provided by Kochi University Repository

ORGANOCATALYTIC ASYMMETRIC SYNTHESIS USING PROLINE
AND RELATED MOLECULES. PART 1.

Hiyoshizo Kotsuki,* Hideaki Ikishima, and Atsushi Okuyama

Laboratory of Natural Product Chemistry, Faculty of Science, Kochi University,
Akebono-cho, Kochi 780-8520, Japan
e-mail: kotsuki@kochi-u.ac.jp

Abstract — Organocatalytic asymmetric synthesis has been extensively studied
and several important procedures for preparing optically active organic
compounds have been developed. Research in this area has progressed rapidly in
the last ten years. This review addresses the most significant advances in
asymmetric synthesis using proline and related chiral organocatalysts mainly
focusing on aldol reactions from the viewpoint of synthetic interests. This
includes (1) proline-catalyzed aldol reactions, (2) proline-related chiral catalysts,

and (3) other types of amino acid catalysts.

INTRODUCTION

Catalytic asymmetric synthesis is one of the most important and rapidly growing areas in modern organic
chemistry, and several methods have been developed to date.' In this context, chiral metal catalysts hold a
central position, and this is why Sharpless, Knowles, and Noyori won the Nobel Prize for Chemistry in
2001.

Although the outstanding ability of asymmetric metal catalysts has been well-established in several fields,
including materials science, medicinal chemistry, and natural products chemistry, a great deal of attention
has recently been focused on the development of new asymmetric catalyses for organic compounds by
organic molecules to give organic products, so-called “asymmetric organocatalysis”. This storm of
research started just after the turn of this century, and several papers have been published, as represented
by some important monographs and review articles.>*

Among various types of organocatalysts, L-proline, a naturally occurring cyclic a-amino acid, has been

most extensively studied. Historically, before L-proline gained such prominence, Prof. Yamada had

noticed the utility of optically active secondary amines in asymmetric Robinson annulation.* Soon after
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that, Eder, Sauer, and Wie:chert,5 Hajos and Parrish,® and Agami7 reported their monumental works on
L-proline-catalyzed asymmetric Robinson annulation with excellent enantioselectivity.

In this and the following reviews, we will be concerned with recent advances in proline-catalyzed
asymmetric synthesis as well as the development of proline-related organocatalysts. This covers mostly

the significant examples published in the period 2000 to 2006.

1. PROLINE-CATALYZED ALDOL REACTIONS

1.1. INTERMOLECULAR ALDOL REACTIONS

For the design of new catalysts for use in asymmetric synthesis, the most intelligent model is Nature’s
catalysts, enzymes. In fact, the asymmetric aldol reaction based on aldolase enzymes has inspired many
synthetic chemists due to its fundamental importance in carbon-carbon bond-forming reactions. Two
types of aldolases are known to exist in biological systems: Type I aldolases, which use enamine-based

activation, and Type II aldolases, which use a Zn>" cofactor as a Lewis acid promoter (Scheme 1).*
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Scheme 1. General mechanism for the Type I and Type II aldolases

Important contributions in the study of catalytic asymmetric aldol reactions based on a Type II aldolase
model were made independently by Watanabe’ and Shibasaki.'® On the other hand, much more time was
needed for the discovery of new insights into Type I aldolase-based asymmetric aldol reactions, and
thereafter the new field of organocatalyst research could flower."'

In 2000, List, Lerner, and Barbas III reported the first success in the direct intermolecular asymmetric

aldol reaction using L-proline as an organocatalyst.'* '* For example, the reaction of acetone (excess) with



p-nitrobenzaldehyde in the presence of L-proline (30 mol%) in DMSO gave the desired aldol adduct in
68% yield with 76% ee (Scheme 2). They screened a variety of different commercially available o.-amino
acids and found that L-proline or trans-4-hydroxy-L-proline was the most promising catalyst in this type
of asymmetric aldol reaction. Extensive investigations on the theory and mechanism of this asymmetric

1415 and the generally accepted transition state model for

aldol reaction have centered on Houk’s group,
the L-proline-catalyzed aldol reaction is shown in Scheme 3. In this model, the proline catalyst provides
dual-mode activation: the pyrrolidine amine condenses with the ketone substrate to form a nucleophilic
enamine intermediate, and the carboxylic group increases the electrophilicity of the aldehyde via the
formation of an internal hydrogen bond. In the preferred transition state the large Ar group takes the

position away from the enamine substituents, leading to re-facial selectivity.
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Scheme 2. L-Proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions
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Scheme 3. Proposed transition states for the L-proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions

These results are useful for combining a variety of ketones with a variety of aldehydes. A typical example
is shown in Scheme 4 for the highly diastereoselective and enantioselective synthesis of anti-1,2-diol
derivatives using hydroxyacetone as a ketone donor component (dr up to >20 : 1, ee up to >99%)."> ¢
In this case, the reaction occurred exclusively at the more substituted carbon atom. On the contrary, when
TBS-protected hydroxyacetone was used as the substrate, the corresponding anti-adduct was obtained in

slightly reduced diastereo- and enantioselectivity (Scheme 5)."
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Scheme 4. L-Proline-catalyzed asymmetric synthesis of anti-1,2-diol derivatives
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Scheme 5. L-Proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions of TBS-protected hydroxyacetone

Other examples employing a variety of ketone-aldehyde combinations clearly demonstrate the general
utility of proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions for preparing several substituted hydroxyketone
derivatives: the diastereoselective synthesis of y-amino-f-hydroxyketone derivatives with o-amino
aldehydes in moderate to excellent yields (Schemes 6),'® asymmetric a-hydroxymethylation with
formaldehyde with >99% ee (Scheme 7)," and convenient route to a 3-pentanone equivalent with

tetrahydro-4H-thiopyran-4-one with excellent enantioselectivities (Scheme 8).2°
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Scheme 6. L-Proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions of chiral o-amino aldehydes'8?
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Scheme 7. L-Proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions of formaldehyde
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Scheme 8. L-Proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions of thiopyranone

It has been reported that the addition of water could accelerate the aldol reaction (Scheme 9)21 and the

enantioselectivity could be considerably improved in the presence of chiral diols as an additive.**

O O L-proline
(10 mol%)
+ H +
S DMF, 5 d, rt
(1: 1) anti syn
water conversion anti/syn ee (anti)
(mol%) (%) (%)
0 3 >20:1 65
100 22 >20:1 86
200 37 >20:1 93
500 60 >20:1 98
1000 41 >20:1 92

Scheme 9. Effect of water on the L-proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reaction?!2

The synthetic utility of proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions has also been recognized for other
substrates such as thiomethoxyacetone and 2-hydroxyacetophenones.*2
The major limitations in these aldol reactions are the need for high-boiling-point polar solvents such as
DMF and DMSO, a relatively long reaction period, and the formation of significant amounts of
dehydrated by-products. The formation of enone by-products indicates that the normal aldol and

Mannich-type processes compete with each other in the proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions as



depicted in Scheme 10. We found that this problem could be solved by conducting the reaction under
high-pressure (Scheme 11).?” It can be conceivable that the rate of aldol process might be much greater
than that of Mannich one, probably due to the low nucleophilicity of the donor acetone molecule (pK,
26.5 in DMSO) compared with its enamine congener under these virtually neutral conditions. It does not
limit to this example, and the use of physical force, such as microwave, could generally serve as a

powerful technique for accelerating proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions.” %
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Scheme 10. Plausible mechanism for the L-proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions
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Scheme 11. Pressure effect for the L-proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reaction

In many cases, the direct condensation of ketones with a-unsubstituted aldehydes under the catalysis of
L-proline does not give rise to the corresponding aldol adducts in good yields.*® This might be ascribed to
the tendency of those aldehydes to undergo self-aldol condensation. We found that this problem could be
solved by devising new synthons of straight chain aliphatic aldehydes, and this will be discussed later.

Some attractive approaches to the dynamic kinetic resolution of atropisomeric amides based on

proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions have appeared in the literature (Scheme 12)°' and



asymmetric transfer aldol reactions (40-91% yields, 48-86% ee).”> The former method might be of great
value in simultaneously producing two or more stereogenic carbon centers in a single-step operation with

high enantioselectivities (major compound, ee up to 95%).
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Scheme 12. Dynamic kinetic resolution of atropisomeric amides based on the L-proline-catalyzed
asymmetric aldol reaction

Proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions have also been shown to be effective for a variety of other
activated carbonyl compounds as aldol acceptors: ketomalonates,® acyl cyanides,”® phenylglycolates
(Scheme 13),% 1,2-diketones,” a-keto phosphonates,’’ trifluoroacetaldehyde ethyl hemiacetal (Scheme

14),*® and isatins.”

O L-proline O HO COOEt
(50 mol%) =, 79% vyield
ij + Etooc)b dr>20:1
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72 h, rt

Scheme 13. L-Proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions of phenylglycolate
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Scheme 14. L-Proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions of the CF;CHO derivative

1.2. ALDOL REACTIONS IN UNUSUAL MEDIA

The solvent plays an important role in asymmetric catalysis. In this sense, a great deal of attention has
recently been focused on the use of water as a solvent. Although there is some controversy on
organocatalysis in aqueous media,*’ asymmetric reactions in aqueous media are probably very useful in

view of the increasing importance of environment-friendly systems.



In 2002, Barbas III and coworkers reported that the L-proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reaction
proceeded quite smoothly in aqueous media.*' Thereafter, other groups also found that the selectivities
and reaction rates were both considerably improved in aqueous media compared with reactions in
standard organic solvents.*”*> For example, in the asymmetric aldol reaction of acetone with
p-nitrobenzaldehyde, the addition of water dramatically increased the product yield without the use of
excess ketone (Scheme 15).* The best result was obtained with 500 mol% of water, which gave the
product in 66% ee. In spite of these important observations, the role of water in asymmetric aldol

reactions of this type is still unclear and remains a challenging subject.

