrMgCI, THF/MTBE;
then electrophile (1.0 equiv). bAssay yield determined by dilution of
the crude quenched reaction solution to a known volume, and
comparison (using HPLC) of the product concentration to that of a
standard solution of known concentration prepared from analytically
pure desired product.

Table 2. Expanded Survey of Electrophilesa

entry base X R
yieldb (CO
addition)

yieldb

(SN2)

1 i-PrMgCl morpholine Cl (7)  50% (8)
2 i-PrMgCl morpholine Me (9)  
3 i-PrMgCl OEt H 61% 

aConditions: 1.3 equiv of acid, 2.6 equiv of iPrMgCI, THF/MTBE;
then electrophile (1.0 equiv). bAssay yield determined by dilution of
the crude quenched reaction solution to a known volume, and
comparison (using HPLC) of the product concentration to that of a
standard solution of known concentration prepared from analytically
pure desired product.

Table 3. α-Chloroketone Formation from Phenylacetic
Acidsa

aConditions: 1.3 equiv of acid, 2.6 equiv of iPrMgCI, THF/MTBE;
then 6 (1.0 equiv). bAssay yield determined by dilution of the crude
quenched reaction solution to a known volume, and comparison (by
HPLC) of the product concentration to that of a standard solution of
known concentration prepared from analytically pure desired product.
cProduct was Isolated via silica gel chromatography. dMTBE excluded
due to solubility.
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achieved and the mass balance was accounted for by a product
derived from SN2 chloride displacement.27 For entry 8 a 2:1
ratio of 16:19 (by HPLC assay)28 was obtained under our
standard reaction conditions (Scheme 1).29 In all other cases,
the selectivity was ≥95:5.30

The reactions were quenched by inverse addition into a
solution of 15% aqueous citric acid.31 With the appropriate
selection of aqueous volume,32 breakdown of the tetrahedral
intermediate and decarboxylation occurred spontaneously at
ambient temperatures. Key to the decarboxylation was to
maintain an aqueous pH of 3.5 to 5.5; at lower pH the
decarboxylation was sluggish, while at higher pH Mg salts could
precipitate and complicate phase separation. Decarboxylation is
presumed to proceed via intermediate keto-carboxylate 20. This
latter argument is based on the observed pH-dependency of the
process (Scheme 2). Following workup,33 the crude organic
stream was typically >95% pure, from which the α-chloro
ketone could be crystallized or purified via column chromatog-
raphy.

During the workup, care was taken to not expose the product
to strong bases such as hydroxide. This was based on the
tendency for the α-chloro ketones to undergo selective
Favorskii rearrangement (eq 3).34 Use of weaker bases such
as K2CO3 effectively minimized the rate of rearrangement.35

We have also extended this methodology to include aromatic
heterocycles (Table 4). The reaction conditions were tolerant
of furan, pyridine, benzo[b]thiophene, and oxazole moieties. In
entry 1, the mass balance was accounted for by an SN2 product
analogous to 19.36 All other substrates were formed with >95:5
selectivity.
To demonstrate the utility of the 1-chloro-3-phenylacetone

products, we have prepared the benzylpyrrole 26. This class of
products is of considerable interest for pharmaceutical
applications.37 Use of a modified one-pot Hantzch pyrrole
synthesis38 was adopted, whereby 11 was sequentially treated
with tert-butyl acetoacetate and DBU, followed by the addition
of MeOH and NH4OAc to the crude unquenched reaction
(Scheme 3). In the event, pyrrole 26 was obtained in 72% yield.
We have also elaborated a 1-chloro-3-phenylacetone

derivative in the synthesis of the rare natural product
cimiracemate B (31, Scheme 5).39 Cimiracemates A39 and B,

along with petasiphenol,40 are structurally analogous phenyl-
propanoid ester components of traditional medicine41 that
exhibit antimutagenic potential (Scheme 4). In addition, the

cimitracemates have been studied as a treatment for
inflammation42 and osteoporosis.43 Phenylacetic acid 2744

was doubly deprotonated with i-PrMgCl and reacted with 6
to furnish 28 in 76% yield (Scheme 5). SN2 displacement of the
chloride with trans-ferulic acid (29), followed by ortho-ester
deprotection, afforded cimiracemate B (31) in 85% yield over
two steps.45 This sequence should be readily adaptable to the
preparation of cimiracemate A and petasiphenol.
In summary, we have demonstrated an efficient one step

synthesis of 1-chloro-3-phenylacetone derivatives from phenyl-
acetic acids. This novel method takes advantage of the reactivity
of an intermediate Mg−enolate dianion, which displays
selectivity for the carbonyl carbon of chloromethyl carbonyl
electrophiles. Spontaneous room temperature decarboxylation

Scheme 1

Scheme 2

Table 4. α-Chloroketones from Heteroarylacetic Acidsa

aConditions: 1.3 equiv of acid, 2.6 equiv of iPrMgCI, THF/MTBE;
then 6 (1.0 equiv). bAssay yield determined by dilution of the crude
quenched reaction solution to a known volume, and comparison (by
HPLC) of the product concentration to that of a standard solution of
known concentration prepared from analytically pure desired product.

Scheme 3. Synthesis of a Benzyl Pyrrole

Scheme 4. Phenylpropanoid Natural Products
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during the workup contributes to the efficiency of the process.
The conditions have also been extended to heterocyclic
arylacetic acids. The utility of the products has been
demonstrated in the preparation of a 2-benzyl-pyrrole via the
Hantzch reaction and in the concise total synthesis of
cimiracemate B.

