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ABSTRACT: The species CpRu(PPh;),(C=CPh) (1) reacts with HB(C4Fs), to =

effect the hydroboration of the metal—bounfi alkyne,‘ giving thle orange species . .. \Ru\c BCFdy o :C:C/PhF
CpRu(PPh;),CH=C(Ph)(B(C4Fs),) (2) in 95% isolated yield. Subsequent  py ¢ ~p o E
photolysis of this species results in the rearrangement of the vinyl group to give HE(CFas : F o
the species CpRu(PPh;)[PhC=C(B(H)(C¢Fs),)] (3) in 87% yield. The species F o P(CFsk
exhibits a side-on alkyne donation to Ru as well as a bridging BH fragment. Q u Q H :
Intermediates in this conversion are discussed in relation to known species, and  pp poRu—C L /R}"‘if'}a (CoFsly

g A e § At g 3 VC-B(C4Fs), -PPh; Phip? 2L
support for a transient zwitterionic intermediate is offered by the isolation of  pnp €
CpRu(PPh;),(C=CPh(C4F4)BF(C¢Fs),) (4) from the reaction of CpRu- Ph

(PPh;),(C=CPh) with B(CFs)3. The compounds 2—4 are crystallographically

characterized.

B INTRODUCTION

One of the important tools in the synthetic toolbox of the
organic chemist is the activation of alkynes." For example,
transition-metal species can be employed to metalate terminal
alkynes to give useful synthons, while transition-metal catalysts
provide avenues to effect C—C coupling reactions, such as
oxidative dimerizations, alkyne arene coupling reactions,”
and alkynylations of aldehydes.* On the other hand, main group
reagents, such as boranes, can be employed to derivatize alkynes
to yield synthons, such as vinyl boranes, alkynyl boranes, or
alkynyl borates.>™ Alternatlvely, boranes can be used to effect
hydrostannation® or hydrogermylation” of alk es, intramole-
cular additions of silyl enol ethers to alkynes, and cyclization
of dialkynylsilanes employing B(CcFs)s."" Yamaguchi and
co-workers'> have demonstrated that intramolecular addition
of phosphine and boron to alkyne fragments provides materials
of interest for their electronic properties. In a related sense, we
have previously shown that combinations of sterically demanding
donors and electrophilic boranes, so-called “frustrated Lewis
pairs”, react with terminal alkynes via two pathways."> Where
the donor is Bronsted basic, such as tBusP, the reaction with
B(Cg4Fs); and PhC=CH results in deprotonation of the alkyne,
yielding the salt [tBusPH][PhC=CB(C¢F;s);] (Scheme 1).
Conversely, using more nucleophilic donors, including phos-
phines, sulphides, amines, pyridines, and pyrroles, has been
shown to add to the alkyne in the presence of boranes to give
zwitterionic alkene derivatives of the form (Donor)C(Ph)=
C(H)B(C¢Fs)s (Scheme 1)."*'> More recently, the research
groups of Berke'®'” and Erker'® ' have discovered that both
terminal and internal alkynes react with B(C4Fs); exclusively via
1,1-carboboration, affording novel, electrophilic vinyl borane
products of the from RR'C=C(C¢Fs)B(C4Fs), (Scheme 1).

In the case of the chemistry of alkynes and transition-metal
reagents, metal alkyne complexes are well known to undergo the
reversible interconversion of terminal alkyne and vinylidene
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species, a transformation that 1s 1mportant in a number of
metal-mediated transformations.”>”>' In such conversmns, the
migrations of carbon-,**"** silyl-,**~* stannyl-,**** sulfenyl-,**
and iodo-substituents*’ have been reported and vinylidene
complexes, such as [CpRu{C=C(Ph)Ar}-(dppe)] B(C6F5)4]
have been reported to proceed via electrophilic 1,2-migration.
This observation suggests that boron-based electrophiles might
also display interesting reactivity with metal alkyne complexes.
Indeed, in the case of early transition-metal acetylide and
metallocumulene complexes, the groups of Rosenthal*>* and
Erker®> ' have demonstrated a rich and unique reactivity
(Scheme 2). With these precedents, we were prompted to
explore reactions of the coordinatively saturated metal acetylide
complex CpRu(PPh;),(C=CPh) (1) with electrophilic boranes.
Herein, we demonstrate the synthesis of a Ru-vinyl-borane and
subsequent conversion to a borohydride-alkyne complex. In
addition, we also isolate an unusual Ru-vinylidene-borate zwitterion.

