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Ruthenium Catalysis

Decarbonylation of Salicylaldehyde Activated by p-Cymene
Ruthenium(II) Dimer: Implication for Catalytic Alkyne
Hydrothiolation
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Abstract: A stoichiometric C–H activation/decarbonylation of
salicylaldehyde by [(η6-p-cymene)RuCl2]2 gave a carbonyl deriv-
ative [(η6-p-cymene)RuCl(CO)(Ph-O)] (1) without the use of CO
gas. A variety of polar phosphines were then incorporated into
compound 1 to give new RuII cationic catalysts, [(η6-p-cym-

Introduction

Hydrofunctionalisation (or hydroelementation), the process of
addition of heteroatom–hydrogen bonds across the C–C bonds
of unsaturated molecules, is a 100 % atom-economical ap-
proach to the formation of new carbon–heteroatom bonds in
sustainable organic synthesis.[1] In principle, this reaction can
be promoted by free radicals,[2] strong acids,[3] bases,[4] or cata-
lysts,[1d,5] and metal catalysts have been shown to have great
potential to promote this process under mild conditions with a
high degree of regio- and stereoselectivity. In contrast to the
wide application of nitrogen, oxygen, and phosphorus nucleo-
philes in catalytic hydrofunctionalisation, the use of sulfur nu-
cleophiles has remained relatively underexplored for a long
time, due to the belief that sulfur compounds are effective poi-
sons for metal catalysts. However, the fact that C–S-bond-con-
taining structures are widespread, for example, the vinyl sulf-
ides in natural products,[6] functional materials,[7] synthetic pre-
cursors/intermediates,[4b,8] and medicinal compounds,[9] has, in
the last decade, stimulated interest in optimising the catalytic
conditions for alkyne hydrothiolation.
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ene)Ru(CO)(Ph-O)L]BF4 (2–8). These were used to catalyse the
hydrothiolation of alkynes with a range of thiols in aqueous
THF to give anti-Markovnikov E-linear vinyl sulfides in high
yields.

The mechanism of the hydrothiolation reaction of alkynes
can be different from that of other addition reactions.[10] The
mechanism of the hydrothiolation of alkynes begins either with
(i) activation of the thiol, i.e., insertion of the alkyne into an
initially formed metal thiolate [M]-SR or hydride thiolate H-[M]-
SR species; or (ii) activation of the alkyne C–C triple bond, i.e.,
insertion of R-SH into a metal vinylidene species. The choice
between these two possible mechanisms has been found to
depend on the Lewis acidity of the metal precatalyst. The steric
and electronic influence of ligands in the coordination sphere
of the metal have been shown to determine the selectivity for
Markovnikov (branched) or anti-Markovnikov (E/Z linear) vinyl
sulfide products (Scheme 1). In this context, in the recent litera-
ture, a variety of metals, including platinum-group metals,[11]

coinage-group metals,[12] lanthanides/actinides,[13] main-group
metals,[14] and few early/late transition metals[15] have been in-
vestigated as efficient promoters for alkyne hydrothiolation.
Nonetheless, control of the stereo- and regioselectivity under
mild and environmentally friendly conditions still remains a
challenging and highly desirable objective.

Scheme 1. Hydrothiolation of terminal alkynes.

In line with increasing awareness of green chemistry princi-
ples for sustainable chemical synthesis, reactions in aqueous
media have received much attention.[16] Furthermore, water is
able to exert an effect on the rates and selectivities of reactions
as a result of hydrophobic interactions. In response to the fac-
tors described above, we now describe a method for the stereo-
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selective anti-Markovnikov hydrothiolation of alkynes in aque-
ous media using serendipitously evolved homogeneous
cationic [(η6-p-cymene)Ru(CO)(Ph-O)(phosphine)] catalysts. We
recently reported the regioselective Markovnikov hydrothiol-
ation of alkynes in aqueous media using RhI-phosphines.[17] In
view of the versatility of metal-promoted regio- and stereo-
selective hydrothiolation, this time we planned to develop
some new RuII catalysts based on polar phosphines. It should
also be noted that previous reports of the use of RuII catalysts
for hydrothiolation are very scarce.[11a]

In this article, the results of our research findings are divided
into two parts to explain the metal-mediated organic chemistry
involved in (i) catalyst design, and (ii) hydrofunctionalisation.
The first part demonstrates a serendipitously observed stoichio-
metric C–H activation/decarbonylation of salicylaldehyde medi-
ated by [(η6-p-cymene)RuCl2]2 to produce [(η6-p-cymene)-
RuCl(CO)(Ph-O)] (1) and [(η6-p-cymene)Ru(Ph-O)(CO)L]BF4 (2–8).
The second part concentrates on our main task of optimising
the RuII-catalysed alkyne hydrothiolation conditions to produce
anti-Markovnikov E-linear vinyl sulfides in environmentally be-
nign aqueous media.

Results and Discussion

Stoichiometric Decarbonylation of Salicylaldehyde through
C–H Activation with [(η6-p-Cymene)RuCl2]2

We planned to isolate RuII complex B (Scheme 2) and to incor-
porate polar phosphines into it by the exchange of chloride.
RuII-η6-arene precursors have been proposed for the design of
new RuII catalysts owing to the ring-slippage properties of η6-
arene rings that facilitate fulfilment of the 18-electron rule dur-
ing catalysis.[18] Nevertheless, as shown in Scheme 2, the stoi-
chiometric reaction of [(η6-p-cymene)RuCl2]2 (A) with salicyl-
aldehyde in dry acetone enabled a serendipitous C–H activation
followed by a decarbonylation step on salicylaldehyde, and in-
terestingly yielded a new piano-stool-structured neutral carb-
onyl derivative [(η6-p-cymene)RuCl(CO)(Ph-O)] (1), as deter-
mined by elemental analysis, IR, 1H and 13C NMR spectroscopy,
and electrospray mass spectrometry.

The IR spectrum of compound 1 shows a characteristic
strong absorption band at ν̃ ≈ 1937 cm–1, which corresponds
to Ru(C≡O). The absence of an absorption due to OH at ν̃ ≈
3440 cm–1, and the presence of a new band at ν̃ ≈ 1032 cm–1

in the same spectrum were ascribed to aryl C–O–RuII coordina-
tion of the phenoxide fragment that remained after the decarb-
onylation of salicylaldehyde. The metallated carbonyl carbon
(i.e., Ru–CO) of compound 1 was observed in its 13C NMR spec-
trum with a downfield chemical shift of δ ≈ 190 ppm, which is
consistent with previously reported chemical shifts for Ru–CO
coordination. Another downfield signal observed at δ ≈
160 ppm was assigned to the aryl C–O–RuII carbon of the
phenoxide ion fragment. The absence of signals in the 1H NMR
spectrum due to the aldehyde and hydroxyl group of salicyl-
aldehyde confirms the above findings. The spectroscopic as-
signment of the chemical environments of the p-cymene and
chloride moieties of compound 1 are given experimental sec-
tion; they are consistent with previous reports.[19]
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Scheme 2. Formation of compound 1 by an intramolecular pathway, and the
subsequent synthesis of cationic RuII catalysts 2–8.

The stoichiometric decarbonylation of various aldehydes
through C–H activation catalysed by various transition-metal
complexes, (VV, Fe0, CoI/III, Ru0/II, RhI/III, PdII, OsVI/IV/0, IrI/III, PtII etc.)
have been reported previously in some organic and organo-
metallic syntheses.[20] The literature reveals that this process
usually occurs either through oxidative addition or by an intra-
molecular pathway, and produces an (R)M(CO) derivative or in-
termediate (R = alkyl/aryl, M = metal). As a consequence, this
phenomenon has been shown to give direct access to industri-
ally valuable and labile metal–carbonyl catalysts without the
need for poisonous CO gas.[21] However, the decarbonylation of
salicylaldehyde mediated by RuII has not been reported before.