■ EXPERIMENTAL SECTION
General Methods. Reagents and solvents were obtained from

commercial sources and were used as received. Chromatography was
performed using silica gel (70−230 mesh), using reagent grade
solvents which were used as received. 1H NMR spectra were recorded
using 400 or 500 MHz spectrometers unless otherwise noted, using
the CDCl3 resonance as an internal standard measured at 7.26 ppm.
13C NMR spectra were recorded on 100 or 125 MHz spectrometers
unless otherwise noted, using the CDCl3 resonance as an internal
standard measured at 77.0 ppm. High-resolution mass spectrometry
(HRMS) for compounds 11 and 22 was performed using a GC-TOF-
MS mass spectrometer in chemical ionization (CI) mode using
methane as a reagent gas.46 High-resolution mass spectrometry for all
other compounds was performed on an HPLC-TOF-ESI mass
spectrometer in positive ion mode. All manipulations were carried
out under an inert atmosphere of nitrogen using standard Schlenk
techniques unless otherwise noted. All phenylacetic acids and i-
PrMgCl solutions were purchased from commercial sources. Weinreb
amide 6 was available from commercial sources but was prepared as
described. Morpholine amides 7 and 9, as well as authentic samples of
4-chloro-phenylacetone and 2-naphthalenepropanoic acid (21) were
purchased from commercial sources.
HPLC assays were performed using a method with the following

conditions: Ascentis Express C18 column; 4.6 mm × 100 mm, 2.7 μm
particle size, 40 °C, flow rate of 1.5 mL/min consisting of a mobile
phase comprised of MeCN and 0.1% by volume aqueous H3PO4;
gradient 10% MeCN ramp to 95% MeCN over 5 min, then isocratic
95% MeCN for 2 min, with integration based on spectra recorded at
the 210 nm wavelength. Assay yields were determined by quantitative
dilution of the crude product stream of a known volume, followed by
subjection to HPLC analysis. Comparison of the area under the curve
of the diluted sample to that of a sample of known concentration
prepared from the analytically pure authentic product allowed
calculation of the total amount of the desired product. Alternatively,
when the product was isolated via crystallization, the assay yield was
determined by combining the mass of the analytically pure isolate with
the desired product lost to the combined liquors (filtered supernatant
plus washes). The loss was determined as described above for the
assay yield, utilizing a standard prepared from the isolate.
Synthesis of 6. (MeO)MeNH2Cl (107 g, 1.1 mol) was added to a

stirring biphasic solution composed of MTBE (800 mL) and K2CO3
(166 g, 1.2 mol) in H2O (500 mL). Chloroacetyl chloride (113 g, 79.5
mL, 1.0 mol) was added dropwise over 60 min at a rate such that Ti <
30 °C. The resulting biphasic solution was stirred for 6 h at Ti = 22 °C.
The biphasic solution was transferred to a separatory funnel, and the
phases were separated. The aqueous phase was extracted with EtOAc
(2 × 100 mL). The combined organic phases were dried over MgSO4

and filtered. The resulting solution was concentrated to dryness to
afford an oil that crystallized upon standing. The solid was slurried
with hexanes (150 mL) for 2 h and filtered to afford 107 g of the
desired product as a white solid which assayed at >99.9 wt % purity
(78% yield). The identity was confirmed by comparison of the
spectroscopic data to those of commercially available material
according to 1H NMR, 13C NMR, and HPLC MS.

Representative Procedure for the Synthesis of α-Chloroke-
tones.47 A slurry of 4-chlorophenylacetic acid (2.30 g, 13.5 mmol) in
MTBE (8.5 mL) was cooled to Ti = −10 °C. i-PrMgCl (26.0 mmol,
14.3 mL of 1.82 M in THF) was added over 30 min, maintaining Ti =
−10 to −2 °C. When the addition was complete, the resulting solution
was warmed to Ti = 20−25 °C and aged for 1 h. The slurry was then
recooled to Ti = 0 °C, and a solution of 6 (1.375 g, 10.0 mmol) in
MTBE (6 mL) was added over 15 min, maintaining Ti = 0−5 °C.
Following an additional 60 min age at Ti = 0−5 °C, the HPLC assay
(area under the curve) showed no remaining 6. The reaction mixture
was inverse quenched into 15% citric acid (20 mL), maintaining Ti <
35 °C. The biphasic mixture was stirred for 10 min at Ti = 22 °C to
achieve complete decarboxylation. The resulting solution was
transferred to a separatory funnel, and the phases were separated.
The aqueous phase was extracted with MTBE (10 mL). The combined
organic phases were washed with 10% K2CO3 (3 × 10 mL). The
resulting organic phase was washed with brine (10 mL) and then dried
over MgSO4 and filtered. The filtered solution was concentrated to a
solid which was slurried (with stirring) in a mixture of MTBE (0.25
mL) and n-heptane (10 mL) for 4 h. The slurry was filtered, and the
cake was displaced with n-heptane (2 mL). Drying under vacuum with
an N2 sweep afforded 1.70 g of 3 as a white solid; mp = 61.8−63.1 °C.
An assay of the liquors showed a loss of 0.105 g. Thus, the assay yield
of 3 was 1.81 g (89% assay yield). 1H NMR (500 MHz, CDCl3): δ
7.37−7.33 (m, 2H), 7.20−7.16 (m, 2H), 4.13 (s, 2H), 3.91 (s, 2H);
13C{1H} NMR (125 MHz, CDCl3): δ 199.5, 133.4, 131.4, 130.9,
129.0, 47.8, 45.8; HRMS [M + H]+ for C9H8Cl2O calcd 203.0025,
found 203.0033.

