Chem. Rev. 1999, 99, 1095-1120 1095

Diastereoselection in Lewis-Acid-Mediated Aldol Additions
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[. Introduction

The aldol addition is one of the most important
methods for stereoselective construction of carbon—
carbon bonds. New and powerful variants of these
classical reactions have been developed in recent
years.! Two classes were mainly used for asymmetric
induction in these reactions: the use of asymmetric
modified enolates or electrophiles? and the use of
chiral Lewis acids.®

The chiral enolate or electrophile approach is much
more general and gives high stereoselectivities due
to the highly ordered nature of transition structures
(“closed” transition models). The chiral center has to
be removed after the completed aldol addition. To
avoid this additional reaction step, a stategy is
employed whereby achiral enolates can be reacted
with achiral carbonyl compounds in the presence of
additional chiral auxiliaries. This method requires
the careful use of a chiral auxiliary.* Unfortunately,
however, stoichiometric amounts of the chiral infor-
mation are necessary. Up to now and apart from
enzymatic transformations, the so-called Mukaiyama
reaction has opened an enantioselective and catalytic
approach using chiral Lewis acids.
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This review covers the evolution of stereoselective
Lewis-acid-mediated aldol-type addition up to the
recent development of chiral Lewis acids.

Mukaiyama et al. found that silyl enol ether reacts
with carbonyl compounds in the presence of Lewis
acids to give aldol products (for initial studies, see
ref 5). The main advantages in the Mukaiyama
approach are the chemoselectivity of the reaction and
the possibility of stereoselective execution. Since the
mid-1970s, the Mukaiyama reaction has become a
useful method for chemo- and regioselective carbon—
carbon bond formation.® About 10 years later, inves-
tigations into stereochemical aspects of these reac-
tions were initiated,” and at the end of the 1980s,
the development of chiral Lewis acids and thus the
development of catalytic, enantioselective versions of
the Mukaiyama reaction started.®

The reaction mechanism has not been explained
yet. The most important fact is that Lewis acid
enolates are not involved in this reaction.” No trans-
metalation occurs. In this reaction, the Lewis acids
coordinate with the carbonyl function leading to its
activation.® Two works published by Carreira and
Shibasaki suggest the involvement of chiral metal
enolates during the aldol addition (for copper eno-
lates, see ref 10; for palladium enolates, see ref 11).
Moreover, there is a marked stereochemical differ-

© 1999 American Chemical Society

Published on Web 04/21/1999



1096 Chemical Reviews, 1999, Vol. 99, No. 5

Scheme 1
ratio of  ref.
syn/ anti
OSiCls (0] OH
Ph
+ Ph—CHO —» 98 2 14,
1 2 15
OTiCl; (0] OH
Ph
©+ Ph—-CHO ——»6])\ 89 11 12
3
OTMS OH
TiCly Ph
+ Ph—CHO — 23 77 16
4
OSnBus; (0] OH
-780C:
Ph20 80 2c
+ Ph—CHO —» 450C:
77 23
5
OSnOTf O OH
Ph
+ Ph—CHO — 95 5 17,
18
6
OTiCl3
+ Ph-CHO
7 o OH
. 81 19 12
Ph
OTMS 8
+ Ph-CHO
(0] OH
9 TiCly
— 55 45 19
Ph

ence between Lewis-acid-mediated reactions of silyl
enol ether and aldol additions of Lewis acid enolates
with electrophiles. This fact is illustrated by some
examples in Scheme 1. For a comparison of these two
types of reactions, see refs 12 and 13. Recently,
Denmark et al. described Lewis-base-induced enan-
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tioselective aldol additions. By reacting trichlorosilyl
enolates with aldehydes in the presence of catalytic
amounts of chiral phosphoramides, the anti-aldol
products were obtained in high enantioselectivities
(e.g., 1 in Scheme 1).1415

This difference between these two types of an aldol
addition is supported by further experimental evi-
dence (X-ray,?® NMR-spectroscopy?!). Nevertheless,
there exists a great interest for this reaction because
the Mukaiyama reaction opened the way for a real
catalytic control of the stereoselectivity during the
aldol process.