L-proline O OH
)CL OHC\@\ (10 mol%)
+
NO, H,O additive
1:1) DMF, rt NO,
H,O reaction time yield ee
(mol%) (d) (%) (%)
0 6 10 58
50 3 20 65
100 3 24 69
200 3 27 68
300 3 32 69
500 3 41 66
1000 3 78 49

Scheme 15. Effect of water on the L-proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reaction

Similarly, asymmetric aldol reactions in aqueous media using a Zn-proline catalyst have also been
reported, albeit with mostly moderate enantioselectivity.*®

The use of poly(ethylene glycol) (PEG) as the solvent in proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions
suggests that it may be possible to reuse the solvent as well as the catalyst (Scheme 16).*” Even after the

catalyst and solvent were used 10 times, no significant loss of catalytic activity was observed.

L-proline O OH

OHC
)?\ (10 mol%) yield up to 94% (10 runs)
* . ee up to 71% (10 runs)
NO,  PEG, 30 min, rt
4 :1) NO,

Scheme 16. L-Proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions in PEG

Based on a similar notion to explore the scope of organocatalytic transformations in green media,

asymmetric reactions in ionic liquids have been developed (Scheme 17).**° Thus, in many cases it might



be possible to decrease Mannich-type by-product formation and to reuse the proline catalyst with

comparable yields and ee values, leading the overall economy of the reactions.

o L-proline o OH
(30 mol%) .
58-72% yield
AL rewo IL, 25 h, rt )J\/'\R 67-89% ee
(50 vol%)
-

Scheme 17. L-Proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions in ionic liquid*®

Although the synthetic value is still unclear at the present, there have been reports of high-grade
asymmetric induction in heterogencous media.>*>® Along with this approach, thermodynamic
investigation to better understand asymmetric amplification in amino acid-catalysis is now becoming a

hot area.’’

1.3. CROSS-ALDOL REACTIONS

As described above, in proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions, considerable effort has been paid to
the condensation of ketone (donor) with aldehyde (acceptor). In contrast, advances have recently been
made in proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldehyde-aldehyde coupling, i.e., cross-aldol reaction. This can
serve as a straightforward method for obtaining a variety of optically active B-hydroxy aldehydes in a
single-step operation. For example, MacMillan and coworkers reported a highly diastereoselective and
enantioselective procedure for the cross-aldol reaction using equivalent or nonequivalent aldehydes by
taking advantage of a syringe pump addition technique (dr up to 24 : 1, ee up to 99%) (Scheme 18).”®

Cérdova found that reactions in ionic liquid were also successful.”’

'e) o L-proline O OH
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I O L OIS 5
R, R, DMF, rt R,
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Me Me
Me Me Bu Me

80% yield 87% yield 80% yield 85% yield
anti/syn=4:1 anti/syn=14:1 anti/syn=24:1 anti/syn=16:1
ee = 99% ee = 99% ee = 98% ee =>99%

Scheme 18. L-Proline-catalyzed asymmetric cross-aldol reactions



The proline-catalyzed asymmetric cross-aldol reaction is also effective with N-protected
aminoacetaldehydes as an aldehyde donor, and provides an expedient way to anti-f-hydroxy-o-amino
acid derivatives (Scheme 19).°° The application of an asymmetric cross-aldol reaction of this type in
conjunction with other methods of forming carbon-carbon bonds, such as metal-mediated allylations,
gives a new attractive strategy for constructing polyketide building blocks in a one-pot operation

sequence.61
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Scheme 19. L-Proline-catalyzed asymmetric cross-aldol reactions of N-protected aminoacetaldehyde

1.4. INTRAMOLECULAR ALDOL REACTIONS

Extension of the above strategy to intramolecular transformations provides a rapid route to cyclic aldol
products. In fact, List and coworkers established a highly diastereo- and enantioselective method for
performing proline-catalyzed intramolecular aldol reactions using dialdehyde substrates, while the

reactions might be limited to the construction of six-membered ring compounds (Scheme 20).%
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ee = 99% ee = 98% ee =97% ee =99%

Scheme 20. L-Proline-catalyzed intramolecular asymmetric aldol reactions



On the other hand, Pearson and coworkers developed a much more ingenious strategy based on
intramolecular asymmetric aldol reactions of meso-dialdehydes for preparing tropane alkaloid skeletons
(Scheme 21).%* Thus, a 5-step conversion of the aldol adduct gave the total synthesis of (+)-cocaine with

86% ee.

(20 mol%) N MeN
N—Boc - . \l/ OH O \|/ OBz
toluene, rt k
24 h (1:1)

CHO

91% (+)-cocaine (86% ee)

Scheme 21. Enantioselective synthesis of (+)-cocaine via intramolecular asymmetric aldol reaction

As these examples demonstrate, it is easy to imagine that the intramolecular version of proline-catalyzed
asymmetric aldol reaction provides an elegant and convenient method for producing cyclic chiral

- - 64, 65
molecules from acyclic nonchiral compounds.™

1.5. ALDOL-RELATED REACTIONS

Nitrones can also serve as useful nucleophiles towards reactive carbonyl compounds under
proline-catalysis, i.e., nitrone-aldol reaction.’®” A typical example is shown in Scheme 22. A plausible
mechanism to account for this reaction is outlined in Scheme 23. It can be considered that proline-induced
enantioselection took place at the stage of the addition of an enamine species with diethyl oxomalonate.

L-proline Bn

Bn_+_0O + 0O
N~ O (20 mol%) N~ OH 48% yield
| + )]\ - = | COOEt 80% ee

EtOOC™ "COOEt CH,ClIy, rt COOEt

Scheme 22. L-Proline-catalyzed asymmetric nitrone-aldol reactions
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Scheme 23. Plausible mechanism for the L-proline-catalyzed asymmetric nitrone-aldol reaction



As described above, the utility of a proline-catalyzed asymmetric reaction in Robinson annulation has
been well established by Eder, Sauer, and Wiechert, Hajos and Parrish.’ Recently, extensions of this
chemistry have been published and much more selective organocatalysts have been developed.®® !

The combination of proline-catalyzed aldol reactions with other methods of forming carbon-carbon bonds
leads to a versatile strategy for multi-component condensation: with Knoevenagel,”” with self-aldol,”

with aldehyde o-amination,’® and with Knoevenagel-reduction.”

1.6. APPLICATION TO NATURAL PRODUCT SYNTHESIS

The enzyme-catalyzed aldol process is well known to play an important role in carbohydrate synthesis,
and several approaches to incorporate this biochemical system to organocatalytic aldol mimics have been
reported.”® For this chemistry to succeed in the laboratory, suitable starting materials must be chosen
carefully.

In 2002, Barbas III and coworkers reported a prebiotic system for assembling three aldehyde substrates in
a one-pot operation in the presence of L-proline as a catalyst, to give hexose derivatives with high
diastereoseletivity, albeit with low ee values (Scheme 24).”” Later, Cérdova and coworkers found that the
enantioselectivity could be considerably improved to >99% ee by carefully conducting a two-step
cross-aldol process via addition of L- and D-proline catalysts, respectively, in a step-wise manner
(Scheme 25).”® This method is of great value in constructing four contiguous stereogenic carbon centers

with excellent stereocontrol.

L-proline HO. O

0 O O (10 mol%) SN SN
+ + - > +
NN TN T, :
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53% vyield (1 : 8)

Scheme 24. L-Proline-catalyzed self-aldol reaction of propionaldehyde

O
HkH
L-proline OH O D-proline )/,, O. _OH
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Scheme 25. Enantioselective synthesis of hexoses via tandem proline-catalyzed cross-aldol reacion’82



The use of a-oxygenated aldehydes as both aldol donors and aldol acceptors provides a new expedient
method for constructing the polyol framework of carbohydrates. Accordingly, MacMillan and coworkers
established a highly successful strategy for deriving differentially protected polyol compounds with high

regio-, diastereo- and enantio-control (Scheme 26).”

0 o L-proline O OH
(10 mol%)
OR
P AN
OR OR DMF, 24-48 h, rt oR
(0] OH O OH O OH (0] OH
H)J\:/k/OBn HJ\:)\/OPMB HMOMOM HJ\:)\/OTBDPS
OBn OPMB OMOM OTBDPS

73% yield 64% yield 42% vyield 61% yield
dr=4:1 dr=4:1 dr=4:1 in DMF / dioxane
ee = 98% ee =97% ee = 96% dr=9:1

ee = 96%

Scheme 26. L-Proline-catalyzed asymmetric cross-aldol reactions of a-oxyaldehydes

As already discussed in Section 1.2,* the use of Zn-proline catalyst is also effective for promoting the
cross-aldol reaction of this type in aqueous media.*® On the other hand, Enders and coworkers discovered
that pyruvic aldehyde acetals could act as an efficient phosphoenolpyruvate equivalent.®

One of the interesting approaches in this field is the tandem use of the cross-aldol reaction and
Horner-Wadsworth-Emmons olefination.** A typical example of the asymmetric synthesis of altronic acid
lactone is shown in Scheme 27, where the diastereoselective dihydroxylation of olefins is essential for the

manipulation of whole hydroxy functionalities.

e} 1. L-proline (10 mol%) OH 1. OsO,4, NMO 5 O//"' (@] (@)
DMF, 4 [T, 48 h : COOMe acetone / H,O n
2 H //\‘/\/ Y
BnO OH

oB 2. (Et0),POCH,COOMe  OBn OBn 2. cat CF3COOH
n LiCl, DBU, rt CH,Cl,, 1t OH
60% yield 59.2% yield
dr=4:1
ee =98%

Scheme 27. Enantioselective synthesis of altronic acid derivative via tandem cross-aldol-Horner-
Wadsworth-Emmons reaction

The inherent utility of dihydroxyacetone or its equivalent in asymmetric aldol reactions has been

extensively studied,* and their use in asymmetric organocatalysis provides a rapid entry to carbohydrate



synthesis. For example, Enders and coworkers are engaged in this field and reported a new biomimetic

protocol for preparing carbohydrates and related compounds (Scheme 28).**

HO CH,OH
o OH OH OH
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76% yield
dr>098:2 CHOH
> 98% ee OH OH

D-psicose

Scheme 28. D-Proline-catalyzed asymmetric approach to D-psicose

In a very similar manner Barbas III (Scheme 29),% Cérdova,* and others®’ have also established the

concise enantioselective synthesis of a variety of carbohydrates, including aza-sugars.
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7< OMe DMF, 4 [C, 3d O7<O 98% ee
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2. L-selectride, 378 [C, THF