2-(4-Chlorophenyl)-4-morpholino-4-oxobutanoic Acid (8).
As in the representative procedure, a solution of 4-chlorophenylacetic
acid (1.38 g, 8.2 mmol) in MTBE (10 mL) was treated with i-PrMgCl
(16.0 mmol, 8.8 mL of 1.82 M in THF); a solution of 7 (1.63 g, 10.0
mmol) in MTBE (5 mL) and THF (2 mL) was added. Following the
standard workup, the product was extracted from MTBE by washing
the combined organic phases with 10% K2CO3 (3 × 10 mL). The
resulting organic phase was discarded. The pH of the aqueous phase
was adjusted to pH = 2 using 6 N HCl, and the product was extracted
with CH2Cl2 (2 × 10 mL). The combined organic phases were washed
with brine (10 mL), then dried over MgSO4, and filtered.
Concentration of the CH2Cl2 solution, with a solvent switch to
EtOH, resulted in crystallization of 8 (879 mg, 50% yield) as a white
solid; mp = 157.1−158.0 °C. An assay of the liquors showed a loss of
271 mg. Thus, the assay yield of 8 was 1.15 g (50% based on
theoretical 7.8 mmol); 1H NMR (500 MHz, d6-dmso): δ 12.31 (s,
1H), 7.40−7.37 (m, 2H), 7.36−7.33 (m, 2H), 3.96 (dd, J1 = 10.4. Hz,
J2 = 4.4 Hz, 1H), 3.60−3.33 (m, 8H), 3.10 (dd, J1 = 16.4 Hz, J2 = 10.5
Hz, 1H), 2.59 (dd, J1 = 16.4 Hz, J2 = 4.4 Hz, 1H); 13C{1H} NMR (125
MHz, d6-dmso): δ 174.4, 169.4, 138.6, 132.2, 130.3, 128.9, 66.5, 46.8,
45.6, 40.5 36.5; HRMS [M + H]+ for C14H16ClNO4 calcd 298.0841,
found 298.0834.

1-Chloro-3-(naphthalen-2-yl)propan-2-one (10). As in the
representative procedure, a slurry of 2-naphthylacetic acid (2.51 g,
13.5 mmol) in MTBE (9 mL) and THF (6 mL) was treated with i-
PrMgCl (26.0 mmol, 14.3 mL of 1.82 M in THF); a solution of 6
(1.375 g, 10.0 mmol) in MTBE (5 mL) and THF (2 mL) was added.
Following the typical workup, the dried, filtered solution was
concentrated to a solid which was slurried (with stirring) in a mixture
of MTBE (1 mL) and n-heptane (19 mL) for 4 h. Filtration afforded
1.835 g of 10 as a white solid; mp = 84.2−85.1 °C. An assay of the
liquors showed a loss of 0.167 g. Thus, the assay yield of 10 was 2.00 g
(92% assay yield). 1H NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3): δ 7.86−7.78 (m,
3H), 7.72−7.68 (m, 1H), 7.53−7.45 (m, 2H), 7.33 (dd, J1 = 8.5 Hz, J2
= 1.8 Hz, 1H), 4.15 (s, 2H), 4.06 (s, 2H); 13C{1H} NMR (100 MHz,

Scheme 5. Total Synthesis of Cimiracemate B
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CDCl3): δ 199.8, 133.4, 132.5, 130.3, 128.6, 128.3, 127.6, 127.6, 127.1,
126.4, 126.0, 47.7, 46.9; HRMS [M + H]+ for C13H11ClO calcd
219.0571, found 219.0573.
1-Chloro-3-(4-fluorophenyl)propan-2-one (11). As in the

representative procedure, a solution of 4-fluorophenylacetic acid
(1.815 g, 11.78 mmol) in MTBE (6.5 mL) was treated with i-PrMgCl
(22.7 mmol, 12.5 mL of 1.82 M in THF); a solution of 6 (1.20 g, 8.72
mmol) in MTBE (4.5 mL) was added. After typical workup, the
filtered solution was diluted to a 50 mL total in a volumetric flask and
assayed for a 1.548 g total (95% assay yield). Concentration to dryness
afforded a solid that was slurried in n-heptane (3 mL) for 2 h.
Filtration afforded 1.40 g of 11 as a white solid; mp = 38.3−40.6 °C.
An assay of the liquors showed a loss of 0.148 g of 11. 1H NMR (400
MHz, CDCl3): δ 7.22−7.16 (m, 2H), 7.07−7.00 (m, 2H), 4.11 (s,
2H), 3.88 (s, 2H); 13C{1H} NMR (100 MHz, CDCl3): δ 199.5, 161.9
(d, JC−F = 245.9 Hz), 130.9 (d, JC−F = 8.1 Hz), 128.5 (d, JC−F = 3.6
Hz), 115.4 (d, JC−F = 21.7 Hz), 47.7, 45.4 ; HRMS [M + H]+ for
C9H8ClFO calcd 187.0320, found 187.0325.
1-(3-Bromophenyl)-3-chloropropan-2-one (12). As in the

representative procedure, a solution of 3-bromophenylacetic acid
(2.90 g, 13.5 mmol) in MTBE (8.5 mL) was treated with i-PrMgCl
(26.0 mmol, 14.3 mL of 1.82 M in THF); a solution of 6 (1.375 g,
10.0 mmol) in MTBE (4.5 mL) was added. After inverse quenching
into citric acid (20 mL), the pH was adjusted from 3.2 to 4 0.0 by
adding 5 N NaOH. Completion of the typical workup and
concentration of the crude solution afforded 2.29 g of 12 (9.30
mmol, 93% yield) as an oil (12 on occasion would crystallize to a solid
that melted near ambient temperature). 1H NMR (500 MHz, CDCl3):
δ 7.43 (ddd, J1 = 7.9 Hz, J2 = 3.3 Hz, J3 = 1.9 Hz, 1H), 7.38 (dd, J1 =
2.3 Hz, J2 = 1.9 Hz, 1H), 7.21 (dd, J1 = J2 = 7.9 Hz, 1H), 7.16−7.13
(m, 1H), 4.12 (s, 3H), 3.87 (s, 2H); 13C{1H} NMR (125 MHz,
CDCl3): δ 199.3, 135.0, 132.5, 130.6, 130.4, 128.2, 122.8, 47.8, 46.0;
HRMS [M + H]+ for C9H8BrClO calcd 246.9520, found 246. 9517.
1-Chloro-3-(2-methoxyphenyl)propan-2-one (13). As in the