In the literature, it has been reported that during decarbonyl-
ation, the carbonyl fragment of the phenolic ligand (aromatic
aldehydes) initially coordinates with the metal centre in an η2

fashion. It then undergoes a rearrangement to give different
M–CO bonds, as shown in Scheme 3. The π-bonded carbon-
yls[20p] (PtII, IrI, and RuII) can rearrange through hydrogen migra-
tions to give each of the observed products with minimal geo-
metric reorganisation. In our work, we assume that this reaction
is intramolecular, and that it proceeds by a pathway different
from that reported earlier for platinum(II) complexes.[22]

Scheme 3. π-Bonded metal carbonyls, and rearrangement to give a variety
of M–CO bonds.
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The formation of RuII compound 1 by decarbonylation was
further evidenced by the fact that new cationic RuII complexes
2–8 (Scheme 2) were obtained in the presence of AgBF4. A
variety of polar phosphines were incorporated into the half-
sandwich core of compound 1 simply by replacing the chloride
group (Scheme 2). The spectroscopic and analytical characteri-
sation data of complexes 2–8 are given in the Exp. Section.
When we investigated the reactions of [(η6-p-cymene)RuCl2]2

with 2-hydroxy-1-naphthaldehyde and 2-vanillin, no decarbon-
ylation was observed. This could be due to the variation in the
steric and electronic properties of the substrates.

Catalytic Hydrothiolation

The efficacy of the cationic complexes [(η6-p-cymene)Ru-
(Ph-O)(CO)(L)]BF4 (2–8) as catalysts for alkyne hydrothiolation
was investigated in aqueous media (H2O/THF, 7:3), and the re-
sults are presented in Table 1.

Table 1. Results of hydrothiolation using different RuII p-cymene catalyst.

Entry Catalyst Time [h] Yield [%][a]

1 no catalyst 16 57 (11:89:0)[b]

2 2 2 90 (74:26)
3 2 + radical trap 2 90[c]

4 3 2 90 (74:26)
5 4 2 88 (72:28)
6 5 2 89 (73:27)
7 6 2 91 (75:25)
8 7 2 90 (74:26)
9 8 2 87 (71:29)

[a] Isolated yields after GC analysis of linear product (�-E). [b] Mixture of
products [�(E:Z)/α] under reflux conditions. [c] Radical traps (2 mol-%).

Initially, we investigated the hydrothiolation of phenyl acet-
ylene (9a) with benzyl thiol (10a) in the presence of cationic
RuII catalyst 2, and compared the result with the uncatalysed
hydrothiolation (without catalyst) of our previous report.[17] As
shown in Table 1, the uncatalysed hydrothiolation between 9a
and 10a proceeded only under refluxing conditions, and gave
a mixture of linear (�; anti-Markovnikov) vinyl sulfides (Table 1,
entry 1), in which the Z-isomer was the major product, as ob-
served by us previously.[17] This reaction possibly occurred
through a radical mechanism.

On the other hand, when RuII phosphine complex [(η6-p-
cymene)Ru(L)(CO)(Ph-O)]BF4 (2) was used as the catalyst, the
hydrothiolation reaction occurred at room temperature and
with good stereoselectivity, yielding anti-Markovnikov E-linear
vinyl sulfide as the major product [�(E/Z) = 74:26] (Table 1, en-
try 2) after 2 h. The addition of radical traps {BHT (2,6-di-tert-
butyl-4-methylphenol), TEMPO [(2,2,6,6-tetramethylpiperidin-1-
yl)oxyl], and 4-methoxyphenol} to this reaction at room temper-
ature had no effect on the product selectivity, yield, or reaction
time (Table 1, entry 3). This shows that the reaction does not
involve radicals, and proceeds by a catalytic path.
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We then explored the potential of RuII phosphines 3–8
(Scheme 2) as catalysts, to see their effect on product selectivity
and yield. The results summarised in Table 1 suggest that RuII

phosphine derivatives 2–8 all efficiently controlled the stereo-
selectivity of the hydrothiolation reaction of 9a with 10a, to
give E-linear vinyl sulfide 11a as the major product (Table 1,
entries 4–9) within a reaction time of 2 h. The characterisation
data for 11a is included in the Experimental Section. The major
and minor isomers were separated by column chromatography.
On the other hand, when we tried to run the model reaction
with ruthenium dimer [(η6-p-cymene)RuCl2]2 and phosphine li-
gands in an aqueous medium, the reaction was sluggish, and a
mixture of products was formed in poor yield. We also tested
an alkyne hydrothiolation reaction using complex 1 (phosphine

Table 2. Hydrothiolation of terminal alkynes catalysed by RuII p-cymene cata-
lyst.

[a] Isolated yield after column chromatography. [b] E/Z ratio determined by
1H NMR spectroscopy.
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free) as the catalyst in aqueous media. However, the reaction
was again slow, and produced a mixture of products including
vinyl sulfides.

The optimised conditions for the synthesis of 11a were then
used to study the hydrothiolation of a range of terminal alkynes
and aryl/aliphatic thiols with different steric and electronic
properties. These reactions were investigated in the presence
of RuII phosphine catalyst 2 (Table 2). Again the formation of E-
linear vinyl sulfides (11b–11j) as the major products was no-
ticed in all the reactions (Table 2). The electronic effects influ-
enced the product yield to some extent (up to 11 %) in all the
reactions investigated.

The alkynes and thiols bearing an electron-donating substit-
uent at the para position gave better yields (Table 2, entries 3,
5, 9, and 12). On the other hand, those bearing an electron-
withdrawing substituent at the para position gave slightly lower
yields (Table 2, entries 4 and 11).

A deuterium-labelling hydrothiolation experiment
(Scheme 4) was carried out in [D8]THF to provide evidence for
the assistance by the RuII phosphine catalyst in the anti-Markov-
nikov syn-addition. Upon the synthesis of 1,2-disubstituted deu-
terated vinyl sulfide, and in agreement with previous work,[11p]

we propose that the product is formed through syn-addition.
The reaction involving alkyne insertion into Ru–H is more fa-
vourable than that involving Ru–S, due to steric factors, as re-
ported previously.[10a,10f,11p] The characteristic signal in the 1H
NMR spectrum for the deuterated product was observed at δ =
6.50 ppm. Further information is provided in the catalytic cycle.

Scheme 4. Reaction between deuterium-labelled phenylacetylene and benz-
ylthiol.

Based on the results shown in Tables 1 and 2, and on previ-
ous literature, we have proposed an appropriate reaction mech-
anism for the RuII-phosphine-catalysed alkyne hydrothiolation
reaction to selectively form the anti-Markovnikov E-linear prod-
uct, as shown in Scheme 5. The presence of labile CO in transi-

Scheme 5. A plausible mechanism for the formation of linear vinyl sulfides.
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tion-metal organometallic catalysts and the factors governing
its coordination position to the metal during the operation of
many catalytic cycles have already been discussed.[23]

Conclusions

In conclusion, this work presents an operationally simple and
environmentally friendly transformation for the synthesis of
carbonyl derivative [(η6-p-cymene)RuCl(CO)(Ph-O)] (1) with no
need for external CO gas. Compound 1 is a versatile precursor
that can incorporate a variety of polar phosphines to give new
RuII cationic catalysts [(η6-p-cymene)Ru(Ph-O)(CO)L]BF4 (2–8).
These catalysts are efficient in alkyne hydrothiolation with ali-
phatic/aromatic thiols in aqueous THF to produce the anti-Mar-
kovnikov E-linear vinyl sulfides in excellent yields and with good
stereoselectivity. Carbon monoxide has been found to be an
important molecule for studying the reactivity of homogeneous
catalysts and the implications for their use in organic synthesis.
This protocol represents an improvement over existing meth-
ods.

Experimental Section
General Remarks: Commercially available reagents were used
without further purification. Solvents were dried and deoxygenated
by heating at reflux and storing over sodium. Microanalysis (C, H,
N) was carried out using a Perkin–Elmer CHN analyser at 240 °C. IR
spectra were recorded using KBr pellets with a Perkin–Elmer-283
spectrophotometer. 1H, 13C and 31P NMR spectra were obtained
with a Bruker MHz 270 NMR spectrometer, operating at 270 (for
1H), 67.93 (for 13C), and 109.29 (for 31P) MHz, respectively. A MICRO-
MASS-7070 spectrometer was used for mass spectra. UV/Visible
spectra were recorded with a Shimadzu UV-160A double-beam
spectrophotometer.