3. TBAF, THF
o4 OH OH OH
H Dowex H
(>20:1) OMe . H

O. O OMe H20

OH 5H0
A

L-lyxose

Scheme 29. L-Proline-catalyzed asymmetric approach to D-ribose and L-lyxose®>®



The proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reaction can serve as a powerful tool for synthesizing complex
natural products other than carbohydrates, and some interesting works on its use in natural product

synthesis have been reported.***°

For example, Pihko and coworkers described the successful use of
proline-catalyzed cross-aldol reaction as a key step in the enantioselective synthesis of prelactone B
(Scheme 30).”' Thus, starting from the asymmetric aldol reaction between isobutyraldehyde and
propionaldehyde, highly diastereoselective synthesis of (—)-prelactone B was completed in only four steps

and 22% overall yield.

o}
H OTBS
L-proline
(10 mol%) o OR /I\OEt HO  OTBS
+ _ ’ EtOOC._ -~
DMF BF3[DEt,
o CH,Cl,, §78 [C
H R=H (>99% ee)
TBSOTf aq HF, MeCN
2,6-lutidine
R =TBS

22% overall yield
(4 steps)

Scheme 30. Short-step synthesis of (S)-prelactone B based on the L-proline-catalyzed
asymmetric aldol reaction

Li and we independently succeeded in applying the proline-catalyzed aldol strategy to the
enantioselective synthesis of (—)-(5R,6S)-6-acetoxyhexadecanolide, an oviposition attractant pheromone
of mosquito (Scheme 31).”* * As mentioned in Section 2.1, it was generally accepted that
a-unsubstituted aldehydes could not act as an efficient electrophile in the aldol reaction of this type.’’ In
this sense, Li’s work seems to be an exceptional success.

In contrast, we found that aldehydes bearing a dithiane moiety at the B-position of aldehydes could act as
much more convenient synthons for straight-chain aliphatic aldehydes. Since the dithiane appendage can
be easily removed by exposure to Raney Ni and might be possible to regenerate ketone functionality by
deprotection, the whole process opens the substantial utility in applying to natural product synthesis. We
are now actively working to explore the generality of this method in the application to some other natural

product syntheses.”



é L-proline O OH
(30 mol%) 80% vyield
+ é)\/\/\/\/\/ dr=85:15
CHCl3, 24 h, rt ee (syn) = 96%

OHC/\/\/\/\/\
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OHC/Y\/\/\/\
S . A
W L-proline O OH s%

(30 mol%) 85% vyield
+ dr=75:25
o solvent-free ee (syn) = 83%
20 h,13[C

Scheme 31. Short-step synthesis of (S)-(5R,6S)-6-acetoxyhexadecanolide based on the L-proline-
catalyzed asymmetric aldol reaction

Finally, recent results from the Enders’ group demonstrate the exceeding utility of dihydroxyacetone

strategy in the enantioselective synthesis of oxygenated natural products (Scheme 32):>%°

indicate the stereogenic carbon centers formed via a proline-catalyzed aldol sequence.
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ee = 95% 50% ee =>99%
OH

NH, OH \OH

~Uk
7 *"Ciq4Hz9  phytoshingosine carbasugar

OH OH OH

OH OH

Scheme 32. L-Proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions in natural product synthesis
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2. PROLINE-RELATED CHIRAL CATALYSTS

2.1. OXYPROLINE CATALYSTS

Ever since the sensational comeback of proline-based asymmetric catalysis by List, Lerner, and Barbas
IIL,'* " it has become an important challenge worldwide to discover new and more effective catalysts
than proline itself. Among them, the development of new catalysts based on 4-hydroxyproline seems to
be quite reasonable: the attachment of a lipophilic functionality on the side chain by taking advantage of
the 4-hydroxy group can increase the solubility in most organic solvents, and hence catalyst activity can

be considerably improved. Typical examples are listed in Chart 1.”"'%

CeF17n~_O.. o o
LN o
N~ YCOOH $N [\
N N ~COoOH

197 298

COOH N~ YCOOH N~ “COOH
H H

4100 5101, 102b, 103 6102

W\/\/\[(O,' t-BuPhZSiO,, t-BuPhZSiO,’
B O »
H

Chart 1. Various types of 4-oxy-proline catalysts

Interestingly, Hayashi and coworkers discovered that 4-decanoyloxyproline 4 efficiently catalyzed the
cross-aldol reaction of aldehydes in aqueous media (yield up to 92%, dr up to >20 : 1, ee up to 99%)
(Scheme 33).'% % Although the precise mechanism is unclear, it is possible that the surfactant-like

nature of catalyst 4 brought the acceptor and donor molecules together on the water surface.

Cl O cat4 Cl OH

0 (10 mol%) NaBH, :
H + > OH
H H,O (18 eq) MeOH
O[C,70h
(1 : 5) .
92% vyield
anti/syn=19:1
ee = 99%

Scheme 33. Enantioselective aqueous cross-aldol reactions catalyzed by 4!



Paquette and Iwabuchi independently developed a highly effective desymmetrization methodology for
achiral compounds using siloxy-protected catalysts such as 5 and 6.'"'%* A typical example is shown in
Scheme 34.'"" Thus, the use of catalyst 5 as its tetra-n-butylammonium salt gave the expected
(1S,5R,8R)-endo-adduct in 77% yield with 98% de and 94% ee. On the other hand, when catalyst 6 was
used the corresponding antipode was obtained in 68% yield with >99% de and 94% ee. The advantage of
this method is clear: construction of three stereogenic carbon centers in a single-step operation, high

enantioselectivity, and facile accessibility to both enantiomers starting from the o-symmetric substrate.

cat6 0 cat 5 (5 mol%)
(25 mol%) (as a BuyN salt)
- MeCN MeCN R
@) OH 23 h, 1t 3h, 1t HO o
68% yield 77% yield
> 09% de CHO 98% de
94% ee 94% ee

Scheme 34. Enantiodifferentiation methodology using siloxy-protected catalysts 5 and 6!02b

A synthetic study of an immobilized catalyst based on (4S)-phenoxy-L-proline has also been reported in

the literature.'®

2.2. PROLINAMIDE CATALYSTS

Since amide functionality possesses an enough acidity to form a hydrogen-bond with carbonyl
electrophiles (e.g., pK, of CH;CONH,, 15.1 in H,0 and 25.5 in DMSO; CH3SO,NH,, 17.5 in DMS0)'®®
it can be expected that organocatalysts derived from L-proline can sufficiently promote aldol reactions
with great reactivity and high selectivity. Accordingly, the development of new catalysts based on the
inherent nature of L-proline has been intensively studied in recent years. Generally, there are two major
directions for proline modification, i.e., carboxamides and sulfonamides. Typical examples are listed in
Chart 2.

Although there have been only a few studies, the utility of prolinamide catalyst 7 in some cross-aldol
reactions has been confirmed.'” '7 Important contributions in this area have been made by the
development of a variety of N-substituted prolinamide catalysts.'®''® The unique behavior of catalyst 9
in water reflects the important role of an aromatic core on the side arm to provide a favorable
hydrophobic interaction between the catalyst and the aldehydes, thereby giving good enantioselectivity
(Scheme 35).""! Instead, the install of a heteroaromatic system as in catalyst 11 allows the creation of a

dual hydrogen-bonding recognition site within the catalyst molecule (Scheme 36)."'* '



o Q. o) Ph
N ' iy
N~ TCONH, H \ ” COOBnN
H NH NH

N
H
NH
7106 8110 9111 10112
) o Ph ) COOEt
O*N N/ H/%..\Ph N/g.‘\cooa
NH HOON NH NH
HO HO
11114 12116 13117

o} Q 0 o} g
NH HN NH N_ .
C* N

NH NH HND NH o

14119 15120 16121

o) o)
0RO 5,
NH N NH N O)k o A
OO NH N ‘O NMe, NH H_§@
e

19 (R = p-Me or H)126-128

18124
17122, 123, 125
o Ph Ph
o H
1
OAN—S—C% O)LN/E[(N\)J\N OMe
NH 0] NH H H
O
“Ph
20131 21134

Chart 2. Various types of prolinamide-related organocatalysts



cat 9 O OH

OHC R4
2 1% .
o (20 mol%) Ra' yield up to 93%
)J\ Ry Rs H,0, 27 [T ee up to 62%
' Ry R3
R
(excess) 2 R,

Scheme 35. Enantioselective aldol reacions in water catalyzed by 9

= “la
O
\
)J\ cat 11 O)\

N
|
20 mol% OH
" ( R H , /l?\/]<COOH
o toluene, 0 [C c\ R
R)J\COOH R o) yield up to > 99%

- - ee up to 98%

Scheme 36. Enantioselective aldol reacions based on the molecular recognition of 1114

In an attempt to incorporate the synergistic effect into the catalysts, prolinamide 12 bearing an additional
hydroxyl group on the side chain was developed, where it is important to match the configuration of the
proline core with that of the side arm (Scheme 37)."'® Thus, catalyst 12, prepared from L-proline and
(1S,25)-diphenyl-2-aminoethanol, showed the highest levels of enantioselectivity (up to 99% ee). As a
closely  related  system, catalyst 13,  prepared  from  L-proline and  diethyl

(2R,3R)-2-amino-3-hydroxysuccinate, has also been reported.''”''*

O

)J\ I
(excess) cat 12 O)K /%
(20 mol%) O OH
S25 [T /U\/'\R
RCHO »H

O OH O OH O OH O OH
/[K/k©\NOZ %\Br '! “ /U\/kg

66% vyield 77% vyield 93% vyield 77% yield
ee = 93% ee = 90% ee = 84% ee = 98%

+

Scheme 37. Enantioselective aldol reacions catalyzed by 12 and the proposed transition state



Bis-amide catalysts 14-16 have also been used in asymmetric aldol reactions, and similar results were

obtained with respect to enantioselectivity.“9'121

Furthermore, the combination of a bis-amide function
with an axially chiral binaphthyl backbone provides a new class of prolinamide-based catalysts such as 17
and 18."*"'% Despite these extensive efforts, it is not easy to identify if the axial chirality effect is crucial
or not (< 98% ee). It seems probable that the hydrophobic effect of the relatively large-sized aromatic
rings more or less influences their catalyst activity.