B EXPERIMENTAL SECTION

General Remarks. All manipulations were carried out under an
atmosphere of dry, O,-free N, employing an Innovative Technology
glovebox and a Schlenk vacuum line. Solvents were purified with a
Grubbs-type column system manufactured by Innovative Technology
and dispensed into thick-walled Schlenk glass flasks equipped with
Teflon-valve stopcocks (hexane, toluene, and CH,Cl,) or were dried
over the appropriate agents and distilled into the same kind of storage
flasks (CgHg and CgHj,). All solvents were thoroughly degassed after
purification (repeated freeze—pump—thaw cycles). Deuterated solvents
were dried over the appropriate agents, vacuum-transferred into storage
flasks with Teflon stopcocks, and degassed accordingly (CD,CL,).
'H, 13C, and ¥'P NMR spectra were recorded at 25 °C on Bruker
400 MHz spectrometers, unless otherwise noted. Chemical shifts are
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Scheme 1. Reactions of Alkynes with B(C4Fs)3
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Scheme 2. Reactions of Early Metal Cumulenes with
Electrophilic Boranes

tBu

_tBu
\ ol
tBu T‘c/c
N
B(CeFs)s | ¢ Hf/ HfC|
ool ——= PN S
n
tBu (\)
tBu
=i |©
[(CoFs)B—C=C-tBu
C/S'Me3 Me;Si
c* HB(CgFs),
RCpZZr< —» RCpyZr \|
C“‘c SiMe,

“SiMe, (CeFs)B H

given relative to SiMe, and referenced to the residue solvent signal
("H, 13C) or relative to an external standard (*'P: 85% H;PO,). Chemi-
cal shifts are reported in parts per million and coupling constants as scalar
values in Hz. Combustion analyses were performed in house employing a
PerkinElmer CHN Analyzer. B(C4Fs); was purchased from Boulder
Scientific Company and used as received. CpRu(PPh;),(C=CPh) (1)
and HB(C¢Fs), were prepared by literature methods.”*>

Synthesis of CpRu(PPh3),[CH=C(Ph)(B(CsFs),)] (2). Com-
pound (1) (33 mg, 0.042 mmol) in CH,Cl, (2 mL) was added to solid
HB(C4Fs), (16 mg, 0.045 mmol) to yield an intense orange solution
that was stirred for 4 h. The reaction was then pumped-dried in vacuo
and the resulting residue dissolved in toluene (2 mL). To this was added
hexanes (4 mL), and upon cooling to —35 °C, X-ray quality orange crystals
were obtained (9%, 46 mg, 0.040 mmol). "H NMR (400 MHz, CD,CL,
298 K): 6 12.55 (t, 1H, vinyl H, *Jpy; = 11.7 Hz), 7.39—7.27 (m, 10H, Ph),
726—7.12 (m, 15H, Ph), 7.04—6.96 (m, 10H, Ph), 4.05 (s, SH, Cp).
*'p{'"H} NMR (162 MHz, CD,Cl,, 298 K): 6 51.62 (s, PPhs). ''B NMR
(128 MHz, CD,Cl,, 298 K):  46.1 (s (br)). "’F NMR (376 MHz, CD,Cl,,
298 K): 0 —129.88 (s (br), 2F, 0-C4Fs), —131.89 (s (br), 2F, 0-C4Fs),
—157.65 (s (br), 1F, p-C4Fs), —158.17 (s (br), 1F, p-C4Fs), —162.84
(s (br), 2F, m-C¢Fs), —164.54 (s (br), 2F, m-C4Fs). ’F NMR (376 MHz,
CD,Cl, 213 K): 0 —129.96 to —13021 (m, 2F, 0-C¢Fs), —131.68 to
—131.94 (m, 2F, 0-C¢Fs), —156.83 (t, 1F, p-CsFs, *Jpr = 212 Hz),
—15727 (t, 1F, p-CeFs, Y = 212 Hz), —161.97 to —162.21 (m, 2F,
m-CgFs), —163.17 to —16341 (m, 2F, m-C4Fs)."*C{'H} NMR (101
MHz, CD,Cl,, 298 K, partial): ¢ 247.18 (t, vinyl C, *Jcp = 13.7 Hz), 151.74
(s, Ph), 138.68—137.59 (m, Ph), 133.57 (t, ipso-C, Ph, ‘Jep = 5.0 Hz),
130.35 (s, Ph), 129.19 (s, Ph), 129.06 (s, Ph), 128.26 (s, Ph), 127.69
(t, ipso-C, Ph, 'Jcp = 5.0 Hz), 127.40 (s, Ph), 125.31 (s, Ph), 125.31 (s, Ph),
86.72 (s, Cp). The B—C and C—F carbons were not observed. Anal. Calcd
for Cg;HaiBFoP,Ru: C, 64.39; H, 3.63%. Found: C, 64.72; H, 4.10%.

