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2-(Trimethylsilyl)ethanol as a new alcohol equivalent has been employed for copper-catalyzed coupling
of aryl iodides. Using mild reaction conditions, it has been observed that substituted phenols and phenols
with sensitive functional groups can be readily prepared.
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Aryl ethers and phenols are very important structural motifs of
numerous biologically active natural products and important phar-
maceutical compounds and polymers in the material science
industries and consequently, much research has been focused on
their synthesis.1–3 Available methods for the synthesis of aryl
ethers and phenols via direct nucleophilic or Cu(I)-catalyzed sub-
stitution of an aryl halide with an alcohol typically require high
reaction temperatures and/or a large excess of the alcohol and
are limited in substrate scope.4–6 The need to employ HMPA,
DMSO, or DMF as solvent further diminishes the applicability of
these methods, particularly for large-scale processes.

The formation of carbon-heteroatom bonds by transition metal
catalyzed cross-coupling methodology has been the subject of sig-
nificant interest during the past few years.7 Although the majority
of efforts has focused on C–N bond forming processes, techniques
for the formation of aromatic C–O bonds have also been
reported.8–10 Buchwald and Hartwig groups as well as others, have
shown that tertiary alcohols, silanols, and phenols, all lacking
b-hydrogen groups, can be efficiently coupled with aryl chlorides
and bromides.10 The copper-mediated Ullmann ether synthesis is
a classical method for the synthesis of aryl alkyl ethers.11 The syn-
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thetic scope of this reaction, however, is reduced as a result of the
harsh reaction conditions. This C–O bond forming process requires
strong bases such as alkoxides or sodium hydride. Other severe
drawbacks include the following requirements: (a) a large amount
of the alkoxide, (b) high temperatures, (c) highly polar aprotic sol-
vents, and (d) stoichiometric quantities of the copper salt.12

Aromatic carbon–oxygen bond formation under a mild condi-
tion is a difficult transformation. For reactions of inactivated aryl
halides, direct, uncatalyzed substitutions and copper-mediated
couplings typically require temperatures of 120 �C or higher.13–15

Diazotization and displacement with oxygen nucleophiles is gener-
ally limited to synthesis of phenol and uses stoichiometric
amounts of copper in its mildest form.16 One of the conventional
methods for the reactions of inactivated aryl halides to phenols
via boronic acid formation followed by peroxide treatment is well
known.17 Since the general methods for the preparation of aryl
boric acids do not lend themselves to a direct synthesis of hydroxy-
phenylboric acids, it was necessary to introduce the phenolic
hydroxyl by indirect methods. The direct hydroxylation of aryl
halides has been a major challenge in coupling chemistry. Buch-
wald and co-workers achieved this goal for the first time, by apply-
ing their bulky, monodentate ligands which facilitate C–O
reductive elimination.18 Chen and co-workers reported the palla-
dium-catalyzed hydroxylation of highly activated aryl bromides
in the presence of P(t-Bu)3.19 Recently, iron-catalyzed method for
the conversion of inactivated aryl halides to phenol has been
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Table 1
Screening of ligands for Cu-catalyzed C–O couplinga

I Me3Si
OH

CuI, Ligand
Cs2CO3, toluene, 14 h, 110 oC

O
SiMe3

Entry Ligand Yieldb (%)

1 H2N
NH2 0

2
H
N

N
H

0

3 N
N 0

4

NH2

NH2

0

5

NH

NH
22

6

N
N 96

a Reaction conditions: Aryl iodide (1 mmol), 2-trimethylsilyl alcohol (3 mmol),
CuI (10 mol %), ligand (20 mol %), Cs2CO3 (2.0 mmol), toluene (0.5 ml), Schlenk tube,
110 �C, 14 h.

b Isolated yield.

Table 2
Screening of base for Cu-catalyzed C–O couplinga

I Me3Si
OH

CuI,1,10-phenanthroline

Base, toluene, 14 h, 110  oC

O
SiMe3

Entry Base Yieldb (%)

1 Et3N 0
2 K2CO3 68
3 Na2CO3 0
4 K3PO4 88
5 Pyridine 0
6 Cs2CO3 96

a Reaction conditions: Aryl iodide (1 mmol), 2-trimethylsilyl alcohol (3 mmol),
CuI (10 mol %), 1,10-phenanthroline (20 mol %), base (2.0 mmol), toluene (0.5 ml),
Schlenk tube, 110 �C, 14 h.

b Isolated yield.