The subject of this review is to rationalize the
various stereochemical results of the Mukaiyama
reaction—the Lewis-acid-mediated aldol addition.

Il. Additions of Silyl Enol Ethers to Electrophiles

Numerous reactions of aldehydes and enol silanes
in the presence of Lewis acids were published to give
a diastereomeric pair of aldol products 10 and 11
(Scheme 3). The stereoselectivity obtained by the
reaction of two prochiral compounds—the enol silane
and the carbonyl compound—is called simple stereo-
selection.d

Due to the different conditions, various types of
enolates and counterions used, a different mechanism
in this reaction and, thus, possibly different types of
transition-states were proposed. The described dif-
ferent stereochemical outcome of the Mukaiyama
reaction and the aldol addition of Lewis acid enolates
to carbonyl compounds (Scheme 1) cannot be ex-
plained by classical “closed” transition-state models,
such as Zimmermann—Traxler models.?

At that time so-called “open” or “extended” transi-
tion-state models provided the best agreement of
stereochemical results and conceptions about the
stereochemistry involved in this aldol-type reaction.??
Therefore, they have been the best tools so far for
explaining and predicting the expected stereoselec-
tion (Scheme 2, LA = Lewis acid). For very early
discussions of open transition-states, see ref 24.

Initially, no stereochemical advantage has been
observed in the reactions of aldehydes with nucleo-
philes (silyl enol ether, silyl ketene acetals) in the
presence of stoichiometric amounts of Lewis acids.

H
R, H
_— —> anti
O—LA LA—O R4
TMSO R3
(o3
H
H R,
_— — syn
O—LA LA—0 R4
OTMS R3 OTMS
F
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Scheme 3
Rz
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Iz?z Rz
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entry Ry R, Rj3 Z/E Lewis acid ratio of yield[%] ref.

10/ 11

1 i-Pr Me OEt 15/85TiCly 93/7 75 25

2 iPr Me tBu 100/0 BF3OEt, 95/5 84 26

3 Ph Me OEt 25/75 TiCiy;-PPhs 91/9 79 27

4 Ph Me t-Bu 100/0 BF3;OEt, 95/5 95 28

5 Ph t-Bu OEt 76/24 TiCl, 8/92 NR 29
6 Ph t-Bu OEt | 5/95 TiCly 8/92 NR 28
7 Me Ph 100/0 TiCl4 10/90 NR 30
8 Me Ph 100/0 SnCl, 5/95 NR 30
9 Me Ph 100/0 TiCly 10/90 NR 30
10 Me Ph 0/100 TiCly 10/90 NR 30

R; in entries 7 and 8: Ph-CH,OCH,-
R4 in entries 9 and 10: Ph-CH,O(CH3)»-

However, by carefully choosing substrates and reac-
tion conditions, a preparatively useful control of the
diastereoselectivity of this reaction has been ob-
tained.

The proposed open model assumes that the un-
complexed ionic oxygens are as remote as possible
(dipolar repulsion). By “fine tuning”, one model is
favored in the diastereomeric orientation due to the
avoidance of steric repulsive interactions of the
substituents. Transition structures B, C, and E are
out of the question (B, steric interaction between R3
and LA; C and E, unfavorable dipole—dipole interac-
tion of the carbon—oxygen bonds) (Scheme 2).