Synthesis of CpRu(PPh3)[PhCC(B(H)(CsFs5),)] (3). Compound
(1) (240 mg, 0.303 mmol) in CH,Cl, (S mL) was added to solid

HB(C4Fs), (110 mg, 0.319 mmol) to yield an intense orange solution
that was stirred for 1 h. The reaction was then irradiated with UV light
while being stirred for 12 h. The reaction was pumped-dried in vacuo
and washed with hexanes (2 X S mL), and the resulting orange solid was
dissolved in dichloromethane (2 mL). To this, cyclohexane (18 mL) was
added, and upon diffusion, X-ray quality orange crystals were obtained
(87%, 242 mg, 0.276 mmol). "H NMR (400 MHz, CD,Cl,, 298 K):
& 7.49—7.45 (m, 2H, Ph), 7.37—7.21 (m, 12H, Ph), 7.00—6.91 (m,
6H, Ph), 4.63 (s, SH, Cp), —8.02 (s (br), 1H, RuHB). "H{'B} NMR (400
MHz, CD,Cl,, 298 K): 6 7.49—7.45 (m, 2H, Ph), 7.37—7.21 (m, 12H,
Ph), 7.00—6.91 (m, 6H, Ph), 4.63 (s, SH, Cp), —8.02 (d, 1H, RuHB, *Jp; =
12.8 Hz). >'P{"H} NMR (162 MHz, CD,Cl,, 298 K): 0 40.29 (s, PPh;).
"'B NMR (128 MHz, CD,Cl,, 298 K): & —18.9 (s (br)). '’F NMR (376
MHz, CD,Cl, 298 K):  —128.55 to —128.78 (m, 2F, 0-C¢Fs), —129.47
to —129.92 (m, 2F, 0-C¢Fs), —159.92 (t, 1E, p-CeFs, g = 20.3 Hz),
—160.64 (t, 1F, p-CsFs, *Jer = 20.3 Hz), —164.01 to —164.42 (m, 2F,
m-CgFs), —16521 to —165.47 (m, 2F, m-C¢Fs). *C{'H} NMR (101
MHz, CD,Cl,, 298 K, partial): & 13543 (s, Ph), 135.01 (s, Ph), 133.61
(d, ipso-Ph, Yep = 11.4 Hz), 132.73 (s, Ph), 129.45 (s, Ph), 128.38 (s, Ph),
133.57 (d, 0-Ph, Jcp = 9.1 Hz), 127.56 (s, Ph), 83.31 (s, alkyne), 83.03
(s, Cp). The B—C and C—F carbons were not observed. Anal. Calcd for
C43HasBF oPRu- CeH,yp: C, 61.33; H, 3.99%. Found: C, 60.77; H, 4.02%.

Synthesis of CpRu(PPhs),[C=C(Ph)((CsF4)B(F)(CeF5),)1 (4).
Compound (1) (33 mg, 0.042 mmol) in toluene (2 mL) was added to
solid B(C4Fs); (22 mg, 0.043 mmol). The reaction was heated at 120 °C
for 12 h, resulting in a red oil to crash out. Solution was decanted off and
oil taken up in dichloromethane (1 mL) and subsequently precipitated
out with hexanes (10 mL). The precipitate was then dissolved in
benzene (12 mL) and layered with hexanes (8 mL), resulting in X-ray
quality red crystals upon diffusion (40%, 22 mg, 0.017 mmol). '"H NMR
(400 MHz, CD,Cl,, 298 K): 0 7.45—7.37 (m, 7H, Ph), 7.25—7.11
(m, 16H, Ph), 7.00—691 (m, 12H, Ph), 5.27 (s, SH, Cp). *'P{'"H} NMR
(162 MHz, CD,Cl,, 298 K): & 40.29 (s, PPh;). ''B NMR (128 MHz,
CD,Cl, 298 K): & —0.5 (d, “Jar = 64 Hz). '’F NMR (376 MHz, CD,CL,
213 K): 0 —134.64 to —134.38 (m, 2F, C4F,), —135.18 to —135.43 (m,
4F, 0-CgFs), —142.16 to —142.41 (m, 2F, C4F,), —162.67 (t, 2F, p-CeFs,
3 = 208 Hz), —166.87 to —167.08 (m, 4F, m-C4Fs), —192.04 (s (br),
1F, BF). *C{'H} NMR (101 MHz, CD,Cl, 298 K, partial): o
133.42—133.21 (m, Ph), 131.17 (s, Ph), 129.37 (s, Ph), 129.05 (s, Ph),
128.77—128.54 (m, Ph), 128.37 (s, Ph), 128.13 (s, Ph), 95.24 (s, Cp). The
Ru—C, B—C, and C—F carbons were not observed. Anal. Calcd for
CeoHuoBF sP,Ru: C, 61.72; H, 3.09%. Found: C, 61.72; H, 3.10%
(repeated analyses gave low carbon values, suggesting formation of metal
or B carbides during combustion).