representative procedure, a solution of 3-methoxyphenylacetic acid
(2.24 g, 13.5 mmol) in MTBE (9 mL) and THF (6 mL) was treated
with i-PrMgCl (26.0 mmol, 14.3 mL of 1.82 M in THF); a solution of
6 (1.375 g, 10.0 mmol) in MTBE (4.5 mL) and THF (2 mL) was
added. Following the typical workup, purification by silica gel
chromatography (0 to 30% gradient of ethyl acetate/hexanes)
afforded, after concentration, 1.49 g of 13 (7.485 mmol, 75% yield)
as a colorless oil. 1H NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3): δ 7.29 (ddd, J1 = J2 =
8.0 Hz, J3 = 1.6 Hz, 1H), 7.16 (dd, J1 = 7.4 Hz, J2 = 1.6 Hz, 1H), 6.94
(ddd, J1 = J2 = 7.4 Hz, J3 = 0.9 Hz, 1H), 6.91−6.87 (m, 1H), 4.17 (s,
2H), 3.82 (s, 2H), 3.82 (s, 3H); 13C{1H} NMR (100 MHz, CDCl3): δ
199.8, 157.0, 131.1, 128.9, 122.1, 120.7, 110.4, 55.2, 48.2, 41.9; HRMS
[M + H]+ for C10H11ClO2 calcd 199.0520, found 199.0520.
1-Chloro-3-(3-methoxyphenyl)propan-2-one (14). As in the

representative procedure, a solution of 3-methoxyphenylacetic acid
(2.24 g, 13.5 mmol) in MTBE (9 mL) and THF (6 mL) was treated
with i-PrMgCl (26.0 mmol, 14.3 mL of 1.82 M in THF); a solution of
6 (1.375 g, 10.0 mmol) in MTBE (4.5 mL) and THF (2 mL) was
added. Following the typical workup, purification by silica gel
chromatography (0 to 30% gradient of ethyl acetate/hexanes)
afforded, after concentration, 1.72 g of 14 (8.67 mmol, 87% yield)
as a colorless oil. 1H NMR (400 MHz, d6-dmso): δ 7.23 (dd, J1 = J2 =
7.9 Hz, 1H), 6.85−6.80 (m, 1H), 6.80−6.74 (m, 2H), 4.61 (s, 2H),
3.83 (s, 2H), 3.73 (s, 3H); 13C{1H} NMR (100 MHz, d6-dmso): δ
199.4, 159.2, 153.3, 129.3, 121.9, 115.4, 112.2, 54.9, 49.1, 45.7; HRMS
[M + H]+ for C10H11ClO2 calcd 199.0520, found 199.0525.
1-(Benzo[d][1,3]dioxol-5-yl)-3-chloropropan-2-one (15). As

in the representative procedure, a solution of 3,4-(methylenedioxy)-
phenylacetic acid (3.92 g, 31.75 mmol) in MTBE (20 mL) and THF
(10 mL) was treated with i-PrMgCl (43.5 mmol, 25.0 mL of 1.74 M in
THF); a solution of 6 (2.30 g, 16.73 mmol) in THF (8 mL) was
added. After 30 min, the reaction mixture was inverse quenched into
15% citric acid (30 mL), and the resulting pH = 3.2 aqueous phase was
treated with 5 N NaOH until pH = 4.0. Otherwise typical workup
(modified as follows: 10 mL MTBE extraction, 3 × 15 mL wash with
10% K2CO3 and 20 mL brine wash) afforded, after concentration, a

solid which was slurried (with stirring) in a mixture of EtOAc (7 mL)
and n-heptane (14 mL) for 2 h. The slurry was filtered, and the cake
was displaced with 1:2 EtOAc/n-heptane (8 mL) and then n-heptane
(6 mL). Drying under vacuum with an N2 sweep afforded 2.12 g of 15
as a white solid; mp = 46.0−48.6 °C. An assay of the liquors showed a
loss of 0.460 g. Thus, the assay yield of 15 was 2.58 g (12.13 mmol,
73% assay yield). 1H NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3): δ 6.78 (d, J = 8.0 Hz,
1H), 6.71 (d, J = 1.8 Hz, 1H), 6.67 (dd, J1 = 8.0 Hz, J2 = 1.8 Hz, 1H),
5.96 (s, 2H), 4.11 (s, 2H), 3.80 (s, 2H); 13C{1H} NMR (100 MHz,
CDCl3): δ 200.0, 148.0, 147.0, 126.2, 122.6, 109.7, 108.5, 101.1, 47.5,
46.3; HRMS [M + H]+ for C10H9ClO3 calcd 213.0313, found
213.0311.

4-(3-Chloro-2-oxopropyl)benzonitrile (16). As in the repre-
sentative procedure, a solution of 4-cyanophenylacetic acid (1.08 g,
6.70 mmol) in THF (10 mL) was treated with i-PrMgCl (13.26 mmol,
7.15 mL of 1.82 M in THF); a solution of 6 (0.688 g, 5.0 mmol) in
THF (4 mL) was added. After typical workup, the filtered solution was
concentrated to a solid mixture of 6 and 16. This mixture was slurried
in MTBE (4 mL), and n-heptane (4 mL) was added over 1 h. The
resulting slurry was stirred for 2 h and then filtered. The cake was
displacement-washed with 1:1 MTBE/n-heptane (1 mL) and then n-
heptane (1 mL). Drying under vacuum with an N2 sweep afforded 416
mg of 16 as a white solid; mp = 95.5−96.4 °C. An assay of the liquors
showed a loss of 38 mg. Thus, the assay yield of 16 was 454 mg (2.345
mmol, 47% assay yield). 1H NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3): δ 7.68−7.61
(m, 2H), 7.37−7.31 (m, 2H), 4.13 (s, 2H), 4.00 (s, 2H); 13C{1H}
NMR: (100 MHz, CDCl3) δ 198.7, 138.1, 132.2, 130.3, 118.5, 111.2,
47.8, 46.0; HRMS [M + H]+ for C10H8ClNO calcd 194.0367, found
194.0364.