Table 3
2-(Trimethylsilyl)ethanol as oxygen surrogate in the copper-catalyzed coupling of
aryl and heterocyclic iodidea

Entry Substrate Product Yieldb (%)

1
I O Si 96 (93)

2

I

CN

O Si

CN
86 (91)

3

I

CN

O Si

CN

92 (90)

4

I

NC

O Si

NC
91 (94)

5

I

F

O Si

F
95 (89)

6

I

F

O Si

F
89 (87)

7

I

Br

O Si

Br
94 (96)

8

I

Br

O Si

Br
85 (91)

9

I

Cl

O Si

Cl
94 (88)

10

I

Cl
Cl

O Si

Cl
Cl

80 (83)

11

I

Cl

Cl O Si

Cl

Cl

88 (87)

12

I

MeO

O Si

MeO
93 (90)

13

I

OHC

O Si

OHC
90 (81)

14
N

I

N

O Si
92 (93)

15
N

I

N

O Si 91 (95)

16

I O Si
81 (88)

17

I

CF3

O Si

CF3

88 (78)

18

I

F
Cl

O Si

F
Cl

83 (82)

(continued on next page)
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developed with water as the solvent at 180–200 �C.20 Although the
economic attractiveness of copper has led to remarkable progress
in the development of copper-catalyzed coupling reaction,21 the
copper-mediated hydroxylation of aryl halides with hydroxide
salts (e.g., KOH and NaOH) as nucleophiles to directly form phenols
under mild conditions is limited.22

Despite these developments, there are very limited reports of
selective hydroxylation methods being developed where one halo-
gen group (I or Br) can be hydroxylated exclusively in the presence
of other halo group. Phenols are often quite polar and their purifi-
cation can be challenging. Furthermore, the relative acidity and
nucleophilicity of phenols make them incompatible with many
reactions. For these reasons, we sought to synthesize protected



Table 3 (continued)

Entry Substrate Product Yieldb (%)

19

I

F

O Si

F
92 (79)

20

I

HOH2C

O Si

HOH2C
76 (88)

21

I

F3CO

O Si

F3CO
78 (72)

a Reaction conditions: Aryl iodide (1 mmol), 2-trimethylsilyl alcohol (3 mmol),
CuI (10 mol %), 1,10-phenanthroline (20 mol %), Cs2CO3 (2.0 mmol), toluene
(0.5 ml), Schlenk tube, 110 �C, 14 h.

b Isolated yield is given. Yield given in bracket is for the deprotected product.
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phenols that would be tolerant of a variety of reaction conditions.
To meet these needs, a stable alcohol surrogate is required for the
hydroxylation and it is also important that the resulting ether com-
pound with alcohol surrogate to be stable during further transfor-
mations. Moreover, we also sought to avoid harsh conditions and
strong basic hydroxide salts (e.g., KOH and NaOH) as nucleophiles
and DMSO or DMF as solvent. So, it was a natural extension for us
to investigate the copper-catalyzed coupling of aliphatic alcohols
with aryl halides.23

During the past few years, some significant modifications have
been made. In 2002, Buchwald’s group first reported that using
10 mol % of CuI in conjunction with 20 mol % of 1,10-phenanthro-
line could make C–O bond formation between aryl iodides and
aliphatic alcohols successfully under mild reaction conditions
(Cs2CO3/120 �C/18–38 h).24 We have introduced trimethylsilyl eth-
anol as primary aliphatic alcohol for ether formation which can be
easily deprotected by using fluoride source.25