Good anti-selectivities were observed indepen-
dently of the double-bond geometry when R; is small
and R;3 is a sterically bulky group (entries 1—4,
Scheme 3). Transition structures D (nonbonded
interactions between R; and R3) and F (nonbonded
interactions between oxygen and R;) are disfavored
compared to A. Only a few examples are shown in
Scheme 3; for further results, see refs 31a—d, 32, 33,
34. The high simple anti-selectivity observed provides
a useful complement to the corresponding more syn-
selective lithium enolates.®®

In contrast to these results, transition-states A and
F are disfavored compared to D (repulsive interac-
tions between R; and R,) when R; is replaced by a
larger group (entries 5 and 6, Scheme 3). Independent
of the geometry of the used silyl enol ether (Z- or
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Scheme 4
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Scheme 5
STMS
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R-CHO + /ﬂ\/ R
t-BuS OTBDMS TiCly
SMes O SMes O
)\/U\ +
R Y St-Bu R St-Bu
anti syn
13 14
entries R Z/E ratio of yield[%]
13/14
1 n-Pr 0/100 75/25 50
2 i-Pr 0/100 92/ 8 60
3 i-Pr 100/0 83/17 75
4 Ph 0/100 94/ 6 91
5 Ph 100/0 89/11 88

(Mes = 2.4 .6-trimethylphenyl)

E-silyl enol ether), syn-diastereoselection predomi-
nates in this stereoconvergent aldol addition.

By using aldehydes capable of chelation, a reversal
of the high anti-selectivity was found and high
degrees of simple syn-selectivity were observed. This
reversal of stereochemical results is due to the
chelation influence (entries 7—10, Scheme 3). As a
result of chelation and repulsive interactions, the
transition-state H is disfavored and, independent of
the geometry of the enol silanes used, a syn-prefer-
ence is observed (Scheme 4 and entries 9 and 10 in
Scheme 3).30:36.37

Heathcock et al. developed a concept based on the
idea that the diastereoselectivity in aldol additions
often depends on the size of the activating groups or
ligands attached to the carbonyl oxygen. Aldol addi-
tions in the presence of the (trimethylthiophenyl)-
trimethylsilane 12 gave excellent simple anti-dias-
tereoselectivity (Scheme 5).1353839 Thioacetals of the
aldehydes used might be intermediates in this reac-
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tion, as shown by the authors. Using both the Z- and
the E-trimethylsilyl enol ethers, high selectivity for
anti-aldols was observed. The authors assumed the
methyl/aryl interaction became dominant, and there-
fore, transition-state 1 was favored (Scheme 6).
Reductive removal of sulfur led to an approach to
deoxypolypropionates. By reacting n-butanal, iso-
butanal, and benzaldehyde with the silyl enol ether
of the Morireagent (2.2-dimethyl-3-pentanone), only
the anti-isomer of the aldol products was detected.®

lIl. Additions of Chiral Silyl Enol Ethers to
Electrophiles

Chiral silyl ketene acetals were introduced for
diastereoselective aldol-type addition similar to aldol
additions of chiral boron enolates,? titanium enol-
ates,? tin enolates,? and zirconium enolates.?¢ Chiral
resources used in the Mukaiyama reaction are shown
in Scheme 7 (camphor derivative 15, camphor
derivative 16,4 N-methylephedrine derivatives 17
and 18,*? sultam derived from camphor 193). Similar

Mahrwald

Scheme 8
R-CHO + —
R*O . R*O : R
T
20 21
entry reagent R Lewis ratio of ratio of yield ref.
acid antil syn 20/21 [%]

1 15 i-Pr TiCly 94/ 6 2/98 66 40
2 E-16 Ph TiClg 81/19 5/95 44 41
3 E-16 Et TiCly 100/0 6/84 30 41
4 E-16 n-Pr TiCly 94/6 7/93 50 41
5 E-16 i-Pr TiCly 98/2 8/92 60 41
6 E-16 i-Pr BF3-OEt, 73/27 3/97 58 41
7 Z-16 i-Pr BF3OEt, 94/6 94/6 57 41
8 E-17 Ph TiCly 85/15 97/3 80 42
9 E-17 Ph TiCl4PPhs 97/3 97/3 90 27
10 2zZ-17 Ph TiClg 80/20 96/4 65 42
11 Z-16 E-Ph-CH=CH TiCly4 85/15 96/4 60 42
12 Z-16 E-Ph-CH=CH TiClyPPhs 94/6 93/7 50 27
13 Z-16 E-Me-CH=CH TiCly 80/20 96/4 78 42
14 Z-16 n-Pr TiCly 80/20 96/4 88 42
15 Z-16 n-CsHyy  TiCly 75/25 97/3 60 42
16 Z-19 Ph TiClag 99/ 1 >99/<170 43
17 Z-19 Me TiCly >89/<1 >89/<1 72 43
18 2Z-19 i-Pr TiCly >99/<1 >99/<1 76 43
19 Z-19 i-Bu TiClg >99/<1 >99/<1 78 43

to the above-described aldol additions, chiral auxil-
iaries have to be removed from the propionate
equivalent after completed aldol addition by saponi-
fication or by reduction.