Procedure for the Synthesis of [(η6-p-Cymene)Ru(CO)(Ph-O)Cl]
(1): [(η6-p-cymene)RuCl2]2 (0.612 g, 1 mmol) was suspended in acet-
one (15 mL), and a solution of the sodium salt of salicylaldehyde
(0.288 g, 2 mmol) in acetone (10 mL) was added. The reaction mix-
ture was stirred for 1 h. During the course of the reaction, the colour
of the solution changed from red to pale yellow. Then volume of
the solution was then reduced to 5 mL under vacuum, and diethyl
ether (10 mL) was added dropwise to initiate the crystallisation of
the product. The resulting pale yellow product was collected by
filtration, and dried in vacuo ( 0.684 g, 76 %).

[(η6-p-Cymene)Ru(Ph-O)(CO)Cl] (1): 1H NMR (270 MHz, CDCl3): δ =
1.25 (d, 3 H, isopropyl, CH3), 2.17 (s, 3 H, toluyl, CH3), 2.91 (sept, 1
H, isopropyl, CH), 5.36 (d, J = 6.3 Hz, 2 H, Ar-HA), 5.48 (d, J = 6.3 Hz,
2 H, Ar-HB), 6.92–7.80 (m, 5 H, Ar-H) ppm. 13C NMR (67.93 MHz,
CDCl3): δ = 18.20, 22.18, 30.14, 84.28, 90.62, 97.52, 101.02, 121.24–
135.98, 159.34, 196.12 ppm. IR: ν̃ = 3447 (br., p-cymene), 1938 (ss,
Ru–CO), 1032 (ms, aryl C–O–Ru), 307 (ms, Ru–Cl) cm–1.
C17H19ClO2Ru (391.86): calcd. C 52.11, H 4.89; found C 52.08, H 4.86.

Procedure for the Synthesis of Catalysts 2–8: A Schlenk flask
(100 mL) containing a sample of [(η6-p-cymene)Ru(CO)(PhO)Cl]
(0.5 mmol) in acetone (20 mL) was mixed with AgBF4 (0.5 mmol).
The reaction mixture was stirred for 15 min. The AgCl precipitate
was removed, and the solution fraction was transferred into a sec-
ond Schlenk flask. Then phosphine ligand (0.5 mmol) was added,
and the reaction mixture was stirred for 4 h. The mixture was then
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concentrated to 5 mL, and diethyl ether (10 mL) was added drop-
wise to initiate the crystallisation of product.

[(η6-p-Cymene)Ru(PhO)(CO)(P(C6H5)2C6H4-3-COOH)]BF4 (2):
Yield 85 % (0.637 g). 1H NMR (270 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 1.19 (d, 3 H,
isopropyl, CH3), 2.17 (s, 3 H, toluyl, CH3), 1.29 (d, 3 H, isopropyl, CH3),
2.92 (sept, 1 H, isopropyl, CH), 5.30 (d, J = 6.3 Hz, 2 H, Ar-HA), 5.51
(d, J = 6.3 Hz, 2 H, Ar-HB), 6.90–8.12 (m, 19 H, Ar-H), 12.01 (br., 1 H,
COOH) ppm. 13C NMR (67.93 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 18.17, 22.17, 30.24,
84.29, 90.41, 96.92, 102.04, 120.23–136.41, 159.47, 172.23,
195.10 ppm. 31P NMR (109.29 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 29.80 ppm. IR: ν̃ =
3446 (br., p-cymene), 1948 (ss, Ru–CO), 1720 (ss, COOH), 1098, 527
(ss, BF4), 1034 (ms, aryl C–O–Ru), 510 (ms, Ru–P) cm–1.
C36H34BF4O4PRu (749.51): calcd. C 57.69, H 4.57; found C 57.65, H
4.54.

[(η6-p-Cymene)Ru(PhO)(CO){P(C6H5)2C6H4-4-COOH}]BF4 (3):
Yield 82 % (0.615 g); 1H NMR (270 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 1.19 (d, 3 H,
isopropyl, CH3), 2.17 (s, 3 H, toluyl, CH3), 1.29 (d, 3 H, isopropyl, CH3),
2.92 (sept, 1 H, isopropyl, CH), 5.30 (d, J = 6.3 Hz, 2 H, Ar-HA), 5.51
(d, J = 6.3 Hz, 2 H, Ar-HB), 6.89–8.10 (m, 19 H, Ar-H), 12.04 (br., 1 H,
COOH) ppm. 13C NMR (67.93 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 18.10, 22.11, 30.22,
84.29, 90.42, 96.92, 102.04, 120.24–136.45, 159.47, 172.24,
195.12 ppm. 31P NMR (109.29 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 30.05 ppm. IR: ν̃ =
3442 (br., p-cymene), 1945 (ss, Ru–CO), 1720 (ss, COOH), 1096, 525
(ss, BF4), 1030 (ms, aryl C–O–Ru), 512 (ms, Ru–P) cm–1.
C36H34BF4O4PRu (749.51): calcd. C 57.69, H 4.57; found C 57.65, H
4.54.

[(η6-p-Cymene)Ru(PhO)(CO){P(C6H5)2CH2COOH}]BF4 (4): Yield
78 % (0.536 g). 1H NMR (270 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 1.20 (d, 3 H, isopropyl,
CH3), 2.16 (s, 3 H, toluyl, CH3), 1.29 (d, 3 H, isopropyl, CH3), 2.94
(sept, 1 H, isopropyl, CH), 3.60 (s, 2 H, CH2), 5.34 (d, J = 6.3 Hz, 2 H,
Ar-HA), 5.56 (d, J = 6.3 Hz, 2 H, Ar-HB), 6.76–8.09 (m, 15 H, Ar-H),
11.26 (br., 1 H, COOH) ppm. 13C NMR (67.93 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 18.15,
22.10, 30.24, 48.62, 84.20, 90.41, 96.94, 102.04, 120.02–136.62,
159.45, 170.25, 195.12 ppm. 31P NMR (109.29 MHz, CDCl3): δ =
30.25 ppm. IR: ν̃ = 3448 (br., p-cymene), 1940 (ss, Ru–CO), 1095, 524
(ss, BF4), 1038 (ms, aryl C–O–Ru), 514 (ms, Ru–P) cm–1.
C31H32BF4O4PRu (688.11): calcd. C 54.16, H 4.69; found C 54.14, H
4.65.

[(η6-p-Cymene)Ru(PhO)(CO){P(Et)(CH2COOH)2}]BF4 (5): Yield
88 % (0.547 g). 1H NMR (270 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 1.20 (d, 3 H, isopropyl,
CH3), 2.15 (s, 3 H, toluyl, CH3), 1.28 (d, 3 H, isopropyl, CH3), 2.91
(sept, 1 H, isopropyl, CH), 2.50 (t, 3 H, CH3 of Et), 3.05 (q, 2 H, CH2

of Et), 3.62 (s, 4 H, CH2), 5.32 (d, J = 6.3 Hz, 2 H, Ar-HA), 5.54 (d, J =
6.3 Hz, 2 H, Ar-HB), 7.25–7.89 (m, 5 H, Ar-H), 11.82 (br., 2 H, COOH)
ppm. 13C NMR (67.93 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 18.17, 19.45, 22.17, 30.24,
46.24, 52.36, 84.29, 90.41, 96.92, 102.04, 120.25–136.44, 159.47,
172.23, 195.10 ppm. 31P NMR (109.29 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 30.34 ppm.
IR: ν̃ = 3440 (br., p-cymene), 1942 (ss, Ru–CO), 1712 (ss, COOH),
1094, 526 (ss, BF4), 1032 (ms, aryl C–O–Ru), 524 (ms, Ru–P) cm–1.
C23H30BF4O6PRu (622.09): calcd. C 44.46, H 4.87; found C 44.42, H
4.85.