3-(3-Chloro-2-oxopropyl)benzonitrile (17). As in the repre-
sentative procedure, a solution of 3-cyanophenylacetic acid (2.17 g,
13.5 mmol) in MTBE (10 mL) and THF (6 mL) was treated with i-
PrMgCl (26.0 mmol, 14.3 mL of 1.82 M in THF); a solution of 6
(1.375 g, 10.0 mmol) in MTBE (5 mL) and THF (2 mL) was added.
After typical workup, the filtered solution was concentrated to a solid
mixture of 6 and 16. This mixture was slurried in MTBE (6 mL) for 5
h and then filtered. The cake was displacement-washed with MTBE (3
mL). Drying under vacuum with an N2 sweep afforded 1.005 g of 17 as
a white solid; mp = 94.0−96.0 °C. An assay of the liquors showed a
loss of 333 mg. Thus, the assay yield of 17 was 1.338 g (6.91 mmol,
69% assay yield). 1H NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3): δ 7.63−7.57 (m, 1H),
7.54−7.50 (m, 1H), 7.49−7.44 (m, 2H), 4.14 (s, 2H), 3.98 (s, 2H);
13C{1H} NMR (100 MHz, CDCl3): δ 199.0, 134.3, 134.2, 133.1,
129.6, 118.5, 112.9, 47.8, 45.5; HRMS [M + H]+ for C10H8ClNO calcd
194.0367, found 193.0365.

1-Chloro-3-(3-(trifluoromethyl)phenyl)propan-2-one (18). As
in the representative procedure, a solution of 3-trifluoromethylphenyl-
acetic acid (2.76 g, 13.5 mmol) in MTBE (10 mL) was treated with i-
PrMgCl (26.0 mmol, 17.5 mL of 1.48 M in THF); a solution of 6
(1.375 g, 10.0 mmol) in THF (7 mL) was added. After typical workup,
the filtered solution was concentrated to a solid which was slurried in
MTBE (0.5 mL) and n-heptane (3 mL) and stirred for 1 h before the
slurry was filtered. The cake was displacement-washed with n-heptane
(3.5 mL). Drying under vacuum with an N2 sweep afforded 1.674 g of
18 (7.07 mmol, 71% yield) as a white solid; mp = 41.3−43.3 °C. 1H
NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3): δ 7.60−7.56 (m, 1H), 7.53−7.48 (m, 2H),
7.45−7.41 (m, 1H), 4.16 (s, 2H), 4.02 (s, 2H); 13C{1H} NMR (100
MHz, CDCl3): δ 199.3, 133.7, 133.0, 131.1 (q, JC−F = 32.5 Hz), 129.3,
126.3 (q, JC−F = 3.8 Hz), 124.3 (q, JC−F = 3.8 Hz), 123.9 (q, JC−F =
272.3 Hz), 47.8, 46.0; HRMS [M + H]+ for C10H8ClF3O calcd
237.0289, found 236.0297.

Dicyclohexylammonium 2-(4-Cyanophenyl)-4-(methoxy-
(methyl)amino)-4-oxobutanoate (19). A mixture of 4-cyano-
phenylacetic acid and (free acid) 19 (∼100 mg) in a 1:4 HPLC
ratio from the K2CO3 washes was diluted with EtOH (1 mL) and
treated with H2SO4 (15 μL) to selectively esterify 4-cyanophenylacetic
acid. The remaining solution of (free acid) 19 was treated with Cy2NH
(200 μL) resulted in crystallization of 19 (93 mg) as a white solid; mp
= 155.7−156.4 °C. 1H NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3): δ 7.59−7.55 (m,
2H), 7.49−7.45 (m, 2H), 3.98 (dd, J1 = 10.1 Hz, J2 = 5.2 Hz, 1H), 3.67
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(s, 3H), 3.28 (dd, J1 = 16.8 Hz, J2 = 10.1 Hz, 1H), 3.12 (s, 3H), 2.78−
2.64 (m, 2H), 1.83−1.74 (m, 2H), 1.73−1.65 (m, 2H),1.64−1.56 (m,
2H), 1.25−1.05 (m, 6H); 13C{1H} NMR (100 MHz, CDCl3): δ 177.6,
172.9, 147.7, 132.0, 129.0, 118.8, 110.1, 61.1, 50.5, 49.9, 24.7, 24.4;
HRMS [M + H]+ [M + H−HNCy2]+ for C13H14N2O4 calcd 263.1026,
found 263.1021.
1-Chloro-3-(furan-2-yl)propan-2-one (22). As in the represen-

tative procedure, a solution of 2-furanacetic acid (328 mg, 2.6 mmol)
in MTBE (5 mL) and THF (1.5 mL) was treated with i-PrMgCl (5.2
mmol, 3.5 mL of 1.48 M in THF); a solution of 6 (275 mg, 2.0 mmol)
in THF (1.5 mL) was added. Otherwise, typical workup (modified as
follows: 5 mL of 15% aqueous citric acid, 5 mL MTBE extraction, 3 ×
5 mL wash with 10% K2CO3 and 5 mL brine wash) afforded a solution
that was diluted to a 25 mL total in a volumetric flask and assayed for a
245 mg total of 22 (1.55 mmol, 78% assay yield). Analytically pure 22
used for the assay standard was obtained from purification by silica gel
chromatography (0 to 20% gradient of ethyl acetate/hexanes).
Concentration under reduced pressure afforded 22 as a volatile oil
which codistilled with solvents during the concentration. A small
portion of analytically pure 22 (as a colorless oil) was thus obtained
after thorough solvent removal. 1H NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3): δ 7.39
(dd, J1 = 1.9 Hz, J2 = 0.8 Hz, 1H), 6.36 (dd, J1 = 3.2 Hz, J2 = 1.9 Hz,
1H), 6.27−6.25 (m, 1H), 4.15 (s, 2H), 3.92 (s, 2H); 13C{1H} NMR
(100 MHz, CDCl3): δ 197.6, 146.7, 142.6, 110.9, 109.0, 47.8, 39.6;
HRMS [M + C3H5]