In the primary screening experiments, a series of ligands were
examined in the reaction of iodobenzene and trimethylsilyl
ethanol using the following catalyst system: 10 mol % CuI/
20 mol % ligand/Cs2CO3/110 �C/14 h and toluene as solvent. The
results of screening experiments were presented in Table 1.
From the results, it was apparent that 1,10-phenanthroline
showed the best activity. Further experiments were performed
to examine the influence of base on the conversion and the
selectivity. A set of bases were examined in the reaction of iodo-
benzene and trimethylsilyl ethanol, under the following reaction
conditions: 10 mol % CuI/20 mol % 1,10-phenanthroline/110 �C/
14 h and toluene as solvent. The results of screening experi-
ments were presented in Table 2. From the results, it was appar-
ent that in case of K3PO4 and Cs2CO3 as base the starting
material was nearly transformed completely to the desired prod-
uct after 14 h. Herein we report that the catalyst system consist-
ing of copper(I) iodide, 1,10-phenanthroline, and cesium
carbonate is an efficient method for the synthesis of a variety
of phenols within 14 h at 110 �C.26

The reactions can be carried out under air without exclusion of
moisture.27 To determine the scope of the catalytic system; the
present protocol was applied in reactions of a range of commer-
cially available aryl iodides and trimethylsilyl ethanol. As shown
in Table 3, the coupling of trimethylsilyl ethanol with different
aryl iodides was successful, leading to the desired products in
good yields. Herein, we report a simple, inexpensive, and effective
catalytic system for the synthesis of phenols under mild reaction
conditions. A variety of functional groups are compatible with
these reaction conditions. We could also utilize the intrinsic reac-
tivity of aryl halides to selectively couple the –I group when –Br
or –Cl existed in the aromatic ring (Table 3, entries 7–11). The
mild reaction conditions and increased scope relative to conven-
tional ones would render this protocol attractive to synthetic
chemists. Further studies on the scope of the reactions of trimeth-
ylsilyl ethanol with different aryl bromides and chlorides are in
progress.

Acknowledgments

The authors, D.M., P.A., and K.S. thank Syngene international
Ltd for granting permission to carry out this work at Syngene.
M.S. and K.R. thank Bharathidasan and Anna universities for all
the support.

Supplementary data

Supplementary data (experimental and analytical data for new
compounds) associated with this article can be found, in the online
version, at doi:10.1016/j.tetlet.2011.08.023.

References and notes

1. For reviews, see: (a) Lindley, J. Tetrahedron 1984, 40, 1433–1456; (b) Sawyer, J.
S. Tetrahedron 2000, 56, 5045–5065; (c) Theil, F. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 1999, 38,
2345–2347; (d) Thomas, A. W.; Ley, S. V. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 2003, 42, 5400–
5449.

2. For examples of medicinally important diaryl ethers, see: (a) Zenitani, S.;
Tashiro, S.; Shindo, K.; Nagai, K.; Suzuki, K.; Imoto, M. J. Antibiot. 2003, 56, 617–
621; (b) Cristau, P.; Vors, J.-P.; Zhu, J. Tetrahedron 2003, 59, 7859–7870; (c)
Evans, D. A.; DeVries, K. D. In Glycopeptide Antibiotics, Drugs and the
Pharmaceutical Sciences; Nagarajan, R., Ed.; Marcel Dekker: New York, 1994;
pp 63–104; (d) Deshpande, V. E.; Gohkhale, N. J. Tetrahedron Lett. 1992, 33,
4213–4216; (e) Singh, S. B.; Pettit, G. R. J. Org. Chem. 1990, 55, 2797–2800; (f)
Jung, M. E.; Rohloff, J. C. J. Org. Chem. 1985, 50, 4909–4913; For examples of
agriculturally important diaryl ethers, see: (g) Sheldon, R. A. Chirotechnology;
Marcel Dekker: New York, 1998. p 6265.

3. For a review of alkenyl and aryl C–O bond-forming reactions, see: Chiuy, C. K.-F.
In Comprehensive Organic Functional Group Transformations; Katritzky, A. R.,
Meth-Cohn, O., Rees, C. W., Eds.; Pergamon Press: New York, 1995; Vol. 2,.
Chapter 2.13.

4. Paradisi, C. In Comprehensive Organic Synthesis; Trost, B. M., Fleming, I.,
Semmelhack, M. F., Eds.; Pergamon Press: New York, 1991; Vol. 4,. Chapter
2.1 and references cited therein.