In some cases it has been reported that proline-derived sulfonamide catalysts like 19 possess excellent
catalyst activity."**"*° This can be ascribed simply to the effect of the increase in the acidity of N—H
bonds, which enhances their hydrogen bond donating ability. Based on a very similar strategy, a slightly
different type of trifluoromethanesulfonamide catalyst 20 was developed (cf. pK, of CF3SO,NH,, 9.7 in

DMSO).'” This catalyst gives exceptionally high levels of enantioselectivity in cross-aldol condensation

between a,a-dialkyl aldehydes and aromatic aldehydes (yield up to 97%, ee up to 97%) (Scheme 38)."!

9] cat 20

e} O OH
H)K(Rl . k (20 mol%) )5)\ yield up to 97%
H g Ar 0
R, H Ar DMSO, rt 5 ee up to 97%
R; R>
(20 : 1)

Scheme 38. Enantioselective cross-aldol reacions catalyzed by 20

Finally, proline-derived small peptides can frequently serve as efficient chiral organocatalysts.'**"*’

Although the peptide-series catalysts usually have molecular weights about five times as large as proline
itself, they work well even in THF/water mixed solvent system to give excellent enantioselectivities of up

to 96% ee (Scheme 39)."*

0] o cat 21 o0 OH
20 mol% .
Hk N Jk ( 0) HO\/U\/'\ yield up to 88%
OH H Ar THF /H,0 = 1: 1 Ar ee up to 96%
0[C
(33% vol)

Scheme 39. Enantioselective aldol reacions catalyzed by peptide 21

A surprising result in this system is their reversed regioselectivity with regard to the methyl group: the
reaction took place preferentially at the methyl group of hydroxyacetone to give the 1,4-diol products.
This is remarkably different than the L-proline catalysis: the exclusive formation of the 1,2-diol products

is observed in Scheme 4. The fact that the same reaction in pure THF gave a mixture of the 1,2- and



1,4-diols in 58% and 36% yields, respectively, reveals the important role of water in determining the
regioselectivity through the multiple hydrogen-bond network between water and the amide oxygen of the

catalyst and the hydroxy group of the substrate.

2.3. PYRROLIDINE CONJUGATE CATALYSTS

To design a new proline-like organocatalyst, protonated nitrogen heterocycles can also act as a favorable
substitute for the carboxylic acid. Yamamoto and coworkers first confirmed the efficiency of this
approach by carefully screening a variety of combinations of prolinamines and protonic acids, and found
that, when catalyst 22 was used with its TfOH-salt (each 5 mol%), the sufficient catalytic activity was
attained (Scheme 40)."** The observed high enantioselectivity (84-96% ee) can be explained by invoking
a transition state very similar to that in proline catalysis (see Scheme 3). Barbas III and Dondoni also

reported the general utility of the same type of catalyst in other asymmetric aldol reactions.'** '*

b o

22 (5 mol%) 4
(excess) 22[12CF3SO03H O OH
(5 mol%)
+ — :
30 [C NO

OHC 2
\©\ L _ 97% vyield
NO

2 anti/syn=174:26
96% ee

Scheme 40. Enantioselective aldol reacions catalyzed by 22 and the proposed transition state

As a closely related example, the novel catalyst having a bis-morpholine structure is also known.'*!

In their extensive research efforts in this area, Barbas III and coworkers recently developed a new type of
diamine catalyst 23 bearing hydrophobic aliphatic side chains.'** Thus, the diamine 23/CF;COOH
bifunctional catalyst system showed excellent reactivity, diastereoselectivity, and enantioselectivity in
asymmetric aldol reaction in water (yield up to 99%, anti/ syn up to 91 : 9, ee up to 99%) (Scheme 41). In
this case, there is again some possibility that the straight chain alkyl groups acted as an effective
surfactant to cause favorable interactions of the catalyst with the substrates.

The notice that the proton-donating ability of tetrazole (pK, value, 8.2 in DMS0)'® is very close to that
of carboxylic acid (pK, of acetic acid, 12.3 in DMSO)'® opens a vast research area in scrutinizing the
catalytic property of pyrrolidine-tetrazole conjugate catalyst 24."*"'*” Additionally, the incorporation of a

tetrazole unit into the catalyst core should show promise as a new class of catalysts, e.g., high solubility in



N~
o] O OH
H 23 (10 mol%)
R)g + ArCHO R)J\;/kAr
R CF3COOH (10 mol%) R
(2.0 eq) H,0, 25 [C

O OH O OH

24 h 72 h 72 h 24 h

99% yield 46% yield 74% yield 98% yield
anti/syn=89:11 anti/syn=90:10 anti/syn=88:12 anti/ syn=61: 39
ee =94% ee = 99% ee = 90% ee =87%

Scheme 41. Diamine 23[TFA-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions in water

organic solvent and a resonance stabilization effect of the deprotonated anion charge over the tetrazole
ring. In fact, Yamamoto and coworkers reported that the reaction of cyclohexanone or cyclopentanone
with chloral proceeded quite smoothly in the presence of 5 mol% of 24 to afford the desired aldol adduct

144

in high diastereo- and enantioselectivity (Scheme 42)."™ Interestingly, in this case the addition of a small

amount of water led the reaction to completion.

Sl
OH N N R

HN~
o A H 0 Oy n = 1; 85% yield
ClC™ "OH 24 (5 mol%) 80% de (syn major)
+ or > CCly 84% ee
MeCN / (H,0) n=2; 78% yield
n o 2 n . .
J\ 30[C 92% de (anti major)
C|3C H 98% ee

Scheme 42. Enantioselective aldol reacions of cyclic ketones with chloral catalyzed by 24

Based on a very analogous concept, benzimidazole, a structural relative of tetrazole, has also been

introduced in the catalyst framework.'**

2.4. POLYMER-SUPPORTED CATALYSTS AND OTHERS

Generally, the important aspects in the immobilization of the reagent as a polymeric form are the
simplification of separation procedures and in many cases the ease of handling and reusability of the
reagents. Accordingly, there have been some interesting investigations to apply this concept to

proline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions.'*'>*



In designing a catalyst of this type, the essential point is how to expose the active site of the proline
catalyst on the polymeric supports. For this purpose, commercially available trans-4-hydroxy-L-proline is
frequently used, and some typical examples are shown in Chart 3. Interestingly, catalyst 27 was quite
effective to carry out the aldol reaction in water, and the best result was obtained in the presence of
water-soluble DiMePEG (MW ca 2000) (yield up to 97%, anti/syn up to 98 : 2, ee up to 97%) (Scheme
43).!>? In this case, again it seems probable that the reaction took place at the interface between the

hydrophobic polymer and the aqueous phase.

COOH 25

owo’“@

HOOCY COOH 26

.(j’owoowo“@

N=N
N\A/O"-
@ mCOOH 27
N

H

Chart 3. Representative examples of polymer-supported proline catalysts (PEG =
polyethylene glycol; PS = polystyrene)!4%- 132

o cat 27 (10 mol%) O OH O OH
O DiMePEG (10 mol%)
R2 3 Hzo, rt QZ Rz
anti syn
O OH O OH O OH O OH
O
: : : : |
NO, Br
75% vyield (60 h) 85% vyield (18 h) 90% vyield (84 h) 92% vyield (65 h)
anti/syn=96:4 anti/syn=98:2 anti/syn=96:4 anti/syn=282:18
ee = 96% ee=97% ee = 95% ee = 94%

Scheme 43. Polymer-supported hydroxyroline-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions

Beside these examples, a variety of solid materials can be used to support the proline catalyst:

dendrimers,'>* mesoporous materials,'** polyelectrolytes,'*® and layered double hydroxides.'*



Although their utility is somewhat limited, other miscellaneous catalysts have been reported (Chart 4):
prolinol,”” imidazolidinone 28,'*® pyrrolidine-2,5-dicarboxylic acid 29,'”" indoline-2-carboxylic acid

30,'%% 1! spiroborate ester,'®* pyrrolidinylphosphonic acid 31,'®* and 4-pyrrolidinylproline 32.'%* 19

Me
% : ~  Q
[_>\ i N
N)X Hooc" N NCOOH COOH N~ “PO(OH),
H H ~N H
Ph i H

N COOH

[ICF3COOH H
29 30 31

28 32

Chart 4. Miscellaneous types of proline-related organocatalysts

3. OTHER TYPES OF AMINO ACID CATALYSTS

Amino acid-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions are not restricted only to proline, but are also applicable
to other ai-amino acids or their equivalents. However, it would be difficult to provide an overview here.
Therefore, only some representative examples are briefly explained.

Cordova and coworkers developed that simple acyclic a-amino acids and related small dipeptides such as
(S)-alanine, (S)-valine, and (S)-ala-(S)-ala could efficiently catalyze the direct intermolecular asymmetric

. 166
aldol reaction.

They found that the reaction was remarkably effective by the addition of a small amount
of water, giving the aldol adduct in good yield and in high enantioselectivity (Scheme 44). Inomata and
coworkers reached the similar conclusions using L-methionine, an acyclic amino acid, as a catalyst for the

intramolecular asymmetric aldol reaction.'®’

catalyst
o O (30 mol%) O OH O OH
H,0 (10 eq) :
v A : + :
DMSO, rt 2 2
NO; NO, NO,
@1 anti syn
catalyst time (h) vyield (%) dr ee (%)
(S)-alanine 72 95 15:1 92
(S)-valine 72 98 37:1 > 99
(S)-leucine 51 60 10:1 92
(S)-phenylalanine 48 70 3:1 73
(S)-ala-(S)-ala 24 73 8:1 91
(S)-ala-(S)-phe 24 70 2:1 93
(S)-ala-(S)-val 41 87 1:1 87
(S)-val-(S)-ala 48 92 1:1 98
166g

Scheme 44. Asymmetric aldol reactions catalyzed by acyclic amino acids and small peptides



Recently, Lu and Barbas III independently found that L-tryptophan could act as an efficient catalyst,
especially in water (yield up to 99%, dr up to 78 : 1, ee up to 92%) (Scheme 45)."%*'® The proposed
transition state suggests that L-tryptophan acts as a versatile catalyst not only to facilitate the formation of
a hydrophobic interface between the catalyst and the aqueous phase, but also to arrange the aromatic

aldehyde electrophiles in a most favorable position through n—n stacking stabilization.