+ for C7H7ClO2 calcd 199.0520, found 199.0531.
1-Chloro-3-(6-chloropyridin-3-yl)propan-2-one (23). As in the

representative procedure, a solution of 6-chloro-3-pyridineacetic acid
(446 mg, 2.6 mmol) in MTBE (6 mL) and THF (2 mL) was treated
with i-PrMgCl (5.2 mmol, 3.5 mL of 1.48 M in THF); a solution of 6
(275 mg, 2.0 mmol) in THF (2 mL) was added. Otherwise typical
workup (modified as follows: 5 mL of 15% aqueous citric acid, 5 mL
MTBE extraction, 3 × 5 mL wash with 10% K2CO3 and 5 mL brine
wash) afforded a solution that was concentrated to a solid which was
slurried in MTBE (0.5 mL) and n-heptane (5 mL) and stirred for 2.5 h
before the slurry was filtered. The cake was displacement-washed with
10:1 n-heptane/MTBE (1 mL) and n-heptane (1 mL). Drying under
vacuum with an N2 sweep afforded 305 mg of 23 as a white solid; mp
= 80.4−81.7 °C. An assay of the liquors showed a loss of 21 mg. Thus,
the assay yield of 23 was 332 mg (1.598 mmol, 80% assay yield). 1H
NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3): δ 8.24 (dd, J1 = 2.5 Hz, J2 = 0.5 Hz, 1H),
7.54 (ddt, J1 = 8.2 Hz, J2 = 2.5 Hz, J3 = 0.5 Hz, 1H), 7.35−7.31 (m,
1H), 4.15 (s, 2H), 3.95 (s, 2H); 13C{1H} NMR (100 MHz, CDCl3): δ
198.9, 150.6, 150.2, 140.0, 127.6, 124.3, 47.8, 42.3; HRMS [M + H]+

for C8H7Cl2NO calcd 203.9977, found 203.9978.
1-Chloro-3-(5-methyl-2-phenyloxazol-4-yl)propan-2-one

(24). As in the representative procedure, a solution of 2-(5-methyl-2-
phenyl-1,3-oxazol-4-yl)acetic acid (565 mg, 2.6 mmol) in MTBE (6
mL) and THF (2 mL) was treated with i-PrMgCl (5.2 mmol, 3.0 mL
of 1.74 M in THF); a solution of 6 (275 mg, 2.0 mmol) in THF (2
mL) was added. Otherwise typical workup (modified as follows: 3.5
mL of 15% aqueous citric acid followed by pH adjustment to 4.0 using
5 N NaOH, 5 mL MTBE extraction, 3 × 5 mL wash with 10% K2CO3
and 5 mL brine wash) afforded a solution that was concentrated to a
solid which was slurried in 10:1 n-heptane/CH2Cl2 (2 mL) for 4 h and
then filtered. The cake was displacement-washed with 10:1 n-heptane/
CH2Cl2 (1 mL) and then n-heptane (1 mL). Drying under vacuum
with an N2 sweep afforded 203 mg of 24 as a white solid; mp = 73.4−
77.4 °C. An assay of the liquors showed a loss of 90 mg. Thus, the
assay yield of 24 was 332 mg (1.17 mmol, 59% assay yield). 1H NMR
(400 MHz, CDCl3): δ 8.00−7.94 (m, 2H), 7.47−7.41 (m, 3H), 4.30
(s, 2H), 3.77 (s, 2H), 2.36 (s, 3H); 13C{1H} NMR (100 MHz,
CDCl3): δ 198.6, 160.0, 146.1, 130.1, 128.7, 128.4, 127.3, 126.0, 48.1,
37.9, 10.3; HRMS [M + H]+ for C13H12ClNO2 calcd 250.0629, found
250.0624.
1-(Benzo[b]thiophen-3-yl)-3-chloropropan-2-one (25). As in

the representative procedure, a solution of 2-benzo[b]thiophen-3-
ylacetic acid (500 mg, 2.6 mmol) in MTBE (5 mL) was treated with i-
PrMgCl (5.2 mmol, 3.5 mL of 1.48 M in THF); a solution of 6 (275
mg, 2.0 mmol) in THF (2 mL) was added. Otherwise typical workup
(modified as follows: 5 mL of 15% aqueous citric acid, 5 mL MTBE

extraction, 3 × 5 mL wash with 10% K2CO3 and 5 mL brine wash)
afforded a solution that was diluted to a 25 mL total in a volumetric
flask and assayed for a 393 mg total of 25 (1.75 mmol, 88% assay
yield).

An unoptimized crystallization (to afford pure 25 used for the
HPLC standard solution) was performed as follows: The solution was
concentrated to dryness, affording a yellow oil. Purification by silica gel
chromatography (0 to 15% gradient of ethyl acetate/hexanes)
afforded, after concentration of pure fractions, 355 mg of 25 that
crystallized upon standing. The solid was slurried in n-heptane and
then filtered to afford pure 25 as a white solid; mp = 59.8−61.8 °C. 1H
NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3): δ 8.01−7.95 (m, 1H), 7.77−7.70 (m, 1H),
7.57 (s, 1H), 7.42−7.34 (m, 2H), 4.72 (s, 2H), 4.18 (s, 2H); 13C{1H}
NMR (100 MHz, CDCl3): δ 198.9, 139.4, 138.7, 128.4, 125.5, 124.3,
124.0, 122.8, 122.1, 49.0, 38.9; HRMS [M + H]+ for C11H9ClOS calcd,
225.0135 found 225.0143.