5. (a) Keegstra, M. A.; Peters, T. H.; Brandsma, L. Tetrahedron 1992, 48, 3633; (b)
Aalten, H. L.; Van Koten, G.; Grove, D. M.; Kuilman, T.; Piekstra, O. G.; Hulshof, L.
A.; Sheldon, R. A. Tetrahedron 1989, 45, 5565; Pentavalent organobismuth
reagents have been used in the presence and absence of Cu salts, see: (c)
Barton, D. H. R.; Finet, J.-P.; Khamsi, J.; Pichon, C. Tetrahedron Lett. 1986, 27,
3619.

6. Electron-deficient transition metal complexes have been used as activators for
the synthesis of aryl ethers: Pearson, A. J.; Gelormini, A. M. J. Org. Chem. 1994,
59, 4561. and references cited therein.

7. For review, see: (a) Wolfe, J. P.; Wagaw, S.; Marcoux, J.-F.; Buchwald, S. L. Acc.
Chem. Res. 1998, 31, 805; (b) Hartwig, J. F. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 1998, 37, 2046;
(c) Wolfe, J. P.; Åhman, J.; Sadighi, J. P.; Singer, R. A.; Buchwald, S. L. Tetrahedron
Lett. 1997, 38, 6367; (d) Mann, G.; Hartwig, J. F.; Driver, M. S.; Fernandez-Rivas,
C. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1998, 120, 827; (e) Cioffi, C. L.; Berlin, M. L.; Herr, R. J. Synlett
2004, 841; (f) Grossman, O.; Rueck, B. K.; Gelman, D. Synthesis 2008, 537.

8. (a) Mann, G.; Hartwig, J. F. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1996, 118, 13109; (b) Shelby, Q.;
Kataoka, N.; Mann, G.; Hartwig, J. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2000, 122, 10718; (c) Parrish,
C. A.; Buchwald, S. L. J. Org. Chem. 2001, 66, 2498; (d) Palucki, M.; Wolfe, J. P.;
Buchwald, S. L. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1997, 119, 3395.

9. (a) Palucki, M.; Wolfe, J. P.; Buchwald, S. L. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1996, 118, 10333;
(b) Torraca, K. E.; Kuwabe, S.; Buchwald, S. L. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2000, 122, 12907;
(c) Kuwabe, S.; Torraca, K. E.; Buchwald, S. L. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2001, 123, 12202.

10. Torraca, K. E.; Huang, X.; Parrish, C. A.; Buchwald, S. L. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2001,
123, 10770.

11. Ullmann, F. Chem. Ber. 1904, 37, 853.
12. For recent examples, see: (a) Capdevielle, P.; Maumy, M. Tetrahedron Lett. 1993,

34, 1007; (b) Amberg, W.; Bennani, Y. L.; Chadha, R. K.; Crispino, G. A.; Davis,
W. D.; Hartung, J.; Jeong, K.-S.; Ogino, Y.; Shibata, T.; Sharpless, K. B. J. Org.
Chem. 1993, 58, 844; (c) Peeters, L. D.; Jacobs, S. G.; Eevers, W.; Geise, H. J.
Tetrahedron 1994, 50, 11533; (d) Fagan, P. J.; Hauptman, E.; Shapiro, R.;
Casalnuovo, A. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2000, 122, 5043; (e) Zhu, J.; Price, B. A.; Zhao, S.
X.; Skonezny, P. M. Tetrahedron Lett. 2000, 41, 4011.

13. Bacon, R. G. R.; Rennison, S. C. J. Chem. Soc. 1969, 312–315.
14. Marcoux, J.-F.; Doye, S.; Buchwald, S. L. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1997, 119, 10539.
15. Kalinin, A. V.; Bower, J. F.; Riebel, P.; Snieckus, V. J. Org. Chem. 1999, 64, 2986–

2987.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tetlet.2011.08.023


M. Dibakar et al. / Tetrahedron Letters 52 (2011) 5338–5341 5341
16. March, J. Advanced Organic Chemistry; John Wiley and Sons: New York, 1985. p
601.

17. (a) Maleczka, R. E., Jr.; Shi, F.; Holmes, D.; Smith, M. R., III J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2003,
125, 7792–7793; (b) Webb, K. S.; Levy, D. Tetrahedron Lett. 1995, 36, 5117–
5118.