O
Rl)J\ O a
\
R, L-tryptophan N
(10 mol%) H H\ /0
+ (5:1) Ot
Hzo, rt ~o
(0]
H
H X yield up to 99%
| R — - drupto78:1

ee up to 92%

Scheme 45. L-Tryptophan-catalyzed asymmetric aldol reactions in water and the proposed transition

state!08

Other examples of the use of amino acid homologs'’" "'

and amino acid-carbohydrate conjugates in
asymmetric aldol reactions have also been reported.'”?

Recently, Maruoka and coworkers successfully extended the concept of amino acid catalysis to novel
robust types of catalysts with a binaphthyl or biphenyl axial chirality, as represented by 33 and 34
(Scheme 46).'” Notably, catalyst 34 is remarkably effective, and hence the catalyst loading can be
reduced to only 0.1 mol% in acetone without a loss of yield or enantioselectivity (yield up to 95%, ee up

to 96%).

O cat 33 (5 mol%) o OH
)?\ H or cat 34 (0.5 mol%)
+ f
DMF, rt, 24-72 h
(excess) NO: NO,

OMe

O O COOH MeO COOH

(S)-33 MeO : (S)-34
NH yield up to 91% MeO NH yield up to 95%
OO ee up to 96% O ee up to 96%
MeO

OMe

Scheme 46. Asymmetric aldol reactions catalyzed by chiral amino acid 33 or 34



Some related works arising from the interest in prebiotic systems have also been reported.'”* " Finally,
for non-chiral transformations using proline or related catalysts, only a few reports have been

published.'’*'*

CONCLUSIONS

The research area of asymmetric catalysis using commercially available L-proline is growing rapidly after
the pioneering work by List, Lerner, and Barbas III in 2000. As described in this and the following review
articles, proline catalysis has several advantageous characteristics, for example, availability of both
enantiomers of proline catalyst, simplicity in handling and catalyst recovering, ease of catalyst design,
and in some cases environment-friendly processes. This might be the main reason for the large number of
papers on this subject. In asymmetric aldol reactions, while Nature’s catalysts, enzymes, show great
generality, the development of proline catalysis may have now almost reached a practical level of
synthetic quality. We can expect that much more efficient catalysts will be discovered and expanded to

commercial grades of transformations in the near future.

NOTE ADDED IN PROOF

Recently, an important publication that describes the mechanistic investigation of proline-catalyzed
asymmetric Michael and aldol reactions has appeared. (D. Seebach, A. K. Beck, D. M. Badine, M.
Limbach, A. Eschenmoser, A. M. Treasurywala, R. Hobi, W. Prikoszovich, and B. Linder, Helv. Chim.
Acta, 2007, 90, 425).

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The authors would like to acknowledge the past and present members of our research group for their
enthusiastic contributions in the field of organocatalysis. The authors also thank Prof. Y. Ichikawa and Dr.
K. Nakano for their fruitful discussions and encouragement. Our research project in this field was supported
by a Scientific Research on Priority Areas (18037053 & 18032055) of MEXT, as well as by a Special
Research Grant for Green Science from Kochi University. We also thank the Asahi Glass Foundation for

financial support.

REFERENCES

1. a) R. Noyori, ‘Asymmetric Catyalysis in Organic Synthesis,” John Wiley & Sons, New York, 1994.
b) ‘Comprehensive Asymmetric Catalysis,” ed. by E. N. Jacobsen, A. Pfaltz, and H. Yamamoto,
Springer-Verlag, Heidelberg, 1999. c) ‘Catalytic Asymmetric Synthesis,” 2nd ed., ed. by 1. Ojima,
Wiley-VCH, New York, 2000. d) D. Seebach, M. Christmann, and S. Brase, ‘Asymmetric



10.

Synthesis — The Essentials,” John Wiley & Sons, New York, 2006. ¢) ‘Asymmetric Synthesis with
Chemical and Biological Methods,” ed. by D. Enders and K.-E. Jaeger, Wiley-VCH, New York,
2007.

Monographs: a) A. Berkessel and H. Groger, ‘Asymmetric Organocatalysis,” Wiley-VCH, New
York, 2005. b) ‘New Development of Organocatalyst,” ed. by M. Shibasaki, CMC-Shuppan,
Tokyo, 2006. c) ‘Enantioselective Organocatalysis,” ed. by P. I. Dalko, Wiley-VCH, New York,
2007.

Selected reviews: a) B. List, Synlett, 2001, 1675. b) P. I. Dalko and L. Moisan, Angew. Chem. Int.
Ed., 2001, 40, 3726. c¢) E. R. Jarvo and S. J. Miller, Tetrahedron, 2002, 58, 2481. d) B. List,
Tetrahedron, 2002, 58, 5573. e) B. List, Acc. Chem. Res., 2004, 37, 548. ) S. J. Miller, Acc. Chem.
Res., 2004, 37, 601. g) P. I. Dalko and L. Moisan, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 2004, 43, 5138. h) J.
Seayad and B. List, Org. Biomol. Chem., 2005, 3, 719. i) Y. Hayashi, Yuki Gosei Kagaku
Kyokai-shi, 2005, 63, 464. j) F. Tanaka and C. F. Barbas III, Yuki Gosei Kagaku Kyokai-shi, 2005,
63, 709. k) M. Limbach, Chem. & Biodiv., 2006, 3, 119. 1) M. M. B. Marques, Angew. Chem. Int.
Ed., 2006, 45, 348. m) G. Guillena, C. Najera, and D. J. Ramoén, Tetrahedron: Asymmetry, 2007,
18, 2249.

a) S. Yamada, K. Hiroi, and K. Achiwa, Tetrahedron Lett., 1969, 4233. b) S. Yamada and G. Otani,
Tetrahedron Lett., 1969, 4237.

U. Eder, G. Sauer, and R. Wiechert, Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. Engl., 1971, 10, 496.

a) Z. G. Hajos and D. R. Parrish, J. Org. Chem., 1974, 39, 1615. b) Z. G. Hajos and D. R. Parrish,
Org. Synth., Coll. Vol. 7, 1990, 363. ¢) P. Buchschacher, A. Fiirst, and J. Gutzwiller, Org. Synth.,
Coll. Vol. 7, 1990, 368.

a) C. Agami, J. Levisalles, and H. Sevestre, J. Chem. Soc., Chem. Commun., 1984, 418. b) C.
Agami, F. Meynier, C. Puchot, J. Guilhem, and C. Pascard, Tetrahedron, 1984, 40, 1031. c) C.
Agami, C. Puchot, and H. Sevestre, Tetrahedron Lett., 1986, 27, 1501. d) C. Agami, N. Platzer,
and H. Sevestre, Bull. Soc. Chim. Fr., 1987, 358. ¢) C. Agami, N. Platzer, C. Puchot, and H.
Sevestre, Tetrahedron, 1987, 43, 1091.

C.-H. Wong and G. M. Whitesides, ‘Enzymes in Synthetic Organic Chemistry,” Pergamon, Oxford,
1994.

a) M. Nakagawa, H. Nakano, and K.-I. Watanabe, Chem. Lett., 1985, 391. b) Y. Yamada, K.-I.
Watanabe, and H. Yasuda, Utsunomiya Daigaku Kyoikugakubu Kiyo, Dai-2-bu, 1989, 39, 25.

a) Y. M. A. Yamada, N. Yoshikawa, H. Sasai, and M. Shibasaki, Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. Engl.,
1997, 36, 1871. b) Y. M. A. Yamada and M. Shibasaki, Tetrahedron Lett., 1998, 39, 5561. ¢) N.
Yoshikawa, Y. M. A. Yamada, J. Das, H. Sasai, and M. Shibasaki, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 1999, 121,



11.

12.
13.
14.

15.

16.
17.
18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.
24.

4168.

Reviews: a) C. Palomo, M. Oiarbide, and J. M. Garcia, Chem. Eur. J., 2002, 8, 37. b) B. Alcaide
and P. Almendros, Eur. J. Org. Chem., 2002, 1595. ¢) B. Alcaide and P. Almendros, Angew. Chem.
Int. Ed., 2003, 42, 858. d) C. Palomo, M. Oiarbide and J. M. Garcia, Chem. Soc. Rev., 2004, 33,
65. ) C. Allemann, R. Gordillo, F. R. Clemente, P. H. Cheong, and K. N. Houk, Acc. Chem. Res.,
2004, 37, 558. f) S. Saito and H. Yamamoto, Acc. Chem. Res., 2004, 37, 570. g) W. Notz, F.
Tanaka, and C. F. Barbas III, Acc. Chem. Res., 2004, 37, 580.

B. List, R. A. Lerner, and C. F. Barbas III, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2000, 122, 2395.

K. Sakthivel, W. Notz, T. Bui, and C. F. Barbas III, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2001, 123, 5260.

a) S. Bahmanyar and K. N. Houk, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2001, 123, 11273. b) S. Bahmanyar and K.
N. Houk, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2001, 123, 12911. ¢) L. Hoang, S. Bahmanyar, K. N. Houk, and B.
List, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2003, 125, 16. d) S. Bahmanyar, K. N. Houk, H. J. Martin, and B. List, J.
Am. Chem. Soc., 2003, 125, 2475. ¢) S. Bahmanyar and K. N. Houk, Org. Lett., 2003, 5, 1249. f) F.
R. Clemente and K. N. Houk, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 2004, 43, 5765. g) P. H.-Y. Cheong, K. N.
Houk, J. S. Warrier, and S. Hanessian, Adv. Synth. Catal., 2004, 346, 1111. h) P. H.-Y. Cheong and
K. N. Houk, Synthesis, 2005, 1533. i) F. R. Clemente and K. N. Houk, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2005,
127, 11294.

a) M. Arn6 and L. R. Domingo, Theor. Chem. Acc., 2002, 108, 232. b) K. N. Rankin, J. W. Gauld,
and R. J. Boyd, J. Phys. Chem. A, 2002, 106, 5155. ¢) B. List, L. Hoang, and H. J. Martin, Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci., 2004, 101, 5839. d) C. Marquez and J. O. Metzger, Chem. Commun., 2006, 1539.