[(η6-p-Cymene)Ru(PhO)(CO){P(C6H5)2C6H4-2-CHO}]BF4 (6): Yield
80 % (0.587 g). 1H NMR (270 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 1.21 (d, 3 H, isopropyl,
CH3), 2.18 (s, 3 H, toluyl, CH3), 1.30 (d, 3 H, isopropyl, CH3), 2.94
(sept, 1 H, isopropyl, CH), 5.34 (d, J = 6.3 Hz, 2 H, Ar-HA), 5.56 (d, J =
6.3 Hz, 2 H, Ar-HB), 6.92–8.10 (m, 19 H, Ar-H), 9.24 (br., 1 H, CHO)
ppm. 13C NMR (67.93 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 18.17, 22.18, 30.24, 84.28,
90.42, 96.92, 102.06, 120.25–136.42, 159.47, 164.25, 195.12 ppm. 31P
NMR (109.29 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 30.22 ppm. IR: ν̃ = 3445 (br., p-cym-
ene), 1955 (ss, Ru–CO), 1662 (ss, CHO), 1102, 529 (ss, BF4), 1034 (ms,
aryl C–O–Ru), 512 (ms, Ru–P) cm–1. C36H34BF4O3PRu (734.13): calcd.
C 58.95, H 4.67; found C 58.92, H 4.64.
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[(η6-p-Cymene)Ru(PhO)(CO){P(C6H5)2-2-C5H4N}]BF4 (7): Yield
84 % (0.593 g). 1H NMR (270 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 1.18 (d, 3 H, isopropyl,
CH3), 2.15 (s, 3 H, toluyl, CH3), 1.28 (d, 3 H, isopropyl, CH3), 2.91
(sept, 1 H, isopropyl, CH), 5.30 (d, J = 6.3 Hz, 2 H, Ar-HA), 5.52 (d, J =
6.3 Hz, 2 H, Ar-HB), 6.56–8.10 (m, 19 H, Ar-H) ppm. 13C NMR
(67.93 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 18.15, 22.16, 30.24, 84.29, 90.42, 96.90,
102.05, 120.25–136.42, 156.10, 159.65, 195.10 ppm. 31P NMR
(109.29 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 31.20 ppm. IR: ν̃ = 3442 (br., p-cymene),
1954 (ss, Ru–CO), 1093, 524 (ss, BF4), 1036 (ms, aryl C–O–Ru), 508
(ms, Ru–P) cm–1. C34H33BF4NO2PRu (707.13): calcd. C 57.80, H 4.71,
N 1.98; found C 57.76, H 4.69, N 1.96.

[(η6-p-Cymene)Ru(PhO)(CO){P(C6H5)2C6H4-2-CH2OH}]BF4 (8):
Yield 85 % (0.625 g). 1H NMR (270 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 1.17 (d, 3 H,
isopropyl, CH3), 2.18 (s, 3 H, toluyl, CH3), 1.27 (d, 3 H, isopropyl, CH3),
2.92 (sept, 1 H, isopropyl, CH), 3.46 (s, 2 H, CH2-OH), 4.62 (s, 1 H,
CH2-OH), 5.31 (d, J = 6.3 Hz, 2 H, Ar-HA), 5.53 (d, J = 6.3 Hz, 2 H, Ar-
HB), 6.82–8.04 (m, 19 H, Ar-H) ppm. 13C NMR (67.93 MHz, CDCl3):
δ = 18.15, 22.17, 30.24, 56.84, 84.29, 90.42, 96.90, 102.06, 120.25–
136.40, 159.45, 195.12 ppm. 31P NMR (109.29 MHz, CDCl3): δ =
30.46 ppm. IR: ν̃ = 3438 (br., p-cymene), 3415 (OH), 1950 (ss, Ru–
CO), 1099, 530 (ss, BF4), 1034 (ms, aryl C–O–Ru), 518 (ms, Ru–P) cm–1.
C36H36BF4O3PRu (736.15): calcd. C 58.79, H 4.93; found C 58.76, H
4.90.

General Procedure for the Catalytic Hydrothiolation of Terminal
Alkynes with Thiols: Mononuclear RuII p-cymene catalyst 2
(0.20 mmol, 2 mol-%), water (7 mL), THF (3 mL), thiol (11 mmol),
and alkyne (10 mmol) were combined in a round-bottomed flask
(50 mL) equipped with a magnetic stirrer bar. The reaction mixture
was stirred at room temperature for 1.5 h. After the reaction was
complete, the mixture was diluted with dichloromethane (50 mL).
The organic layer was dried (anhydrous Na2SO4), and the solvent
was evaporated under reduced pressure. The crude product was
subjected to column chromatography (silica gel, 60–120 mesh, n-
hexane/EtOAc gradient) to give pure products.

Benzyl(styryl)sulfane (11a):[15] Yield 90 %, yellow oil. 1H NMR
(300 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 4.01 (s, 2 H), 6.26 (d, J = 11.4 Hz, 1 H), 6.40
(d, J = 10.8 Hz, 1 H), 6.54 (d, J = 15.8 Hz, 1 H), 6.73 (d, J = 15.4 Hz,
1 H), 7.18–7.35 (m, 9 H), 7.48 (d, 1 H) ppm. 13C NMR (75 MHz, CDCl3):
δ = 37.24, 39.6, 124.42, 125.23, 125.60, 126.85, 127.45, 127.82,
128.52, 128.14, 128.52, 129.62, 137.42, 137.94, 138.60 ppm. MS (EI,
70 eV): m/z = 227 [M + H]+. C15H14S (226.08): calcd. C 79.60, H 6.23,
S 14.17; found C 79.58, H 6.22, S 14.15.

Benzyl(4-fluorostyryl)sulfane (11b):[16] Yield 92 %, yellow oil. 1H
NMR (300 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 4.02 (s, 2 H), 6.30 (d, J = 11.2 Hz, 1 H),
6.45 (d, J = 11.4 Hz, 1 H), 6.54 (d, J = 15.4 Hz, 1 H), 6.68 (d, J =
15.4 Hz, 1 H), 7.01–7.10 (m, 2 H, Ar-H), 7.25–7.49 (m, 7 H, Ar-H) ppm.
13C NMR (75 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 37.72, 39.64, 114.53, 115.60, 115.85,
123.40, 124.52, 125.43, 126.52, 126.92, 127.22, 128.64, 128.85,
130.24, 132.84, 133.10, 137.52, 159.40, 162.92 ppm. MS (EI, 70 eV):
m/z = 245 [M + H]+. C15H13FS (244.33): calcd. C 73.74, H 5.36, S
13.12; found C 73.72, H 5.34, S 13.10.

Benzyl(4-methoxystyryl)sulfane (11c): Yield 94 %, yellow oil. 1H
NMR (300 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 3.34 (s, 3 H), 3.97 (s, 2 H), 6.28 (d, J =
10.1 Hz, 1 H), 6.42 (d, J = 10.4 Hz, 1 H), 6.51 (d, J = 15.0 Hz, 1 H),
6.65 (d, J = 15.5 Hz, 1 H), 7.35–7.06 (m, 9 H) ppm. 13C NMR (75 MHz,
CDCl3): δ = 37.30, 37.62, 39.65, 56.64, 123.12, 125.06, 125.61, 126.10,
127.28, 128.54, 128.72, 128.90, 129.05, 129.20, 129.44, 134.22,
134.30, 136.22, 136.45, 137.20, 137.52 ppm. MS (EI, 70 eV): m/z =
257 [M + H]+. C16H16OS (256.09): calcd. C 74.96, H 6.29, S 12.51;
found C 74.94, H 6.28, S 12.49.

Benzyl(4-bromostyryl)sulfane (11d): Yield 88 %, pale yellow oil.
1H NMR (300 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 4.05 (s, 2 H), 6.40 (d, J = 10.6 Hz, 1
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H), 6.49 (d, J = 11.2 Hz, 1 H), 6.56 (d, J = 15.3 Hz, 1 H), 6.68 (d, J =
15.3 Hz, 1 H), 7.02–7.10 (m, 2 H), 7.25–7.48 (m, 7 H, Ar-H) ppm. 13C
NMR (75 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 37.35, 39.34, 114.90, 115.25, 115.52,
123.88, 124.65, 125.50, 126.72, 126.93, 127.30, 128.64, 128.76,
130.24, 132.90, 133.06, 137.22, 159.64, 162.92 ppm. MS (EI, 70 eV):
m/z = 305 [M + H]+. C15H13BrS (303.99): calcd. C 59.02, H 4.29, S
10.51; found C 59.12, H 4.32, S 10.49.