X-ray Data Collection and Reduction. Crystals were coated in
Paratone-N oil in the glovebox, mounted on a MiTegen Micromount,
and placed under a N, stream, thus maintaining a dry, O,-free environ-
ment for each crystal. The data were collected on a Bruker Apex II
diffractometer using a graphite monochromator with Mo Ka radiation
(4 =0.71073 A). The data were collected at 150(%2) K for all crystals.
The frames were integrated with the Bruker SAINT software package
using a narrow-frame algorithm. Data were corrected for absorption
effects using the empirical multiscan method (SADABS).

Structure Solution and Refinement. The structures were
solved by direct methods using XS and refined by full-matrix least-
squares on F* using XL as implemented in the SHELXTL suite of
programs. All non-hydrogen atoms were refined anisotropically. Carbon-
bound hydrogen atoms were placed in calculated positions using an
appropriate riding model and coupled isotropic temperature factors.
(see Table 1 and the Supporting Information).

B RESULTS AND DISCUSSSION

The species CpRu(PPh3)2(CECPh)62 (1) was reacted with
HB(C4Fs), to give an intense orange solution after 4 h.
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Table 1. Crystallographic Data

2-C,Hg-0.5CsH,,

3-CgHia

4-CgHg

formula C;1Hs6BFoP,Ru  Co3HyBF sPoRuu  CyoH34BE oPRu
wt 1272.98 1381.92 959.64
cryst syst monoclinic triclinic triclinic
space grp P2,/c P1 P1

a(A) 22.0269(9) 11.7355(17) 9.7474(10)
b (A) 12.9666(5) 16.195(2) 18.4021(16)
c(A) 21.5355(9) 17.148(3) 24.467(3)
a (deg) 90.00 94.811(9) 87.381(7)
P (deg) 107.048(2) 99.771(9) 81.646(7)
¥ (deg) 90.00 106.499(9) 74.766(6)
V(A% 5880.6(4) 3049.4(8) 4189.5(8)
Zz 4 2 4
d(cal),gem™" 1386 1.505 1.521
R(int) 0.0384 0.1599 0.1549

u, cm” 0.394 0.401 0.493

total data 129313 46224 67942
>20(F.%) 17960 13226 19144
variables 766 829 1118

R (>20) 0.0406 0.0934 0.0827

R, 0.1213 0.2611 0.1686
GOF 0.973 0.978 0.966

Scheme 3. Synthesis of 2—4
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Subsequent isolation afforded an orange crystalline product 2 in
95% yield (Scheme 3). The 'H NMR spectrum of 2 revealed a
triplet at 12.55 ppm that showed a P—H coupling of 11.7 Hz,
suggesting a vinylic proton coupling to two equivalent P atoms.
In addition to the aromatic signals, a singlet resonance was
observed at 4.05 ppm corresponding to the Cp group. The
*'P{"H} NMR spectrum of 2 showed a single peak at 51.62 ppm,
whereas the ''B NMR spectrum gave rise to a resonance at
46.1 ppm. The corresponding '’F NMR spectrum showed two
sets of broad resonances attributable to inequivalent C4Fj rings.
These signals sharpened at —60 °C. These data appeared to
suggest the formulation of 2 as a Ru-vinyl species; the precise
geometry of product 2 was confirmed crystallographically
(Figure 1). Species 2 was confirmed as CpRu(PPh;),CH=
C(Ph)(B(CgFs),), in which the borane has undergone hydro-
boration of the alkynyl fragment on Ru to give the cis-addition
product. This reaction is regioselective with the B adding
exclusively to the beta-carbon, presumably a result of steric
demands and the electron-rich character of the beta-carbon of
metal acetylides. The steric congestion about the pseudotrigonal

I Mt

Figure 1. POV-ray depiction of 2: C, black; H, gray; P, orange; Ru,
deep-green; B, yellow-green; F, pink.

Figure 2. POV-ray depiction of 3: C, black; H, gray; P, orange; Ru,
deep-green; B, yellow-green; F, pink.

planar B results in restricted rotation about the B—C(vinyl) bond
accounting for the inequivalence of the C4F; rings. The Ru—P,
Ru—C, and C=C bond lengths in 2 were found to be 2.3059(5),
2.3116(5), 2.0272(19), and 1.403(3) A, respectively. The re-
maining metric parameters were unexceptional.