18. (a) Anderson, K. W.; Ikawa, T.; Tundel, R. E.; Buchwald, S. L. J. Am. Chem. Soc.
2006, 128, 10694; (b) Willis, M. C. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 2007, 119, 3470.

19. Chen, G.; Chan, A. S. C.; Kwong, F. Y. Tetrahedron Lett. 2007, 48, 473.
20. Ren, Y.; Cheng, L.; Tian, X.; Zhao, S.; Wang, J.; Hou, C. Tetrahedron Lett. 2010, 51,

43–45.
21. For selected examples for copper-catalyzed arylation of phenols, see: (a) Cai,

Q.; He, G.; Ma, D. J. Org. Chem. 2006, 71, 5268; (b) Cai, Q.; Zou, B.; Ma, D. Angew.
Chem., Int. Ed. 2006, 45, 1276; (c) Buck, E.; Song, Z. J.; Tshaen, D.; Dormer, P. G.;
Volane, R. P.; Reider, P. J. Org. Lett. 2002, 4, 1623; (d) Cristau, H.-J.; Cellier, P. P.;
Hamada, S.; Spindler, J.-F.; Taillefer, M. Org. Lett. 2004, 6, 913; (e) Ma, D.; Cai, Q.
Org. Lett. 2003, 5, 3799; (f) Ouali, A.; Spindler, J.-F.; Cristau, H. –J.; Taillefer, M.
Adv. Synth. Catal. 2006, 348, 499.

22. (a) Edward, J. M.; Jose, A. F.; Matthew, L. C. Org. Biomol. Chem. 2009, 7, 2645–
2648; (b) Stefan, M.; Wei, L.; Xiaojing, Z.; Yongwen, J.; Dawei, M. Synlett 2010,
0976–0978; (c) Anis, T.; Ning, X.; Florian, M.; Marc, T. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed.
2009, 48, 8725–8728; (d) Zhao, D.; Wu, N.; Zhang, S.; Xi, P.; Su, X.; You, J.
Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 2009, 48, 8729–8732; (e) Linhai, J.; Jiangtao, W.; Li, Z.;
Zhiyong, H.; Zhengkai, L.; Xiangge, Z. Chem. Commun. 2010, 46, 4767–4769; (f)
Paul, R.; Ali, M. A.; Punniyamurthy, T. Synthesis 2010, 24, 4268–4272.

23. Kiyomori, A.; Marcoux, J.-F.; Buchwald, S. L. Tetrahedron Lett. 1999, 40, 2657.
24. Wolter, M.; Nordmann, G. E.; Buchwald, S. L. Org. Lett. 2002, 4, 973.
25. (a) Haberhauer, G. Synlett 2004, 1101–1103; (b) Nelson, T. D.; Crouch, R. D.

Synthesis 1996, 1031; (c) Greene, T. W.; Wuts, P. G. M. Protective Groups in
Organic Synthesis, 3rd ed.; John Wiley: New York, 1999. p 399.

26. Recently, Venkataraman showed that similar reaction conditions can be
utilized, employing an isolated, air stable, triphenyl phosphine complex of
(1,10-phenanthroline)CuI for the preparation of triarylamines and diarylethers
and for the Sonogashira-type arylation of terminal alkynes: Gujadhur, R. K.;
Bates, C. G.; Venkataraman, D. Org. Lett. 2001, 3, 4315.

27. General procedure:
A test tube was charged with CuI (10 mol %), 1,10-phenanthroline (20 mol %),
Cs2CO3 (2.0 mmol), aryl iodide (1.0 mmol), and 2-trimethylsilyl alcohol
(3 mmol), and toluene (0.5 ml). The test tube was sealed, and the reaction
mixture was stirred at 110 �C for 14 h. The resulting suspension was cooled to
room temperature and filtered through a 0.5 � 1 cm pad of silica gel, eluting
with diethyl ether. The filtrate was concentrated. Purification of the residue by
flash chromatography on silica gel (0.5:10—ethylacetate/n-hexane) gave the
desired product (see Supplementary data).


	2-(Trimethylsilyl)ethanol as a new alcohol equivalent for copper-catalyzed  coupling of aryl iodides
	Acknowledgments
	Supplementary data
	References and notes