W. Notz and B. List, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2000, 122, 7386.

H. Liu, L. Peng, T. Zhang, and Y. Li, New. J. Chem., 2003, 27, 1159.

a) Q. Pan, B. Zou, Y. Wang, and D. Ma, Org. Lett., 2004, 6, 1009. b) I. Kumar and C. V. Rode,
Tetrahedron: Asymmetry, 2006, 17, 763. ¢) B. Alcaide, P. Almendros, A. Luna, and M. R. Torres, J.
Org. Chem., 2006, 71, 4818.

J. Casas, H. Sundén, and A. Cérdova, Tetrahedron Lett., 2004, 45, 6117.

a) D. E. Ward and V. Jheengut, Tetrahedon Lett., 2004, 45, 8347. b) D. E. Ward, V. Jheengut, and
O. T. Akinnusi, Org. Lett., 2005, 7, 1181.

a) P. M. Pihko, K. M. Laurikainen, A. Usano, A. I. Nyberg, and J. A. Kaavi, Tetrahedron, 2006, 62,
317. b) M. Majewski, I. Niewczas, and N. Palyam, Synlett, 2006, 2387.

a) Y. Zhou and Z. Shan, Tetrahedron: Asymmetry, 2006, 17, 1671. b) Y. Zhou and Z. Shan, J. Org.
Chem., 2006, 71, 9510.

M. Edin, J.-E. Béackvall, and A. Cordova, Tetrahedron Lett., 2004, 45, 7697.

C. Baker-Glenn, R. Ancliff, and V. Gouverneur, Tetrahedron, 2004, 60, 7607.



25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.

31.
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.

41.
42.
43.
44.
45.
46.

47.

48.
49.
50.

S. Chandrasekhar, K. Vijeender, and K. V. Reddy, Tetrahedron Lett., 2005, 46, 6991.

R. Dodda and C.-G. Zhao, Synthesis, 2006, 3238.

Y. Sekiguchi, A. Sasaoka, A. Shimomoto, S. Fujioka, and H. Kotsuki, Synlett, 2003, 1655.

Y. Hayashi, W. Tsuboi, M. Shoji, and N. Suzuki, Teteahedron Lett., 2004, 45, 4353.

S. Mossé and A. Alexakis, Org. Lett., 2006, 8, 3577.

a) B. List, P. Pojarliev, and C. Castello, Org. Lett., 2001, 3, 573. b) G. Szoll6si, G. London, L.
Balaspiri, C. Somlai, and M. Bartok, Chirality, 2003, 15, S90.

V. Chan, J. G. Kim, C. Jimeno, P. J. Carroll, and P. J. Walsh, Org. Lett., 2004, 6, 2051.

S. Chandrasekhar, Ch. Narsihmulu, N. R. Reddy, and S. S. Sultana, Chem. Commun., 2004, 2450.
A. Bogevig, N. Kumaragurubaran, and K. A. Jergensen, Chem. Commun., 2002, 620.

Z. Shen, B. Li, L. Wang, and Y. Zhang, Tetrahedron Lett., 2005, 46, 8785.

O. Tokuda, T. Kano, W.-G. Gao, T. Ikemoto, and K. Maruoka, Org. Lett., 2005, 7, 5103.

S. Samanta and C.-G. Zhao, Tetrahedron Lett., 2006, 47, 3383.

S. Samanta and C.-G. Zhao, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2006, 128, 7442.

K. Funabiki, H. Yamamoto, H. Nagaya, and M. Matsui, Tetrahedron Lett., 2006, 47, 5507.

G. Chen, Y. Wang, H. He, S. Gao, X. Yang, and X. Hao, Heterocycles, 2006, 68, 2327.

a) A. P. Brogan, T. J. Dickerson, and K. D. Janda, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 2006, 45, 8100. b) Y.
Hayashi, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 2006, 45, 8103. ¢) D. G. Blackmond, A. Armstrong, V. Coombe,
and A. Wells, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 2007, 46, 3798.

A. Cordova, W. Notz, and C. F. Barbas III, Chem. Commun., 2002, 3024.

Y.-Y. Peng, Q.-P. Ding, Z. Li, P. G. Wang, and J.-P. Cheng, Tetrahedron Lett., 2003, 44, 3871.

A. 1. Nyberg, A. Usano, and P. M. Pihko, Synlett, 2004, 1891.

Y.-S. Wu, Y. Chen, D.-S. Deng, and J. Cai, Synlett, 2005, 1627.

S. Balalaie, M. Bararjanian, A. M. Amani, and B. Movassagh, Synlett, 2006, 263.

a) T. Darbre and M. Machuqueiro, Chem. Commun., 2003, 1090. b) Y.-S. Wu, W.-Y. Shao, C.-Q.
Zheng, Z.-L. Huang, J. Cai, and Q.-Y. Deng, Helv. Chim. Acta, 2004, 87, 1377. ¢) R.
Fernandez-Lopez, J. Kofoed, M. Machuqueiro, and T. Darbre, Eur. J. Org. Chem., 2005, 5268. d)
J. Kofoed, T. Darbre, J.-L. Reymond, Chem. Commun., 2006, 1482.

a) S. Chandrasekhar, Ch. Narsihmulu, N. R. Reddy, and S. S. Sultana, Tetrahedron Lett., 2004, 45,
4581. b) S. Chandrasekhar, N. R. Reddy, S. S. Sultana, Ch. Narsihmulu, and K. V. Reddy,
Tetrahedron, 2006, 62, 338.

T.-P. Loh, L.-C. Feng, H.-Y. Yang, and J.-Y. Yang, Tetrahedron Lett., 2002, 43, 8741.

P. Kotrusz, I. Kmentova, B. Gotov, S. Toma, and E. Sol¢aniova, Chem. Commun., 2002, 2510.

T. Kitazume, Z. Jiang, K. Kasai, Y. Mihara, and M. Suzuki, J. Fluor. Chem., 2003, 121, 205.



51.
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.

57.

38.

59.
60.
61.
62.
63.
64.
65.

66

67.
68.
69.
70.
71.
72.
73.

74.
75.

N. S. Chowdari, D. B. Ramachary, and C. F. Barbas III, Synlett, 2003, 1906.

M. Gruttadauria, S. Riela, P. Lo Meo, F. D’Anna, and R. Noto, Tetrahedron Lett., 2004, 45, 6113.
Y. Wang, Z. Shang, T. Wu, J. Fan, and X. Chen, J. Mol. Catal. A: Chemical, 2006, 253, 212.
Review: R. M. Kellogg, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 2007, 46, 494.

L. Zhong, J. Xiao, and C. Li, J. Catalysis, 2006, 243, 442.

a) Y. Hayashi, M. Matsuzawa, J. Yamaguchi, S. Yonehara, Y. Matsumoto, M. Shoji, D. Hashizume,
and H. Koshino, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 2006, 45, 4593. b) B. Rodriguez, T. Rantanen, and C.
Bolm, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 2006, 45, 6924.

a) M. Klussmann, H. Iwamura, S. P. Mathew, D. H. Wells, Jr., U. Pandya, A. Armstrong, and D. G.
Blackmond, Nature, 2006, 441, 621. b) M. Klussmann, A. J. P. White, A. Armstrong, and D. G
Blackmond, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 2006, 45, 7985. ¢) M. Klussmann, S. P. Mathew, H. Iwamura,
D. H. Wells, Jr., A. Armstrong, and D. G. Blackmond, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 2006, 45, 7989.

a) A. B. Northrup and D. W. C. MacMillan, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2002, 124, 6798. b) R. 1. Storer
and D. W. C. MacMillan, Tetrahedron, 2004, 60, 7705.

A. Cordova, Tetrahedron Lett., 2004, 45, 3949.

R. Thayumanavan, F. Tanaka, and C. F. Barbas III, Org. Lett., 2004, 6, 3541.

S. Kallstrom, A. Erkkild, P. M. Pihko, R. Sjoholm, R. Sillanpai, and R. Leino, Synlett, 2005, 751.
C. Pidathala, L. Hoang, N. Vignola, and B. List, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 2003, 42, 2785.

D. M. Mans and W. H. Pearson, Org. Lett., 2004, 6, 3305.

V. B. Kurteva and C. A. M. Afonso, Tetrahedron, 2005, 61, 267.

D. Enders, O. Niemeier, and L. Straver, Synlett, 2006, 3399.

a) A. Bogevig, K. V. Gothelf, and K. A. Jergensen, Chem. Eur. J., 2002, 8, 5652. b) A. Bogevig, T.
B. Poulsen, W. Zhuang, and K. A. Jergensen, Synlett, 2003, 1915.

M. Amd, R. J. Zaragoza, and L. R. Domingo, Tetrahedron: Asymmetry, 2004, 15, 1541.

T. Bui and C. F. Barbas 111, Tetrahedron Lett., 2000, 41, 6951.

D. Rajagopal, R. Narayanan, and S. Swaminathan, Tetrahedron Lett., 2001, 42, 4887.

K. Inomata, M. Barragué, and L. A. Paquette, J. Org. Chem., 2005, 70, 533.

S. G. Davies, R. L. Sheppard, A. D. Smith, and J. E. Thomson, Chem. Commun., 2005, 3802.

B. List and C. Castello, Synlett, 2001, 1687.

a) A. Cérdova, W. Notz, and C. F. Barbas III, J. Org. Chem., 2002, 67, 301. b) B. J. Bench, C. Liu,
C. R. Evett, and C. M. H. Watanabe, J. Org. Chem., 2006, 71, 9458.

N. S. Chowdari, D. B. Ramachary, and C. F. Barbas III, Org. Lett., 2003, 5, 1685.

a) D. B. Ramachary, M. Kishor, and G. B. Reddy, Org. Biomol. Chem., 2006, 4, 1641. b) D. B.
Ramachary and G. B. Reddy, Org. Biomol. Chem., 2006, 4, 4463.



76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.
82.
83.
84.

85.

86.

87.
88.

89.
90.

91.
92.
93.
94.
95.
96.
97.