Benzyl(4-methylstyryl)sulfane (11e): Yield 92 %, yellow oil. 1H
NMR (300 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 2.31 (s, 3 H), 3.96 (s, 2 H), 6.18 (d, J =
10.8 Hz, 1 H), 6.38 (d, J = 10.5 Hz, 1 H), 6.51 (d, J = 15.0 Hz, 1 H),
6.65 (d, J = 15.4 Hz, 1 H), 7.06–7.34 (m, 9 H) ppm. 13C NMR (75 MHz,
CDCl3): δ = 21.35, 37.62, 39.64, 123.12, 125.04, 125.61, 126.06,
127.45, 128.52, 128.74, 128.92, 129.02, 129.15, 129.42, 134.20,
134.35, 136.63, 136.90, 137.52, 137.65 ppm. MS (EI, 70 eV): m/z =
241 [M + H]+. C16H16S (240.10): calcd. C 79.95, H 6.71, S 13.34; found
C 79.92, H 6.69, S 13.32.

Phenyl(styryl)sulfane (11f): Yield 86 %, colourless oil. 1H NMR
(300 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 6.54 (d, J = 10.5 Hz, 1 H), 6.60 (d, J = 10.5 Hz,
1 H), 6.72 (d, J = 15.3 Hz, 1 H), 6.90 (d, J = 15.4 Hz, 1 H), 7.25–7.52
(m, 10 H) ppm. 13C NMR (75 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 123.35, 125.92, 126.80,
127.06, 127.14, 127.52, 128.25, 128.64, 129.02, 129.72, 129.94,
131.76, 135.13, 136.42 ppm. MS (EI, 70 eV): m/z = 213 [M + H]+.
C14H12S (212.07): calcd. C 79.20, H 5.70, S 15.10; found C 79.18, H
5.68, S 15.06.

(4-Fluorostyryl)(phenyl)sulfane (11g):[15] Yield 90 %, white solid.
1H NMR (300 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 6.45 (d, J = 10.5 Hz, 1 H), 6.55 (d, J =
10.5 Hz, 1 H), 6.67 (d, J = 15.3 Hz, 1 H), 6.81 (d, J = 15.3 Hz, 1 H),
6.95–7.07 (m, 2 H), 7.20–7.48 (m, 7 H) ppm. 13C NMR (75 MHz,
CDCl3): δ = 115.04, 115.32, 115.40, 115.75, 123.00, 125.52, 126.15,
126.94, 127.25, 127.48, 127.55, 129.15, 129.82, 130.06, 130.32,
130.54, 132.64, 135.02, 135.82, 160.55, 163.82 ppm. MS (EI, 70 eV):
m/z = 231 [M + H]+. C14H11FS (230.06): calcd. C 73.01, H 4.81, S
13.92; found C 73.00, H 4.78, S 13.90.

(4-Methylstyryl)(phenyl)sulfane (11h):[15] Yield 86 %, pale yellow
solid. 1H NMR (300 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 2.34 (s, 3 H), 6.45 (d, J = 10.8 Hz,
1 H), 6.60 (d, J = 10.8 Hz, 1 H), 6.75 (d, J = 15.2 Hz, 1 H), 6.84 (d, J =
15.6 Hz, 1 H), 7.12–7.45 (m, 9 H) ppm. 13C NMR (75 MHz, CDCl3):
δ = 21.15, 121.70, 124.72, 125.90, 126.61, 126.94, 127.32, 128.62,
129.05, 129.32, 129.44, 129.82, 132.34, 133.65, 135.54, 136.32,
136.95, 137.45 ppm. MS (EI, 70 eV): m/z = 227 [M + H]+. C15H14S
(226.08): calcd. C 79.60, H 6.23, S 14.17; found C 79.58, H 6.20, S
14.15.

Styryl(p-tolyl)sulfane (11i):[15] Yield 90 %, pale yellow solid. 1H
NMR (300 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 2.34 (s, 3 H), 6.45 (d, J = 10.8 Hz, 1 H),
6.54 (d, J = 10.6 Hz, 1 H), 6.65 (d, J = 15.6 Hz, 1 H), 6.86 (d, J =
15.4 Hz, 1 H), 7.10–7.50 (m, 9 H) ppm. 13C NMR (75 MHz, CDCl3):
δ = 21.04, 126.42, 126.90, 127.05, 128.24, 128.60, 129.92, 130.55,
132.62, 136.54, 137.35 ppm. MS (EI, 70 eV): m/z = 227 [M + H]+.
C15H14S (226.08): calcd. C 79.60, H 6.23, S 14.17; found C 79.58, H
6.20, S 14.15.

(4-Methylstyryl)(p-tolyl)sulfane (11j):[17] Yield 85 %, white solid.
1H NMR (300 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 2.35 (s, 6 H), 6.38 (d, J = 10.2 Hz, 1
H), 6.50 (d, J = 10.6 Hz, 1 H), 6.65 (d, J = 15.2 Hz, 1 H), 6.81 (d, J =
15.4 Hz, 1 H), 7.10–7.42 (m, 8 H) ppm. 13C NMR (75 MHz, CDCl3):
δ = 21.35, 123.10, 125.92, 126.05, 126.32, 126.85, 128.70, 128.92,
129.15, 129.44, 129.65, 129.70, 129.91, 130.02, 130.42, 130.56,
131.22, 131.75, 134.10, 137.06, 137.25, 137.42 ppm. MS (EI, 70 eV):
m/z = 241 [M + H]+. C16H16S (240.10): calcd. C 79.95, H 6.71, S 13.34;
found C 79.92, H 6.68, S 13.32.

(4-Nitrophenyl)(styryl)sulfane (11k):[18] Yield 86 %, yellow solid.
1H NMR (300 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 6.34 (d, J = 15.6 Hz, 1 H), 6.49 (d, J =
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15.2 Hz, 1 H), 6.52 (d, J = 10.2 Hz, 1 H), 6.88 (d, J = 10.4 Hz, 1 H),
7.31–7.33 (m, 2 H), 7.39–7.42 (m, 2 H), 7.49–7.55 (m, 3 H), 8.15–8.17
(m, 2 H) ppm. 13C NMR (75 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 120.72, 124.04, 124.25,
126.65, 127.15, 128.12, 128.55, 128.74, 129.02, 129.22, 132.15,
135.60, 145.80, 146.15 ppm. MS (EI, 70 eV): m/z = 258 [M + H]+.
C14H11NO2S (258.05): calcd. C 65.35, H 4.31, S 12.46; found C 65.32,
H 4.29, S 12.44.

(4-Methoxyphenyl)(styryl)sulfane (11l):[15] Yield 96 %, white solid.
1H NMR (300 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 3.82 (s, 3 H), 6.40 (d, J = 10.2 Hz, 1
H), 6.55 (d, J = 10.5 Hz, 1 H), 6.63 (d, J = 15.2 Hz, 1 H), 6.92 (d, J =
15.4 Hz, 1 H), 6.78–6.89 (m, 2 H), 7.20–7.28 (m, 2 H), 7.26–7.50 (m,
5 H) ppm. 13C NMR (75 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 55.32, 114.80, 125.75,
126.90, 126.85, 127.12, 128.30, 128.64, 128.72, 128.90, 132.92,
133.44, 136.62, 159.40 ppm. MS (EI, 70 eV): m/z = 243 [M + H]+.
C15H14OS (242.08): calcd. C 74.34, H 5.82, S 13.23; found C 74.32, H
5.80, S 13.20.

Benzyl(3,3-dimethylbut-1-enyl)sulfane (11m): Yield 74 %, yellow
oil. 1H NMR (300 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 1.26 (s, 9 H), 3.95 (s, 2 H), 5.82
(d, J = 15.2 Hz, 1 H), 5.95 (d, J = 15.4 Hz, 1 H), 6.31 (d, J = 10.5 Hz,
1 H), 6.40 (d, J = 10.5 Hz, 1 H), 7.10–7.29 (m, 5 H) ppm. 13C NMR
(75 MHz, CDCl3): δ = 29.12, 32.48, 34.75, 41.62, 120.36, 125.44,
127.52, 129.40, 148.60 ppm. MS (EI, 70 eV): m/z = 207 [M + H]+.
C13H18S (206.35): calcd. C 75.67, H 8.79, S 15.54; found C 75.65, H
8.78, S 15.52.