Subsequent irradiation of 2 with ultraviolet light for 12 h
resulted in the isolation of a new orange product 3, which was
isolated as orange crystals in 87% vyield (Scheme 3). Most
notably, the resonance attributable to the vinyl proton in 2 was
not observed, while the signal attributable to the Cp protons was
shifted to 4.63 ppm. In addition, and interestingly, a new broad
signal was observed at —8.02 ppm. This latter signal became a
simple doublet upon ''B decoupling and exhibited a P—H
coupling of 12.8 Hz. The *'P{"H} NMR spectrum of 3 showed
a singlet at 40.29 ppm, whereas the ''B NMR spectrum gave a
broad signal at —18.9 ppm. The '’F NMR spectrum of 3 showed
inequivalent C4Fj rings. As these data were not conclusive, the
nature of 3 was determined unambiguously to be CpRu(PPhy)-
[PhC=C(B(H)(C¢Fs),)] (Figure 2). The photoinduced rear-
rangement results in a CpRu fragment that is coordinated to a
single PPh; as well as the alkynyl moiety and B—H fragment
of the alkynyl-borate ligand. The Ru—P distances in the two
molecules in the asymmetric unit were found to average 2.307(2) A,
whereas the Ru—C distances to the alkynyl unit were 2.207(7)
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Scheme 4. Proposed Pathways from 2 to 3
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and 2.256(6) A, for the a and 3 carbons, respectively. The
corresponding C—C bond length was 1.236(10) A. The Ru—H
approaches on average 1.51 A, with a B—H bond length of 1.22 A
and a Ru—B bond length of 2.470(11) A. This is significantly
shorter than typical Ru—B bond distances of 7' B—H complexes
that range from 2.586 to 2.797 A.°>~ % It is also noteworthy that
the Ph and borate groups on the alkynyl-borate ligand adopt a
pseudo-transoid disposition as the angle between the C—C—C
and C—C—B planes is 16.6° with the BH unit disposed toward
the Ru center. This is in contrast to traditional binding modes of
alkynes to metal centers and may result from the BH binding to
Ru. Similar transoid binding geometries have been previously
reported for alkynyl-borane complexes of Ni.%*

The mechanism of this rearrangement from 2 to 3 is a subject
of some speculation; related literature precedent suggests two
possibilities. One possibility involves photoinduced rearrange-
ment of the Ru-vinyl species 2 to a vinylidene hydride species
with loss of phosphine generating species A. Subsequent re-
arrangement of this vinylidene species to the corresponding
alkyne complex with formation of the bridging B—H—Ru
fragment yields the observed product 3. A second possibility
would involve hydride abstraction by the Lewis acidic B center,
generating a transient zwitterionic Ru-cation/hydroborate spe-
cies B, which could also undergo vinylidene to alkyne rearrange-
ment, affording the product 3 (Scheme 4). These two pathways
differ only in the initial step. It is noteworthy that, in the first
pathway, the intermediate A is analogous to the Os hydride-
vinylidene species Cp(iPr;P)Os(H)(C=CHPh) isolated and
characterized by Baya and Esteruelas.”® Related ruthenium
vinylidene hydride species have also been investigated by Caulton
and co-workers®”®® and more recently by Goosen’s group.”” On
the other hand, the intermediate B in the second pathway is
analogous to the cationic Ru-vinylidenes [ CpRu{C=C(Ph)Ar}-
(dppe)][BArf,] described by Mutoh et al. In either pathway, the
latter steps are reasonable to Jpropose given the established and
recent work of Mutoh et al,*® where the reversible interconver-
sion of vinylidene and alkyne complexes was demonstrated.
Presumably, in the present case, the interaction with the hydride
stabilizes product 3 and precludes the reverse reaction.

To probe a related reaction further, we reacted (1) with
B(CgFs); at 120 °C for 12 h. This resulted in the separation of
a red oil. Subsequent isolation and crystallization afforded a red
crystalline product 4 in 40% yield (Scheme 3). The 'H NMR
signal attributable to the Cp protons was observed at 5.27 ppm,
whereas the *'P{'"H} and ''B NMR spectra gave resonances at
40.29 and —0.5 ppm, respectively. The latter signal exhibited a

Figure 3. POV-ray depiction of 4: C, black; H, gray; P, orange; Ru,
deep-green; B, yellow-green; F, pink. Two of the Ph's from PPh3 groups
are omitted for clarity.