Synthesis of tert-Butyl 5-(4-Fluorobenzyl)-2-methyl-1H-pyr-
role-3-carboxylate (26). A solution of the chloroketone 11 (560 mg,
3.0 mmol) in THF (4 mL) was cooled to Ti = −10 °C. Separately, a
solution of tert-butyl-acetoacetate (996 mg, 6.3 mmol) in THF (6 mL)
was treated with DBU (932 mg, 6.12 mmol) and aged at Ti = 22 °C
for 30 min. The tert-butyl-acetoacetate/DBU solution was then added
to 11 over 30 min, maintaining Ti = −8 to −2 °C. After 20 min, HPLC
assay (area under the curve) showed >98% conversion of 11. NH4OAc
(694 mg, 18 mmol) and MeOH (5 mL) were added, and the resulting
solution was warmed to Ti = 22 °C. After 1 h, an HPLC assay showed
complete conversion of the intermediate to the desired product. The
reaction was quenched with H2O (7 mL) and diluted with EtOAc (25
mL). The resulting solution was transferred to a separatory funnel, and
the phases were separated. The aqueous phase was extracted with
EtOAc (5 mL). The combined organic phases were washed with brine
(5 mL), dried over MgSO4, and filtered. Dilution to a 100 mL total (in
a volumetric flask) allowed (via comparison of the area under the
curve of a diluted sample to that of a sample of known concentration
prepared from analytically pure authentic product) an assay for 623 mg
of 26 (2.15 mmol, 72% assay yield).

An unoptimized crystallization was performed as follows: The
solution was concentrated to dryness, affording a yellow-orange solid.
This was slurried, with stirring, in MTBE (1 mL) to afford a thick
heterogeneous solution. After 2 h of stirring at Ti = 22 °C, heptane (6
mL) was added over 3 h. The slurry was filtered, and the cake was
displacement-washed with 6:1 heptane/MTBE (2 mL), followed by
heptane (2 mL). Drying under vacuum with an N2 sweep afforded
analytically pure 26 as a white solid; mp = 95.5−96.4 °C; 1H NMR
(500 MHz, CDCl3): δ 7.86 (br s, 1H), 7.17−7.11 (m, 2H), 7.00−6.94
(m, 2H), 6.25 (d, J = 2.8 Hz, 1H), 3.84 (s, 2H), 2.42 (s, 3H), 1.54 (s,
9H); 13C{1H} NMR (125 MHz, CDCl3): δ 165.2, 161.7 (d, JC−F =
244.4 Hz), 134.6 (d, JC−F = 3.3 Hz), 134.3, 130.0 (d, JC−F = 8.0 Hz),
128.2, 115.4 (d, JC−F = 21.4 Hz), 113.3, 108.5, 79.2, 33.0, 28.5, 13.3;
HRMS [M + Na]+ for C17H20FNO2 calcd 312.1370, found 312.1374.

Synthesis of Cimiracemate B. A solution of 3,4-dihydroxyphenyl
acetic acid (1.0 g, 5.95 mmol) was dissolved in trimethyl orthoformate
(80 mL). p-Toluenesulfonic acid hydrate (1.13 g, 5.95 mmol) was
added. The resulting solution was heated to Ti = 85 °C for 3 h, with
distillation of MeOH, at which point an HPLC assay (area under the
curve) showed >95% conversion of starting material. The mixture was
cooled to Ti = 22 °C and further concentrated under reduced pressure
to an ∼5 mL total volume. EtOAc (10 mL) was added to the
homogeneous solution, followed by 10% aqueous K2CO3 (10 mL),
and the biphasic solution was stirred for 5 min before transfer to a
separatory funnel. The phases were separated, and the organic phase
was discarded. The aqueous phase pH was adjusted to pH 3.0 using 6
N HCl. The product was back extracted from the aqueous phase with
EtOAc (2 × 10 mL). The combined organic phase was dried over
MgSO4 and filtered. Concentration afforded 0.98 g of 27 as an oil that
crystallized upon standing (78%); white solid; mp = 121.9−123.0 °C;
1H NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3): δ 6.86−6.80 (m, 3H), 6.77 (dd, J1 = 8.0
Hz, J2 = 1.6 Hz, 1H), 3.58 (s, 2H), 3.40 (s, 3H); 13C{1H} NMR (100
MHz, CDCl3): δ 178.0, 146.3, 145.4, 126.8, 122.6, 119.3, 109.4, 108.0,
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50.0, 40.6; HRMS [M + H]+ for C10H10O5 calcd 211.0601, found
211.0607.
A solution of 27 (420 mg, 2.0 mmol) in MTBE (3 mL) and THF

(2.5 mL) was cooled to Ti = −10 °C. i-PrMgCl (2.3 mL of 1.72 M in
THF) was added over 30 min, maintaining Ti = −10 to −3 °C. When
the addition was complete, the resulting light slurry was warmed to Ti
= 20−25 °C and aged for 1 h. The slurry was then recooled to Ti = 0
°C, and a solution of the Weinreb amide in THF (1 mL) was added
over 10 min, maintaining Ti = 0−5 °C. After 30 min, an additional
charge of 6 (28 mg, 0.2 mmol) was added as a solid. Following an
additional 30 min, the mixture was inverse quenched into cold 15%
citric acid (2.75 mL), resulting in an aqueous phase of pH 3.6. A few
drops of 5 N NaOH were added until pH = 4. The biphasic mixture
was stirred for 2 h at Ti = 22 °C to achieve complete decarboxylation.
The resulting solution was transferred to a separatory funnel, and the
phases were separated. The aqueous phase was extracted with MTBE
(3 mL). The combined organic phases were washed with 10% K2CO3
(3 × 4 mL). The resulting organic phase was washed with brine (4
mL), then dried over MgSO4, and filtered. The filtered solution was
concentrated to an oil (362 mg) that slowly crystallized upon standing.
Purification by silica gel chromatography (0 to 20% gradient of ethyl
acetate/hexanes) afforded, after concentration, 319 mg of 28 as a
colorless oil (76% based on 1.74 mmol of 6). 1H NMR (500 MHz,
CDCl3): δ 6.85 (s, 1H), 6.84 (d, J = 8.0 Hz, 1H), 6.77 (d, J = 1.8 Hz,
1H), 6.72 (dd, J1 = 8.0 Hz, J2 = 1.8 Hz, 1H), 4.11 (s, 2H), 3.82 (s,
2H), 3.42 (s, 3H); 13C{1H} NMR (125 MHz, CDCl3): δ 199.8, 146,
119.4, 109.3, 108.2, 50.1, 47.5, 46.3; HRMS [M + H]+ for C11H11ClO4
calcd 243.0419, found 243.0424.
i-Pr2NEt (1.97 mmol, 344 μL) was added to a solution of trans-