Acknowledgments
S. K. and R. B. thank the Department of Science and Technology
(DST), New Delhi for support through grants DST/INT/SA/P-15/
2011 and SR/S1/IC-31/2011. N. S. T. thanks the University Grants
Commission (UGC), New Delhi for a research fellowship. The
authors also thank the School of Chemistry & Physics, University
of KwaZulu-Natal, South Africa for support through the facilities.

Keywords: Homogeneous catalysis · Ruthenium ·
Phosphane ligands · C–H activation · Regioselectivity ·
Alkynes

[1] a) V. P. Ananikov, M. Tanaka (Eds.), Hydrofunctionalization, Springer, Hei-
delberg, Germany, 2013; b) C. Tidei, L. Sancineto, L. Bagnoli, B. Battistelli,
F. Marini, C. Santi, Eur. J. Org. Chem. 2014, 5968–5975; c) K. I. Galkin, V. P.
Ananikov, Russ. Chem. Rev. 2016, 85, 226–247; d) V. P. Ananikov, A. V.
Makarov, I. P. Beletskaya, Chem. Eur. J. 2011, 17, 12623–12630; e) V. O.
Nikolai, ChemistryOpen 2015, 4, 682–697; f ) A. N. David, S. H. David,
Synlett 2014, 25, 1191–1196; g) N. A. Romero, D. A. Nicewicz, J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 2014, 136, 17024–17035; h) D. J. Wilger, J.-M. M. Grandjean,
T. R. Lammert, D. A. Nicewicz, Nat. Chem. 2014, 6, 720–726; i) T. E. Muller,
K. C. Hultzsch, M. Yus, F. Foubelo, M. Tada, Chem. Rev. 2008, 108, 3795–
3892; j) E. K. Beloglazkina, N. V. Zyk, M. A. Belova, N. S. Dubinina, Russ.
Chem. Rev. 2003, 72, 769–786.

[2] a) A. Dondoni, S. Staderini, A. Marra, Eur. J. Org. Chem. 2013, 5370–5375;
b) S. N. Arbuzova, N. K. Gusarova, B. A. Trofimov, ARKIVOC 2006, 5, 12–
36; c) L. Benati, L. Capella, P. C. Montevecchi, P. Spagnolo, J. Org. Chem.
1994, 59, 2818–2823; d) P. D. Morse, D. A. Nicewicz, Chem. Sci. 2015, 6,
270–274; e) L. McSweeney, F. Dénès, E. M. Scanlan, Eur. J. Org. Chem.
2016, 2080–2095.

[3] a) B. C. Giglio, E. J. Alexanian, Org. Lett. 2014, 16, 4304–4307; b) R. E. M.
Brooner, R. A. Widenhoefer, Chem. Eur. J. 2011, 17, 6170–6178; c) R.
Singh, D. S. Raghuvanshi, K. N. Singh, Org. Lett. 2013, 15, 4202–4205; d)
T. Akiyama, K. Mori, Chem. Rev. 2015, 115, 9277–9306.

[4] a) A. Kondoh, K. Takami, H. Yorimitsu, K. Oshima, J. Org. Chem. 2005, 70,
6468–6473; b) C. Quinet, L. Sampoux, I. E. Markó, Eur. J. Org. Chem. 2009,
1806–1811.



Full Paper

[5] a) A. M. Suess, G. Lalic, Synlett 2016, 27, 1165–1174; b) M. S. Sanford,
J. T. Groves, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2004, 43, 588–590; Angew. Chem. 2004,
116, 598–600; c) M. R. Uehling, R. P. Rucker, G. Lalic, J. Am. Chem. Soc.
2014, 136, 8799–8803; d) A. Dondoni, Asymmetric Catal. 2015, 2, 51–
54; e) J. J. Brunet, D. Neibecker, Catalytic Hydroamination of Unsaturated
Carbon-Carbon Bonds, in: Catalytic Heterofunctionalization (Eds.: A. Togni,
H. Grützmacher), Wiley-VCH, Weinheim, Germany, 2001, p. 91–141; f ) F.
Pohlki, S. Doye, Chem. Soc. Rev. 2003, 32, 104–114; g) F. Alonso, I. Belets-
kaya, M. Yus, Chem. Rev. 2004, 104, 3079–3160; h) S. A. Ryken, L. L. Scha-
fer, Acc. Chem. Res. 2015, 48, 2576–2586.

[6] a) R. Ekkebus, S. I. van Kasteren, Y. Kulathu, A. Scholten, I. Berlin, P. P.
Geurink, A. de Jong, S. Goerdayal, J. Neefjes, A. J. R. Heck, D. Komander,
H. Ovaa, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2013, 135, 2867–2870; b) H. W. Lam, P. A.
Cooke, G. Pattenden, W. M. Bandaranayake, W. A. Wickramasinghe, J.
Chem. Soc. Perkin Trans. 1 1999, 847–848; c) J. J. Li, E. J. Corey, Total
Synthesis of Natural Products, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2012;
d) E. V. Prusov, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2014, 53, 6037; Angew. Chem. 2014,
126, 6149; e) E. Marcantoni, M. Massaccesi, M. Petrini, G. Bartoli, M. C.
Bellucci, M. Bosco, L. Sambri, J. Org. Chem. 2000, 65, 4553–4559; f ) Y.
Tian, J. Li, H. Zhao, X. Zeng, D. Wang, Q. Liu, X. Niu, X. Huang, N. Xu, Z.
Li, Chem. Sci. 2016, 7, 3325–3330.

[7] a) K. Nakabayashi, A. Matsumura, Y. Abiko, H. Mori, Macromolecules 2016,
49, 1616–1629; b) Y. Abiko, A. Matsumura, K. Nakabayashi, H. Mori, React.
Funct. Polym. 2015, 93, 170–177; c) M. M. Bassaco, M. Monçalves, F. Rin-
aldi, T. S. Kaufman, C. da C. Silveira, J. Photochem. Photobiol. A 2014, 290,
1–10; d) R. Pötzsch, B. C. Stahl, H. Komber, C. J. Hawker, B. I. Voit, Polym.
Chem. 2014, 5, 2911–2921; e) M. L. Conte, S. Staderini, A. Marra, M. San-
chez-Navarro, B. G. Davis, A. Dondoni, Chem. Commun. 2011, 47, 11086–
11088; f ) K. Nakabayashi, Y. Abiko, H. Mori, Macromolecules 2013, 46,
5998–6012; g) A. B. Lowe, C. E. Hoyle, C. N. Bowman, J. Mater. Chem.
2010, 20, 4745–4750; h) H. Lee, H. Kim, T. J. Choi, H. W. Park, J. Y. Chang,
Chem. Commun. 2015, 51, 9805–9808.

[8] a) J. C. Lo, J. Gui, Y. Yabe, C.-M. Pan, P. S. Baran, Nature 2014, 516, 343–
348; b) Q. Li, T. Dong, X. Liu, X. Lei, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2013, 135, 4996–
4999; c) S. F. Malysheva, A. V. Artem'ev, N. K. Gusarova, N. A. Belogorlova,
A. I. Albanov, C. W. Liu, B. A. Trofimov, Beilstein J. Org. Chem. 2015, 11,
1985–1990; d) M.-G. Braun, S. Z. Zard, Org. Lett. 2011, 13, 776–777; e) B.-
T. Gröbel, D. Seebach, Synthesis 1977, 357–402; f ) T. Hanamoto, R. Anno,
K. Yamada, K. Ryu, R. Maeda, K. Aoi, H. Furuno, Tetrahedron 2009, 65,
2757–2765; g) J. D. Webb, D. J. Harrison, D. W. Norman, J. M. Blacquiere,
C. M. Vogels, A. Decken, C. G. Bates, D. Venkataraman, R. T. Baker, S. A.
Westcott, J. Mol. Catal. A 2007, 275, 91–100; h) Y. Cui, P. E. Floreancig,
Org. Lett. 2012, 14, 1720–1723; i) K. Miyamoto, M. Hirobe, M. Uchiyama,
M. Ochiai, Chem. Commun. 2015, 51, 7962–7965; j) G. Liu, L. Kong, J.
Shen, G. Zhu, Org. Biomol. Chem. 2014, 12, 2310–2321; k) O. Boutureira,
M. I. Matheu, Y. Díaz, S. Castillón, RSC Adv. 2014, 4, 19794–19799.