B—F coupling of 64 Hz consistent with the presence of a direct
B—F bond. The corresponding '’F NMR resonance was ob-
served at 192.04 ppm, whereas the resonances arising from
the fluoroaryl groups showed multiplets at —134.5 and
—142.3 ppm attributable to a C4F, fragment, in addition to the
signals arising from the C4Fs rings. Efforts to observe the
vinylidene carbons by '*C NMR or HMBC spectroscopy were
unsuccessful despite prolonged data acquisition. Nonetheless,
these spectral data suggest the substitution of one of the para-
fluorine atoms of B(C4Fs) with concurrent transfer of the
fluorine to B. The precise nature of 4 was unambiguously
determined by X-ray crystallography (Figure 3). This confirmed
the formulation of 4 as the zwitterionic species CpRu(PPhs),-
(C=C(Ph)((CsF,)BF(C4Fs),) in which the formerly S-alkyne
carbon of 1 is now linked to the para position of one of the
fluoroarene rings of B(C¢Fs); with concurrent fluoride transfer
to B. This generates a zwitterionic species with an anionic borate
center and a cationic Ru-vinylidene unit. The Ru=C=C frag-
ment gives rise to Ru—C and C=C bond lengths of 1.835(6) and
1.346(9) A, with a Ru—C—C angle of 167.8(6)°. This differs
slightly from those seen in [Cp(PhsP),Ru=C=C(Me)Ph][I],
where the Ru—C distance is 1.863(10) A and the C=C dis-
tance is 1.293(15) A.”° The Ru—C distance in the cation
[CpRu(PPh;),(C=C(Me)Ph]" is similar to that in 4, while
the shorter C=C bond likely results from the electron-with-
drawing fluorinated aryl ring. It is also noteworthy that the
Ru—C distance is longer than that reported in Cl,(iPr;P),-
Ru=C=C(Me)SiMe; (1.787(5) A).”" This may reflect dimin-
ished m-back-bonding to C as a result of the formal cationic
charge at Ru in 4.

The formation of 4 is an interesting observation and provides a
structural analog of the intermediate B in the latter proposed
mechanism for the formation of 3. Although this cannot be
regarded as conclusive, the characterization of 4 lends support to
this postulate. It is also important to note that the formation of 4
indicated the nucleophilic nature of the beta-carbon of the
acetylide species (1), consistent with alkylations and protona-
tions of metal acetylides to give vinylidene species. In this regard,
one can also image species B as the intermediate en route to the
hydroboration of the alkyne, giving 2. It is presumably the
photolabilization of phosphine as well as the stabilization of

5540 dx.doi.org/10.1021/0m200815s |Organometallics 2011, 30, 5537-5542



Organometallics

Ru—H via an additional B—H interaction that drives the con-
version of 2 to 3.

It is also interesting to note that the proposed intermediate B
is derived from the reaction of the nucleophilic beta-acetylide
carbon interaction with a Lewis acid. However, the steric
encumbrance about this C atom presumable precludes such an
interaction at the B center of B(C4Fs)s. Instead, attack at the
para-C of a C4Fs ring generates 4. This is highly reminiscent of
the reaction of bulky phosphines with B(C4Fs); that yields
zwitterionic phosphonium borates.”” It is also noteworthy that
the present results stand in contrast to the thermolysis reactions
of sterically hindered alkynes with B(C4Fs)3, where 1,1-carbo-
boration reactions afford sgecies of the general formula
RR/C=C(C¢Fs)B(CgFs),."”*

In summary, the present work has demonstrated some inter-
esting reactions of Ru-alkyne complexes with electrophilic bor-
anes. We are continuing to explore reactivity at the interface of
transition-metal and main group chemistry.

B ASSOCIATED CONTENT

© supporting Information.  Crystallographic details are avail-
able. This material is available free of charge via the Internet at
http://pubs.acs.org.

B AUTHOR INFORMATION

Corresponding Author
*E-mail: dstephan@chem.utoronto.ca.

B ACKNOWLEDGMENT

The financial support of LANXESS Inc., NSERC of Canada,
and the Ontario Centres of Excellence is gratefully acknowl-
edged. DW.S. is grateful for the award of a Killam Research
Fellowship 2009-2011 and a Canada Research Chair.

B REFERENCES

(1) Anaya de Parrodi, C.; Walsh, P. J. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 2009,
48, 4679.

(2) Siemsen, P.; Livingston, R. C; Diederich, F. Angew. Chem., Int.
Ed. 2000, 39, 2632.

(3) Sonogashira, K. In Handbook of Organopalladium Chemistry for
Organic Synthesis; Negishi, E.-1,, de Meijere, A., Eds.; John Wiley & Sons:
New York, 2002.

(4) Boyall, D,; Frantz, D. E.; Carreira, E. M. Org. Lett. 2002, 4, 2605.

(5) Brown, H. C. Organic Synthesis via Boranes; John Wiley & Sons:
New York, 1975.

(6) Pelter, A.; Smith, K.; Brown, H. C. Borane Reagents; Academic
Press Limited: London, 1988.

(7) Mikhailov, B. M.; Bubnov, Y. N. Organoboron Compounds in
Organic Synthesis; Harwood Academic: New York, 1984.