ferulic acid 29 (2.11 mmol, 411 mg) in DMAc (1.0 mL), and the
resulting solution was aged at Ti = 30 °C for 20 min. Ketone 28 (1.23
mmol, 300 mg) was added dropwise as a solution in DMAc (1.5 mL).
After 18 h, HPLC assay (area under the curve) showed that the ratio
SM/prod was 8:92. A solution of trans-ferulic acid 29 (54 mg, 0.28
mmol) and i-Pr2NEt (32 mg, 0.25 mmol) in DMAc (0.25 mL) was
prepared as above and then added to the reaction. After an additional
16 h, an HPLC assay showed >99% conversion of 28.
The reaction was inverse-quenched into a biphasic solution

comprised of EtOAc (5 mL), saturated aqueous NH4Cl (6 mL),
and water (2 mL). The resulting solution was transferred to a
separatory funnel, and the phases were separated. The aqueous phase
was extracted with EtOAc (3 mL). The combined organic phases were
washed with saturated aqueous NaHCO3 (4 mL), followed by a brine
wash (3 mL). The organic phase was dried over MgSO4 and filtered.
Dilution to a 50 mL total (in a volumetric flask) allowed (via
comparison of the area under the curve of a diluted sample to that of a
sample of known concentration prepared from analytically pure
authentic product) an assay for 467 mg of 30 (94% assay yield).
The EtOAc solution was concentrated to an ∼1 mL total volume

under reduced pressure. Heptane (1 mL) was added. The resulting
solution was heated to Ti = 45 °C and seeded. The solution was
gradually cooled over 30 min to Ti = 22 °C. After 1 h, a seed bed had
formed. Heptane (4 mL) was added over 1 h. The resulting solution
was then aged an additional 1 h, at which point an HPLC assay
showed the product loss to the supernatant was 4.93 mg/mL. The
slurry was filtered, and the cake was displacement-washed with
heptane (1 mL). Drying under vacuum with an N2 sweep afforded 444
mg of 30 as a white solid (94%); mp = 110.8−113.3 °C; 1H NMR
(400 MHz, CDCl3): δ 7.68 (d, J = 15.9 Hz, 1H), 7.09 (dd, J1 = 8.3 Hz,
J2 = 1.9 Hz, 1H), 7.04 (d, J = 1.9 Hz, 1H), 6.92 (d, J = 8.3 Hz, 1H),
6.85 (s, 1H), 6.84 (d, J = 7.4 Hz, 1H), 6.79 (d, J = 1.7 Hz, 1H), 6.73
(dd, J1 = 8.0 Hz, J2 = 1.7 Hz, 1H), 6.36 (d, J = 15.9 Hz, 1H), 5.87 (s,
1H), 4.81 (s, 2H), 3.93 (s, 3H), 3.71 (s, 2H), 3.41 (s, 3H); 13C{1H}
NMR (100 MHz, CDCl3): δ 201.7, 166.3, 148.3, 146.8, 146.4, 146.3,
145.3, 126.6, 126.4, 123.3, 122.7, 119.3, 114.7, 113.9, 109.5, 109.4,
108.2, 67.4, 55.9, 50.0, 45.8; HRMS [M + Na]+ for C21H20O8 calcd
423.1050, found 423.1051.
A solution of 30 (140 mg, 0.35 mmol) in MeCN (2 mL) and H2O

(2 mL) was prepared, to which p-toluenesulfonic acid hydrate (20 mg,
0.1 mmol) was added. The resulting solution was heated to Ti = 45 °C

(under N2 with a vent to remove evolved MeOH). After 4 h, an HPLC
assay (area under the curve) suggested complete conversion of 30.
The reaction was cooled to Ti = 22 °C and quenched with 160 μL of
saturated aqueous NaHCO3, resulting in pH = 6. EtOAc (3 mL) was
added, and the mixture was stirred for 5 min before being transferred
to a separatory funnel. The phases were separated, and the aqueous
phase was extracted with EtOAc (3 mL). The combined organic
phases were washed with brine (3 mL), then dried over MgSO4, and
filtered. Concentration under reduced pressure afforded a pale yellow
oil, which began to crystallize upon standing. The resulting solid was
slurried with 9:4 heptane/CH2Cl2 (1.6 mL), with stirring, for 4 h. The
slurry was filtered, and the cake was displacement-washed with 9:4
heptane/CH2Cl2 (0.5 mL) followed by heptane (0.5 mL). Drying
under vacuum with an N2 sweep afforded 113 mg of 31 (90.4%). 1H
NMR (400 MHz, CD3OD): δ 7.66 (d, J = 16.0 Hz, 1H), 7.21 (d, J =
2.0 Hz, 1H), 7.09 (dd, J1 = 8.2 Hz, J2 = 2.0 Hz, 1H), 6.82 (d, J = 8.0
Hz, 1H), 6.73 (d, J = 8.0 Hz, 1H), 6.69 (d, J = 2.0 Hz, 1H), 6.57 (dd,
J1 = 8.2 Hz, J2 = 2.1 Hz, 1H), 6.42 (d, J = 16.0 Hz, 1H), 3.90 (s, 3H),
3.64 (s, 2H); 13C{1H} NMR (100 MHz, CD3OD): δ 204.6, 168.3,
150.8, 149.4, 147.7, 146.5, 145.6, 127.6, 126.0, 124.3, 122.0, 117.6,
116.6, 116.5, 114.5, 111.8, 68.5, 56.5, 46.3; HRMS [M + H]+ for
C19H18O7 calcd 359.1125, found 359.1131.
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