[9] a) P. Johannesson, G. Lindeberg, A. Johansson, G. V. Nikiforovich, A. Go-
goll, B. Synnergren, M. L. Grèves, F. Nyberg, A. Karlén, A. Hallberg, J. Med.
Chem. 2002, 45, 1767–1777; b) R. Budriesi, B. Cosimelli, P. Ioan, M. P.
Ugenti, E. Carosati, M. Frosini, F. Fusi, R. Spisani, S. Saponara, G. Cruciani,
E. Novellino, D. Spinelli, A. Chiarini, J. Med. Chem. 2009, 52, 2352–2362;
c) V. R. Pallela, M. R. Mallireddigari, S. C. Cosenza, B. Akula, D. R. C. V.
Subbaiah, E. P. Reddy, M. V. R. Reddy, Org. Biomol. Chem. 2013, 11, 1964–
1977.

[10] a) R. Castarlenas, A. Di Giuseppe, J. J. Pérez-Torrente, L. A. Oro, Angew.
Chem. Int. Ed. 2013, 52, 211–222; Angew. Chem. 2013, 125, 223–234; b)
V. P. Ananikov, K. A. Gayduk, N. V. Orlov, I. P. Beletskaya, V. N. Khrustalev,
M. Y. Antipin, Chem. Eur. J. 2010, 16, 2063–2071; c) M. Beller, J. Seayad,
A. Tillack, H. Jiao, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2004, 43, 3368–3398; Angew.
Chem. 2004, 116, 3448–3479; d) X. H. Zhang, K. T. Wang, RSC Adv. 2015,
5, 34439–34446; e) V. Ritleng, M. Henrion, M. J. Chetcuti, ACS Catal. 2016,
6, 890–906; f ) A. Dondoni, A. Marra, Eur. J. Org. Chem. 2014, 3955–3969;
g) X. H. Zhang, Z. Y. Geng, K. T. Wang, S. S. Li, J. Mol. Model. 2014, 20,
2409–2419.

[11] For metal-catalysed Markovnikov selectivity, Ruthenium-catalysed, see:
a) U. Koelle, C. Rietmann, J. Tjoe, T. Wagner, U. Englert, Organometallics
1995, 14, 703–713; rhodium-catalysed: b) A. Di Giuseppe, R. Castarlenas,
J. J. Pérez-Torrente, M. Crucianelli, V. Polo, R. Sancho, F. J. Lahoz, L. A. Oro,
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2012, 134, 8171–8183; c) J. Yang, A. Sabarre, L. R. Fraser,
B. O. Patrick, J. A. Love, J. Org. Chem. 2009, 74, 182–187; d) A. Sabarre,

Eur. J. Org. Chem. 0000, 0–0 www.eurjoc.org © 0000 Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim7

J. A. Love, Org. Lett. 2008, 10, 3941–3944; e) L. R. Fraser, J. Bird, Q. Wu,
C. Cao, B. O. Patrick, J. A. Love, Organometallics 2007, 26, 5602–5611; f )
C. Cao, L. R. Fraser, J. A. Love, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2005, 127, 17614–17615;
g) M. Yoshiyuki, S. Hidetake, M. Yasushi, J. Organomet. Chem. 2006, 691,
3157–3164; h) G. Kleinhans, G. Guisado-Barrios, D. C. Liles, G. Bertrand,
D. I. Bezuidenhout, Chem. Commun. 2016, 52, 3504–3507; palladium-
catalysed: i) V. P. Ananikov, N. V. Orlov, I. P. Beletskaya, V. N. Khrustalev,
M. Y. Antipin, T. V. Timofeeva, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2007, 129, 7252–7253; j)
A. Ogawa, T. Ikeda, K. Kimura, T. Hirao, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1999, 121,
5108–5114; k) A. Ogawa, J. Organomet. Chem. 2000, 611, 463–474; l) H.
Kuniyasu, A. Ogawa, K. Sato, I. Ryu, N. Kambe, N. Sonoda, J. Am. Chem.
Soc. 1992, 114, 5902–5903; m) E. S. Degtyareva, J. V. Burykina, A. N.
Fakhrutdinov, E. G. Gordeev, V. N. Khrustalev, V. P. Ananikov, ACS Catal.
2015, 5, 7208–7213; n) H. Ma, X. Ren, X. Zhou, C. Ma, Y. He, G. Huang,
Tetrahedron Lett. 2015, 56, 6022–6029; for metal-catalysed anti-Markov-
nikov selectivity, Rhodium-catalysed, see: o) L. D. Field, B. A. Messerle,
K. Q. Vuong, P. Turner, Dalton Trans. 2009, 3599–3614; p) S. Shoai, P.
Bichler, B. Kang, H. Buckley, J. A. Love, Organometallics 2007, 26, 5778–
5781; q) S. Burling, L. D. Field, B. A. Messerle, K. Q. Vuong, P. Turner,
Dalton Trans. 2003, 4181–4191; r) Y. Yang, R. M. Rioux, Chem. Commun.
2011, 47, 6557–6559; s) H. Zhao, J. Peng, M. Cai, Catal. Lett. 2012, 142,
138–142; t) E. R. Kiemele, M. Wathier, P. Bichler, J. A. Love, Org. Lett. 2016,
18, 492–495; palladium-catalysed: u) R. Gerber, C. M. Frech, Chem. Eur. J.
2012, 18, 8901–8905; v) A. Kondoh, H. Yorimitsu, K. Oshima, Org. Lett.
2007, 9, 1383–1385.

[12] For metal-catalysed anti-Markovnikov selectivity, Copper-catalysed, see:
a) N. R. Siti, Y. Y. Jackie, Z. Yugen, Org. Lett. 2012, 14, 1780–1783; b) Y.
Yang, R. M. Rioux, Green Chem. 2014, 16, 3916–3925; c) I. G. Trostyan-
skaya, I. P. Beletskaya, Synlett 2012, 23, 535–540; Gold-catalysed: d) A.
Corma, C. González-Arellano, M. Iglesias, F. Sánchez, Appl. Catal. A 2010,
375, 49–54; e) S. Biswas, C. Dahlstrand, R. A. Watile, M. Kalek, F. Himo,
J. S. M. Samec, Chem. Eur. J. 2013, 19, 17939–17950.

[13] For actinide-catalysed Markovnikov selectivity, see: a) C. J. Weiss, S. D.
Wobser, T. J. Marks, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2009, 131, 2062–2063; b) C. J.
Weiss, T. J. Marks, Dalton Trans. 2010, 39, 6576–6588.

[14] For main-group-element-catalysed anti-Markovnikov selectivity, see: a)
M. S. Silva, R. G. Lara, J. M. Marczewski, R. G. Jacob, E. J. Lenardão, G.
Perin, Tetrahedron Lett. 2008, 49, 1927–1930; b) E. J. Lenardão, M. S. Silva,
R. G. Lara, J. M. Marczewski, M. Sachini, R. G. Jacob, D. Alves, G. Perin,
ARKIVOC (Gainesville, FL, U.S.) 2011, 2, 272–282; c) J. L. Eder, K. S. Liane,
M. B. Angelita, P. Gelson, Curr. Green Chem. 2016, 3, 4–17; for indium-
catalysed anti-Markovnikov selectivity, see: d) N. Rajesh, D. Prajapati, RSC
Adv. 2014, 4, 32108–32112.

[15] For nickel-catalysed Markovnikov selectivity, see: a) D. A. Malyshev, N. M.
Scott, N. Marion, E. D. Stevens, V. P. Ananikov, I. P. Beletskaya, S. P. Nolan,
Organometallics 2006, 25, 4462–4470; b) V. P. Ananikov, N. V. Orlov, I. P.
Beletskaya, Organometallics 2006, 25, 1970–1977; c) V. P. Ananikov, D. A.
Malyshev, I. P. Beletskaya, G. G. Aleksandrov, I. L. Eremenko, Adv. Synth.
Catal. 2005, 347, 1993–2001; for zirconium-catalysed Markovnikov se-
lectivity, see: d) C. J. Weiss, T. J. Marks, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2010, 132,
10533–10546.