(8) Gevorgyan, V,; Liy, ].-X.; Yamamoto, Y. Chem. Commun. 1998, 37.

(9) Schwier, T.; Gevorgyan, V. Org. Lett. 2005, 7, S191.

(10) Imamura, K.-I; Yoshikawa, E.; Gevorgyan, V.; Sudo, T.; Asao,
N.; Yamamoto, Y. Can. J. Chem. 2001, 79, 1624.

(11) Dierker, G.; Ugolotti, J.; Kehr, G.; Frohlich, R.; Erker, G. Adv.
Synth. Catal. 2009, 351, 1080.

(12) Fukazawa, A.; Yamada, H.; Yamaguchi, S. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed.
2008, 47, 5582.

(13) Dureen, M. A; Stephan, D. W. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2009,
131, 8396.

(14) Dureen, M. A,; Brown, C. C.; Stephan, D. W. Organometallics
2010, 29, 6594.

(15) Dureen, M. A;; Brown, C. C; Stephan, D. W. Organometallics
2010, 29, 6422.

(16) Jiang, C. F.; Blacque, O.; Berke, H. Organometallics 2010,
29, 128.

(17) Jiang, C. F.; Blacque, O.; Berke, H. Organometallics 2009,
28, 5233.

(18) Xu, B. H; Kehr, G.; Frohlich, R; Erker, G. Chem.—Eur. ]. 2010,
16, 12538.

(19) Chen, C.; Kehr, G.; Frohlich, R.; Erker, G. J. Am. Chem. Soc.
2010, 132, 13594.

(20) Chen, C; Frohlich, R.; Kehr, G.; Erker, G. Chem. Commun.
2010, 46, 3580.

(21) Chen, C.; Eweiner, F.; Wibbeling, B.; Frohlich, R;; Senda, S.;
Ohki, Y.; Tatsumi, K;; Grimme, S.; Kehr, G.; Erker, G. Chem.—Asian J.
2010, S, 2199.

(22) Bruneau, C.,, Dixneuf, P. H., Eds. Metal Vinylidenes and Alleny-
lidenes in Catalysis: From Reactivity to Applications in Synthesis; Wiley-
VCH: Weinheim, Germany, 2008.

(23) Bruce, M. 1. Chem. Rev. 1991, 91, 197.

(24) Bruneau, C; Dixneuf, P. H. Acc. Chem. Res. 1999, 32, 311.

(25) Valerga, P.; Puerta, M. C. Coord. Chem. Rev. 1999, 193—
19§, 977.

(26) Wakatsuki, Y. J. Organomet. Chem. 2004, 689, 4092.

(27) Katayama, H.; Ozawa, F. Coord. Chem. Rev. 2004, 248, 1703.

(28) Bruneau, C; Dixneuf, P. H. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2006,
45, 2176.

(29) Varela, J. A; Saa, C. Chem.—Eur. ]. 2006, 12, 6450.

(30) Trost, B. M.; McClory, A. Chem.—Asian J. 2008, 3, 164.

(31) Lynam, J. M. Chem.—Eur. ]. 2010, 16, 8238.

(32) King, P. J; Knox, S. A. R; Legge, M. S,; Orpen, A. G,;
Wilkinson, J. N.; Hill, E. A. Dalton Trans. 2000, 1547.

(33) Shaw, M. J,; Bryant, S. W.; Rath, N. Eur. . Inorg. Chem.
2007, 3943.

(34) Bustelo, E.; de los Rios, I; Puerta, M. C.; Valerga, P. Organo-
metallics 2010, 29, 1740.

(35) Werner, H,; Baum, M.; Schneider, D.; Windmueller, B. Organo-
metallics 1994, 13, 1089.

(36) Connelly, N. G.; Geiger, W. E; Lagunas, M. C.; Metz, B;
Rieger, A. L; Rieger, P. H; Shaw, M. J. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1995,
117, 12202.

(37) Katayama, H.; Onitsuka, K.; Ozawa, F. Organometallics 1996,
15, 4642.

(38) Katayama, H.; Ozawa, F. Organometllics 1998, 17, 5190.

(39) Sakurai, H.; Fujii, T.; Sakamoto, K. Chem. Lett. 1992, 339.

(40) Naka, A.; Okazaki, S.; Hayashi, M.; Ishikawa, M. J. Organomet.
Chem. 1995, 499, 35.

(41) Werner, H,; Lass, R. W.; Gevert, O.; Wolf, ]. Organometallics
1997, 16, 4077.

(42) Jimenez, M. V.; Sola, E.; Lahoz, F.J.; Oro, L. A. Organometallics
2005, 24, 2722.