Reviews: a) M. Limbach, Chem. & Biodiv., 2005, 2, 825. b) U. Kazmaier, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed.,
2005, 44, 2186.

N. S. Chowdari, D. B. Ramachary, A. Cordova, and C. F. Barbas III, Tetrahedron Lett., 2002, 43,
9591.

a) J. Casas, M. Engqvist, I. Ibrahem, B. Kaynak, and A. Cordova, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 2005, 44,
1343. b) A. Cérdova, M. Engqvist, 1. Ibrahem, J. Casas, and H. Sundén, Chem. Commun., 2005,
2047. ¢) A. Cordova, 1. Ibrahem, J. Casas, H. Sundén, M. Enqvist, and E. Reyes, Chem. Eur. J.,
2005, 11, 4772. d) E. Reyes and A. Cordova, Tetrahedron Lett., 2005, 46, 6605.

a) A. B. Northrup, I. K. Mangion, F. Hettche, and D. W. C. MacMillan, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed.,
2004, 43, 2152. b) A. B. Northrup and D. W. C. MacMillan, Science, 2004, 305, 1752.

a) J. Kofoed, M. Machuqueiro, J.-L. Reymond, and T. Darbre, Chem. Commun., 2004, 1540. b) J.
Kofoed, J.-L. Reymond, and T. Darbre, Org. Biomol. Chem. 2005, 3, 1850.

D. Enders and T. Gasperi, Chem. Commun., 2007, 88.

G.-L. Zhao, W.-W. Liao, and A. Cordova, Tetrahedron Lett., 2006, 47, 4929.

Review: D. Enders, M. Voith, and A. Lenzen, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 2005, 44, 1304.

a) D. Enders and C. Grondal, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 2005, 44, 1210. b) C. Grondal and D. Enders,
Tetrahedron, 2006, 62, 329.

a) J. T. Suri, D. B. Ramachary, and C. F. Barbas III, Org. Lett., 2005, 7, 1383. b) J. T. Suri, S.
Mitsumori, K. Albertshofer, F. Tanaka, and C. F. Barbas III, J. Org. Chem., 2006, 71, 3822.

a) I. Ibrahem and A. Cordova, Tetrahedron Lett., 2005, 46, 3363. b) I. Ibrahem, W. Zou, Y. Xu,
and A. Cordova, Adv. Synth. Catal., 2006, 348, 211.

F. Calderon, E. G. Doyagiiez, and A. Fernandez-Mayoralas, J. Org. Chem., 2006, 71, 6258.

T. Sunazuka, M. Handa, K. Nagai, T. Shirahata, Y. Harigaya, K. Otoguro, I. Kuwajima, and S.
Omura, Org. Lett., 2002, 4, 367.

L. Peng, H. Liu, T. Zhang, F. Zhang, T. Mei, Y. Li, and Y. Li, Tetrahedron Lett., 2003, 44, 5107.

a) Y. Zheng and M. A. Avery, Tetrahedron, 2004, 60, 2091. b) S. Zhang, W. Duan, and W. Wang,
Adv. Synth. Catal., 2006, 348, 1228.

P. M. Pihko and A. Erkkild, Tetrahedron Lett., 2003, 44, 7607.

B. Sun, L. Peng, X. Chen, Y. Li, Y. Li, and K. Yamasaki, Tetrahedron: Asymmetry, 2005, 16, 1305.
H. Tkishima, Y. Sekiguchi, Y. Ichikawa, and H. Kotsuki, Tetrahedron, 2006, 62, 311.

H. Ikishima, T. Ishii, A. Okuyama, and H. Kotsuki, unpublished results.

D. Enders, J. Paleéek, and C. Grondal, Chem. Commun., 2006, 655.

C. Grondal and D. Enders, Synlett, 2006, 3507.

F. Fache and O. Piva, Tetrahedron: Asymmetry, 2003, 14, 139.



98.
99.

100.

101.

102.

103.

104.

105.

106.

107.

108.

109.

110.
111.

112.

113.

114.
115.

116.

Z. Shen, W. Chen, H. Jiang, Y. Ding, X. Luo, and Y. Zhang, Chirality, 2005, 17, 119.

E. Bellis and G. Kokotos, Tetrahedron, 2005, 61, 8669.

Y. Hayashi, S. Aratake, T. Okano, J. Takahashi, T. Sumiya, and M. Shoji, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed.,
2006, 45, 5527.

K. Inomata, M. Barragué, and L. A. Paquette, J. Org. Chem., 2005, 70, 533.

a) N. Itagaki, T. Sugahara, and Y. Iwabuchi, Org. Lett., 2005, 7, 4181. b) N. Itagaki, M. Kimura, T.
Sugahara, and Y. Iwabuchi, Org. Lett., 2005, 7, 4185. ¢) N. Itagaki and Y. Iwabuchi, Chem.
Commun., 2007, 1175.

Y. Hayashi, T. Sumiya, J. Takahashi, H. Gotoh, T. Urushima, and M. Shoji, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed.,
2006, 45, 958.

Z. Shen, J. Ma, Y. Liu, C. Jiao, M. Li, and Y. Zhang, Chirality, 2005, 17, 556.

F. G. Bordwell, Acc. Chem. Res., 1988, 21, 456.

a) S. Samanta and C.-G. Zhao, Tetrahedron Lett., 2006, 47, 3383. b) S. Samanta and C.-Z. Zhao, J.
Am. Chem. Soc, 2006, 128, 7442. ¢) R. Dodda and C.-G. Zhao, Org. Lett., 2006, 8, 4911.

F. Zhang, N. Su, and Y. Gong, Synlett, 2006, 1703.

S. Tanimori, T. Naka, and M. Kirihara, Synth. Commun., 2004, 34, 4043.

a) D. Gryko and R. Lipinski, Adv. Synth. Catal., 2005, 347, 1948. b) D. Gryko, M. Zimnicka, and
R. Lipinski, J. Org. Chem., 2007, 72, 964.

L. He, Z. Tang, L.-F. Cun, A.-Q. Mi, Y.-Z. Jiang, and L.-Z. Gong, Tetrahedron, 2006, 62, 346.

a) S. S. Chimni, D. Mahajan, and V. V. S. Babu, Tetrahedron Lett., 2005, 46, 5617. b) S. S. Chimni
and D. Mahajan, Tetrahedron: Asymmetry, 2006, 17, 2108.

a) G. Luppi, P. G Cozzi, M. Monari, B. Kaptein, Q. B. Broxterman, and C. Tomasini, J. Org.
Chem., 2005, 70, 7418. b) G. Luppi, M. Monari, R. J. Correa, F. de A. Violante, A. C. Pinto, B.
Kaptein, Q. B. Broxterman, S. J. Garden, and C. Tomasini, Tetrahedron, 2006, 62, 12017.

M. Jiang, S.-F. Zhu, Y. Yang, L.-Z. Gong, X.-G. Zhou, and Q.-L. Zhou, Tetrahedron: Asymmetry,
2006, 17, 384.

Z. Tang, L.-F. Cun, X. Cui, A.-Q. Mi, Y.-Z. Jiang, and L.-Z. Gong, Org. Lett., 2006, 8, 1263.

J.-F. Zheng, Y.-X. Li, S.-Q. Zhang, S.-T. Yang, X.-M. Wang, Y.-Z. Wang, J. Bai, and F.-A. Liu,
Tetrahedron Lett., 2006, 47, 7793.

a) Z. Tang, F. Jiang, L.-T. Yu, X. Cui, L.-Z. Gong, A.-Q. Mi, Y.-Z. Jiang, and Y.-D. Wu, J. Am.
Chem. Soc., 2003, 125, 5262. b) Z. Tang, F. Jiang, X. Cui, L.-Z. Gong, A.-Q. Mi, Y.-Z. Jiang, and
Y.-D. Wu, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci., 2004, 101, 5755. ¢) H.-M. Guo, L.-F. Cun, L.-Z. Gong, A.-Q. Mi,
and Y.-Z. Jiang, Chem. Commun., 2005, 1450. d) Y.-Q. Fu, Z.-C. Li, L.-N. Ding, J.-C. Tao, S.-H.
Zhang, and M.-S. Tang, Tetrahedron: Asymmetry, 2006, 17, 3351. ¢) L. He, J. Jiang, Z. Tang, X.



117.

118.
119.

120.
121.

122.
123.

124.
125.
126.

127.

128.
129.
130.
131.
132.
133.
134.

135.
136.
137.
138.

Cui, A.-Q. Mi, Y.-Z. Jiang, and L.-Z. Gong, Tetrahedron: Asymmetry, 2007, 18, 265.

a) Z. Tang, Z.-H. Yang, X.-H. Chen, L.-F. Cun, A.-Q. Mi, Y.-Z. Jiang, and L.-Z. Gong, J. Am.
Chem. Soc., 2005, 127, 9285. b) X.-Y. Xu, Y.-Z. Wang, L.-F. Cun, and L.-Z. Gong, Tetrahedron:
Asymmetry, 2007, 18, 237.

M. Raj, Vishnumaya, S. K. Ginotra, and V. K. Singh, Org. Lett., 2006, 8, 4097.

a) J.-R. Chen, H.-H. Lu, X.-Y. Li, L. Cheng, J. Wan, and W.-J. Xiao, Org. Lett., 2005, 7, 4543. b)
J.-R. Chen, X.-Y. Li, X.-N. Xing, and W.-J. Xiao, J. Org. Chem., 2006, 71, 8198.

S. Samanta, J. Liu, R. Dodda, and C.-G. Zhao, Org. Lett., 2005, 7, 5321.

a) C. Cheng, J. Sun, C. Wang, Y. Zhang, S. Wei, F. Jiang, and Y. Wu, Chem. Commun., 2006, 215.
b) C. Cheng, S. Wei, and J. Sun, Synlett, 2006, 2419.

D. Gryko, B. Kowalczyk, and L. Zawadzki, Synlett, 2006, 1059.

a) G. Guillena, M. d. C. Hita, and C. Ngjera, Tetrahedron: Asymmetry, 2006, 17, 1027. b) G.
Guillena, M. d. C. Hita, and C. Najera, Tetrahedron: Asymmetry, 2006, 17, 1493. ¢) G. Guillena,
M. d. C. Hita, and C. Ngjera, ARKIVOC, 2007 (iv), 260.