[16] a) C.-J. Li, T. H. Chan, Comprehensive Organic Reactions in Aqueous Media,
2nd ed., Wiley, New York, 2007; b) R. Sheldon, I. Arends, U. Hanefeld,
Green Chemistry and Catalysis, Wiley-VCH, Weinheim, Germany, 2007; c)
H. D. Velazquez, F. Verpoort, Chem. Soc. Rev. 2012, 41, 7032–7060; d) M.
Lombardo, C. Trombini, Curr. Opin. Drug Discov. Devel. 2010, 13, 717–
732; e) A. A. Marianou, C. M. Michailof, A. Pineda, E. F. Iliopoulou, K. S.
Triantafyllidis, A. A. Lappas, ChemCatChem 2016, 8, 1100–1110; f ) B. Cor-
nils, W. A. Herrmann (Eds.), Aqueous-Phase Organometallic Catalysis: Con-
cepts and Applications, 2nd ed., Wiley-VCH, Weinheim, Germany, 2004.

[17] S. Kankala, S. Nerella, R. Vadde, C. S. Vasam, RSC Adv. 2013, 3, 23582–
23588.

[18] a) C. Long, J. Phys. Chem. A 2012, 116, 6845–6850; b) P. J. Dyson, Dalton
Trans. 2003, 2964–2974; c) C. P. Casey, G. A. Bikzhanova, Q. Cui, I. A.
Guzei, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2005, 127, 14062–14071; d) S. Müller-Becker, W.
Frank, J. Schneider, Z. Anorg. Allg. Chem. 1993, 619, 1073–1082; e) R.
Makhoul, J. A. Shaw-Taberlet, H. Sahnoune, V. Dorcet, S. Kahlal, J.-F. Halet,
J.-R. Hamon, C. Lapinte, Organometallics 2014, 33, 6023–6032; f ) R. S.
Koefod, K. R. Mann, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1990, 112, 7287–7293; g) R. L.
Lord, C. K. Schauer, F. A. Schultz, M.-H. Baik, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2011, 133,



Full Paper

18234–18242; h) J. M. O'Connor, C. P. Casey, Chem. Rev. 1987, 87, 307–
318.

[19] a) J. R. Berenguer, M. Bernechea, J. Forniés, A. García, E. Lalinde, Organo-
metallics 2004, 23, 4288–4300; b) K. S. Singh, M. R. Kollipara, J. Indian
Chem. Soc. 2011, 88, 497–504; c) M. Sarangapani, V. Ravinder, Ind. J.
Chem. 2002, 41A, 2060–2064.

[20] For vanadium catalysis, see: a) S. Rana, R. Haque, G. Santosh, D. Maiti,
Inorg. Chem. 2013, 52, 2927–2932; Iron-catalysed: b) R. M. Belani, B. R.
James, D. Dolphin, S. J. Rettig, Can. J. Chem. 1988, 66, 2072–2078; Cobalt-
catalysed: c) R. Beck, U. Flörke, H.-F. Klein, Inorg. Chem. 2009, 48, 1416–
1422; d) L. Zhao, R. Zhang, W. Guo, S. Wu, X. Lu, Chem. Phys. Lett. 2005,
414, 28–33; for ruthenium catalysis, see: e) G. Jenner, E. M. Nahmed, H.
Leismann, J. Organomet. Chem. 1990, 387, 315–321; f ) A. Chakravorthy,
Proc. Indian Acad. Sci. 1999, 111, 469–477; g) T. Kondo, M. Akazome, Y.
Tsuji, Y. Watanabe, J. Org. Chem. 1990, 55, 1286–1291; h) H. Lehmkuhl,
R. Schwickardi, G. Mehler, C. Krüger, R. Z. Goddard, Z. Anorg. Allg. Chem.
1991, 606, 141–155; for rhodium catalysis, see: i) F. Abu-Hasanayn, M. E.
Goldman, A. S. Goldman, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1992, 114, 2520–2524; j) M.
Kreis, A. Palmelund, L. Bunch, R. Madsen, Adv. Synth. Catal. 2006, 348,
2148–2154; k) P. Malcho, E. J. Garcia-Suarez, U. V. Mentzel, C. Engelbrekt,
A. Riisager, Dalton Trans. 2014, 43, 17230–17235; l) M. Gómez, J. M. Kise-
nyi, G. J. Sunley, P. M. Maitlis, J. Organomet. Chem. 1985, 296, 197–207;
for palladium catalysis, see: m) A. Modak, A. Deb, T. Patra, S. Rana, S.
Maity, D. Maiti, Chem. Commun. 2012, 48, 4253–4255; n) M. D. Akanksha,

Eur. J. Org. Chem. 0000, 0–0 www.eurjoc.org © 0000 Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim8

Green Chem. 2012, 14, 2314–2320; for osmium catalysis, see: o) P. Barrio,
M. A. Esteruelas, E. Oñate, Organometallics 2004, 23, 1340–1348; p) P.
Gupta, F. Basuli, S.-M. Peng, G.-H. Lee, S. Bhattacharya, Indian J. Chem.
Sect. A 2003, 42A, 2406–2415; for iridium catalysis, see: q) P. J. Alaimo,
B. A. Arndtsen, R. G. Bergman, Organometallics 2000, 19, 2130–2143; r)
T. B. Rauchfuss, Platinum Met. Rev. 1980, 24, 95–99; s) T. Iwai, T. Fujihara,
Y. Tsuji, Chem. Commun. 2008, 6215–6217; t) E. Gutiérrez-Puebla, A.
Monge, M. Paneque, M. L. Poveda, V. Salazar, E. Carmona, J. Am. Chem.
Soc. 1999, 121, 248–249; u) K. A. Bernard, J. D. Atwood, Organometallics
1988, 7, 235–236; v) K. A. Bernard, J. D. Atwood, Organometallics 1989,
8, 795–800; for platinum catalysis, see: w) J. J. Koh, W.-H. Lee, P. G. Willard,
W. M. Risen, J. Organomet. Chem. 1985, 284, 409–419; for late-transition-
metal catalysis, see: x) M. A. Garralda, Dalton Trans. 2009, 21, 3635–3645.

[21] T. Morimoto, M. Fujioka, K. Fuji, K. Tsutsumi, K. Kakiuch, Pure Appl. Chem.
2008, 80, 1079–1087.

[22] a) G. Domazetis, B. Tarpey, D. Dolphin, B. R. James, J. Chem. Soc., Chem.
Commun. 1980, 939–940; b) A. Sahajpal, S. D. Robinson, M. A. Mazid, M.
Motevalli, M. B. Hursthouse, J. Chem. Soc., Dalton Trans. 1990, 2119–
2124.

[23] P. W. N. M. Van Leeuwen, Homogeneous Catalysis – Understanding the
Art, Kluwer, Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2004.

Received: July 1, 2016
Published Online: ■



Full Paper

Ruthenium Catalysis

S. Modem, S. Kankala,*
R. Balaboina, N. S. Thirukovela,
S. B. Jonnalagadda,* R. Vadde,*
C. S. Vasam* ........................................ 1–9 A serendipitously discovered stoichio- corporated into 1 to give cationic RuII

metric C–H activation/decarbonylation catalysts 2–8. These were used in theDecarbonylation of Salicylaldehyde
of salicylaldehyde by [(η6-p-cymene)- hydrothiolation of alkynes to select-Activated by p-Cymene Ruth-
RuCl2]2 gave [(η6-p-cymene)RuCl(CO)- ively give anti-Markovnikov E-linearenium(II) Dimer: Implication for Cat-
(Ph-O)] (1) without the need for exter- vinyl sulfides in aq. THF.alytic Alkyne Hydrothiolation
nal CO gas. Polar phosphines were in-

DOI: 10.1002/ejoc.201600809

Eur. J. Org. Chem. 0000, 0–0 www.eurjoc.org © 0000 Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim9