(43) Ilg, K; Paneque, M.; Poveda, M. L.; Rendon, N.; Santos, L. L;
Carmona, E.; Mereiter, K. Organometallics 2006, 25, 2230.

(44) Venkatesan, K; Blacque, O.; Fox, T.; Alfonso, M.; Schmalle,
H. W.; Kheradmandan, S.; Berke, H. Organometallics 2008, 24, 920.

(45) Venkatesan, K; Fox, T.; Schmalle, H. W.; Berke, H. Eur. J. Inorg.
Chem. 2008, 901.

(46) Miller, D. C; Angelici, R. J. Organometallics 1991, 10, 79.

(47) Miura, T.; Iwasawa, N. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2002, 124, S18.

(48) Mutoh, Y.; Imai, K; Kimura, Y.; Ikeda, Y.; Ishii, Y. Organo-
metallics 2011, 30, 204.

(49) Rosenthal, U,; Pellny, P.-M.; Kirchbauer, F. G.; Burlakov, V. V.
Acc. Chem. Res. 2000, 33, 119.

(50) Rosenthal, U.; Burlakov, V. V.; Bach, M. A.; Beweries, T. Chem.
Soc. Rev. 2007, 36, 719.

(51) Rosenthal, U; Burlakov, V. V.; Arndt, P.; Baumann, W
Spannenberg, A.; Shur, V. B. Eur. J. Inorg. Chem. 2004, 4739.

(52) Rosenthal, U; Burlakov, V. V.; Arndt, P.; Baumann, W
Spannenberg, A. Organometallics 2005, 24, 456.

5541 dx.doi.org/10.1021/0m200815s |Organometallics 2011, 30, 5537-5542



Organometallics

(53) Rosenthal, U. Angew. Chem.,, Int. Ed. 2003, 42, 1794.

(54) Burlakov, V. V.; Beweries, T.; Kaleta, K; Bogdanov, V. S,;
Arndt, P.; Baumann, W.; Spannenberg, A.; Shur, V. B.; Rosenthal, U.
Organometallics 2010, 29, 2367.

(55) Erker, G. Dalton Trans. 2005, 1883.

(56) Temme, B.; Erker, G.; Frohlich, R.; Grehl, M. Chem. Commun.
1994, 1713.

(57) Strauch, H. C.; Erker, G.; Frohlich, R. J. Organomet. Chem.
2000, 593—594, 388.

(58) Chen, L; Kehr, G; Frohlich, R.; Erker, G. Eur. J. Inorg. Chem.
2008, 73.

(59) Ahlers, W.; Temme, B.; Erker, G.; Frohlich, R.;; Thomas, F.
J. Organomet. Chem. 1997, 527, 191.

(60) Ahlers, W.; Erker, G.; Frohlich, R. Eur. J. Inorg. Chem.
1998, 889.

(61) Ugolotti, J.; Kehr, G.; Frohlich, R;; Grimme, S.; Erker, G. J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 2009, 131, 1996.

(62) Bruce, M. L; Wallis, R. C. Aust. J. Chem. 1979, 32, 1471.

(63) Rankin, M. A.;; MacLean, D. F.; McDonald, R.; Ferguson, M. J.;
Lumsden, M. D.; Stradiotto, M. Organometallics 2009, 28, 74.

(64) Corrochano, A. E.; Jalon, F. A; Otero, A.; Kubicki, M. M,;
Richard, P. Organometallics 1997, 16, 145.

(65) Kawano, Y.; Hashiva, M.; Shimoi, M. Organometallics 2006,
25, 4420.

(66) Baya, M.; Esteruelas, M. A. Organometallics 2002, 21, 2332.

(67) Olivan, M.; Clot, E.; Eisenstein, O.; Caulton, K. G. Organome-
tallics 1998, 17, 3091.

(68) Olivan, M.; Eisenstein, O.; Caulton, K. G. Organometallics
1997, 16, 2227.

(69) Arndt, M; Salih, K. S. M.; Fromm, A.; Goossen, L. J.; Menges,
F.; Niedner-Schatteburg, G. . Am. Chem. Soc. 2011, 133, 7428.

(70) Bruce, M. L; Humphrey, M. G.; Snow, M. R;; Tiekink, E. R. T.
J. Organomet. Chem. 1986, 314, 213.

(71) Collado, A.; Esteruelas, M. A,; Lopez, F.; Mascarenas, J. L.;
Onate, E.; Trillo, B. Organometallics 2010, 29, 4966.

(72) Welch, G. C,; Juan, R. R. S;; Masuda, J. D.; Stephan, D. W.
Science 2006, 314, 1124.

5542

dx.doi.org/10.1021/0m200815s |Organometallics 2011, 30, 5637-5542