S. Guizzetti, M. Benaglia, L. Pignataro, and A. Puglisi, Tetrahedron: Asymmetry, 2006, 17, 2754.
G.-N. Ma, Y.-P. Zhang, and M. Shi, Synthesis, 2007, 197.

a) A. Berkessel, B. Koch, and J. Lex, Adv. Synth. Catal., 2004, 346, 1141. b) M. Meciarova, S.
Toma, A. Berkessel, and B. Koch, Lett. Org. Chem., 2006, 3, 437.

A.J. A. Cobb, D. M. Shaw, D. A. Longbottom, J. B. Gold, and S. V. Ley, Org. Biomol. Chem.,
2005, 3, 84.

F. Silva, M. Sawicki, and V. Gouverneur, Org. Lett., 2006, 8, 5417.

E. Bellis, K. Vasilatou, and G. Kokotos, Synthesis, 2005, 2407.

Y. Wu, Y. Zhang, M. Yu, G. Zhao, and S. Wang, Org. Lett., 2006, 8, 4417.

W. Wang, H. Li, and J. Wang, Tetrahedron Lett., 2005, 46, 5077.

H. J. Martin and B. List, Synlett, 2003, 1901.

J. Kofoed, J. Nielsen, and J.-L. Reymond, Bioorg. Med. Chem. Lett., 2003, 13, 2445.

a) Z. Tang, Z.-H. Yang, L,-F. Cun, L.-Z. Gong, A.-Q. Mi, and Y.-Z. Jiang, Org. Lett., 2004, 6, 2285.
b) X.-H. Chen, S.-W. Luo, Z. Tang, L.-F. Cun, A.-Q. Mi, Y.-Z. Jiang, and L.-Z. Gong, Chem. Eur.
J., 2007, 13, 689.

L.-X. Shi, Q. Sun, Z.-M. Ge, Y.-Q. Zhu, T.-M. Cheng, and R.-T. Li, Synlett, 2004, 2215.

P. Krattiger, R. Kovasy, J. D. Revell, S. Ivan, and H. Wennemers, Org. Lett., 2005, 7, 1101.

S. B. Tsogoeva, S. B. Jagtap, and Z. A. Ardemasova, Tetrahedron: Asymmetry, 2006, 17, 989.

a) S. Saito, M. Nakadai, and H. Yamamoto, Synlett, 2001, 1245. b) M. Nakadai, S. Saito, and H.
Yamamoto, Tetrahedron, 2002, 58, 8167.



139.
140.
141.

142.

143.
144.

145.
146.
147.
148.

149.

150.
151.
152.

153.
154.

155.
156.

157.
158.
159.

160.
161.
162.
163.

N. Mase, F. Tanaka, and C. F. Barbas III, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 2004, 43, 2420.

P. Dambruoso, A. Massi, and A. Dondoni, Org. Lett., 2005, 7, 4657.

K. Kriis, T. Kanger, M. Laars, T. Kailas, A.-M. Miiiirisepp, T. Pehk, and M. Lopp, Synlett, 2006,
1699.

N. Mase, Y. Nakai, N. Ohara, H. Yoda, K. Takabe, F. Tanaka, and C. F. Barbas III, J. Am. Chem.
Soc., 2006, 128, 734.

A. Hartikka and P. I. Arvidsson, Tetrahedron: Asymmetry, 2004, 15, 1831.

H. Torii, M. Nakadai, K. Ishihara, S. Saito, and H. Yamamoto, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 2004, 43,
1983.

M. Arnd, R. J. Zaragoza, and L. R. Domingo, Tetrahedron: Asymmetry, 2005, 16, 2764.

A. Hartikka and P. I. Arvidsson, Eur. J. Org. Chem., 2005, 4287.

D. E. Ward, V. Jheengut, and G. E. Beye, J. Org. Chem., 2006, 71, 8989.

E. Lacoste, Y. Landais, K. Schenk, J.-B. Verlhac, and J.-M. Vincent, Tetrahedron Lett., 2004, 45,
8035.

a) M. Benaglia, G. Celentano, and F. Cozzi, Adv. Synth. Catal., 2001, 343, 171. b) M. Benaglia, M.
Cinquini, F. Cozzi, A. Puglisi, and G. Celentano, Adv. Synth. Catal., 2002, 344, 533.

M. R. M. Andreae and A. P. Davis, Tetrahedron: Asymmetry, 2005, 16, 2487.

K. Akagawa, S. Sakamoto, and K. Kudo, Tetrahedron Lett., 2005, 46, 8185.

a) D. Font, C. Jimeno, and M. A. Pericas, Org. Lett., 2006, 8, 4653. b) W. Miao and T. H. Chan,
Adv. Synth. Catal., 2006, 348, 1711.

E. Bellis and G. Kokotos, J. Mol. Catal. A: Chemical, 2005, 241, 166.

F. Calderdn, R. Fernandez, F. Sanchez, and A. Fernandez-Mayoralas, Adv. Synth. Catal., 2005,
347, 1395.

A. S. Kucherenko, M. 1. Struchkova, and S. G. Zlotin, Eur. J. Org. Chem., 2006, 2000.

B. M. Choudary, B. Kavita, N. S. Chowdari, B. Sreedhar, and M. L. Kantam, Catal. Lett., 2002,
78, 373.

G. Zhong, J. Fan, and C. F. Barbas III, Tetrahedron Lett., 2004, 45, 5681.

I. K. Mangion, A. B. Northrup, and D. W. C. MacMillan, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 2004, 43, 6722.
Q. Gu, X.-F. Wang, L. Wang, X.-Y. Wu, and Q.-L. Zhou, Tetrahedron: Asymmetry, 2006, 17,
1537.

V. B. Kurteva and C. A. M. Afonso, Tetrahedron, 2005, 61, 267.

X. Tang, B. Liégault, J.-L. Renaud, and C. Bruneau, Tetrahedron: Asymmetry, 2006, 17, 2187.

Y. Zhou and Z. Shan, Tetrahedron, 2006, 62, 5692.

P. Dinér and M. Amedjkouh, Org. Biomol. Chem., 2006, 4, 2091.



164.
165.

166.

167.
168.
169.
170.
171.
172.
173.

174.
175.
176.
177.

178.

179.
180.
181.
182.

Y. Wang, S. Wei, and J. Sun, Synlett, 2006, 3319.

F. Zanardi, A. Sartori, C. Curti, L. Battistini, G. Rassu, G. Nicastro, and G. Casiraghi, J. Org.
Chem., 2007, 72, 1814.

a) A. Cordova, W. Zou, 1. Ibrahem, E. Reyes, M. Engqvist, and W.-W. Liao, Chem. Commun.,
2005, 3586. b) A. Cérdova, 1. Ibrahem, J. Casas, H. Sundén, M. Engqvist, and E. Reyes, Chem.
Eur. J., 2005, 11, 4772. ¢) A. Bassan, W. Zou, E. Reyes, F. Himo, and A. Cérdova, Angew. Chem.
Int. Ed., 2005, 44, 7028. d) W. Zou, 1. Ibrahem, P. Dziedzic, H. Sundén, and A. Cérdova, Chem.
Commun., 2005, 4946. ¢) P. Dziedzic, W. Zou, J. Hafren, and A. Cérdova, Org. Biomol. Chem.,
20006, 4, 38. f) P. Dziedzic, W. Zou, 1. Ibrahem, H. Sundén, and A. Cérdova, Tetrahedron Lett.,
2006, 47, 6657. g) A. Cordova, W. Zou, P. Dziedzic, I. Ibrahem, E. Reyes, and Y. Xu, Chem. Eur.
J., 2006, 12, 5383.

T. Nagamine, K. Inomata, Y. Endo, and L. A. Paquette, J. Org. Chem., 2007, 72, 123.

Z. Jiang, Z. Liang, X. Wu, and Y. Lu, Chem. Commun., 2006, 2801.

S. S. V. Ramasastry, H. Zhang, F. Tanaka, and C. F. Barbas III, J. Am. Chem. Soc, 2007, 129, 288.
S. G. Davies, R. L. Sheppard, A. D. Smith, and J. E. Thomson, Chem. Commun., 2005, 3802.

M. Limbach, Tetrahedron Lett., 2006, 47, 3843.

N. Dwivedi, S. S. Bisht, and R. P. Tripathi, Carbohydr. Res., 2006, 341, 2737.

a) T. Kano, J. Takai, O. Tokuda, and K. Maruoka, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 2005, 44, 3055. b) T.
Kano, O. Tokuda, and K. Maruoka, Tetrahedron Lett., 2006, 47, 7423. c¢) T. Kano, Y. Yamaguchi,
Y. Tanaka, and K. Maruoka, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed., 2007, 46, 1738.

M. Z. Gao, J. Gao, B. S. Lane, and R. A. Zingaro, Chem. Lett., 2003, 32, 524.

S. Pizzarello and A. L. Weber, Science, 2004, 303, 1151.

Y. Kubota, K. Goto, S. Miyata, Y. Goto, Y. Fukushima, and Y. Sugi, Chem. Lett., 2003, 32, 234.

a) T. J. Dickerson and K. D. Janda, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2002, 124, 3220. b) T. J. Dickerson, T.
Lovell, M. M. Meijler, L. Noodleman, and K. D. Janda, J. Org. Chem., 2004, 69, 6603.

a) N. Mase, F. Tanaka, and C. F. Barbas III, Org. Lett., 2003, 5, 4369. b) F. Tanaka, R.
Thayumanavan, N. Mase, and C. F. Barbas III, Tetrahedron Lett., 2004, 45, 325. ¢) F. Tanaka, N.
Mase, and C. F. Barbas III, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2004, 126, 3692.

W. Wang, Y. Mei, H. Li, and J. Wang, Org. Lett., 2005, 7, 601.

C. Ji, Y. Peng, C. Huang, N. Wang, and Y. Jiang, Synlett, 2005, 986.

D. B. Ramachary, K. Ramakumar, and M. Kishor, Tetrahedron Lett., 2005, 46, 7037.

A. Erkkild and P. M. Pihko, J. Org. Chem., 2006, 71, 2538.