High degrees of simple anti-diastereoselectivity
were found. Very interesting results were obtained,
e.g., the stereochemical outcome of the addition of the
chiral enol silanes 15 and E-16 to iso-butanal in the
presence of TiCl, (entries 1 and 5, Scheme 8). Though
the same relatively simple diastereoselection and
absolute configuration were obtained, the authors
explained this fact by completely different transition-
state models (Scheme 9). Helmchen favored the cyclic
transition-state K,*® whereas Oppolzer explained the
reaction by the open transition-state L (Scheme 9).4!

Moreover, the aldol additions mediated either by
TiCl, or BF3 (entries 5 and 6, Scheme 8) gave the
same stereochemical results. Chelation control does
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Scheme 9
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not seem to take place in this reaction. The reversal
of the absolute configuration in the anti series
(entries 6 and 7, 4 and 14, Scheme 8) by changing
the double-bond geometry of the chiral auxiliaries
derived from camphor (Z- and E-16) is suspicious. On
the other hand, by using the ephedrine auxiliaries
(Z- and E-17), this phenomenon does not take place.
The same relative and absolute configuration is
observed by using Z- or E-configurated enol silanes
(entries 8 and 10, Scheme 8).

Nevertheless, these described asymmetric versions
helped to solve the longstanding problem of an
efficient synthesis of chiral anti-aldol products.

Later on, Oppolzer et al. improved the dia- and
enantioselectivity by using the cyclic sultam 19
derived from camphor. Very high selectivities were
observed (entries 16—19, Scheme 8). The products
were obtained in crystalline form.3

IV. Additions of Chiral Carbonyl Compounds to
Nucleophiles

The two z-faces of the carbonyl function of alde-
hydes with one or more chiral centers are diaste-
reotopic. For that reason, aldol additions of silyl enol
ethers to chiral aldehydes display diastereofacial
selectivity in addition to simple diastereoselection.'d
The stereochemical outcome and the problems arising
from the 1,2—1,n-asymmetric induction are explained
and predicted best by the models of Cram,** Felkin,*®
or Anh.4647

Moreover, transition-states may be explained by
chelation or nonchelation models in aldol additions
of nucleophiles to aldehydes capable of chelation (O-,
N-, or S-substituted aldehydes).*® In addition to steric
and electronic factors, the trajectory of attack of the
incoming nucleophile also determines the stereo-
chemical result of the reaction.*® For further detailed,
theoretical treatment of the aldol addition and trajec-
tory analysis, see ref 50 and references therein.

A more general and theoretical review by O. Reiser
dealing with these problems may be found in the
same issue of this journal.

Stereochemical results of aldol additions of chiral
electrophiles with stereogenic enol silanes should be
classified by the kind of asymmetric induction.

Chemical Reviews, 1999, Vol. 99, No. 5 1099

A. 1,2-Asymmetric Induction

Stereochemical results of the aldol addition of
2-phenylpropanal 22 and the silyl enol ether of the
propionic acid-tert-butylthioester 23 in the presence
of BF3; demonstrate the most simple case—the prob-
lem of simple and facial diastereoselectivity of aldol
additions (Scheme 10). High facial syn-selectivity and
a high degree of simple anti-diastereoselectivity were
observed in this nonchelation-controlled Mukaiyama
reaction. Only one of the four possible diastereomers
has been observed.3'2>

These results are in accordance with the transition-
state M shown in Scheme 11. Felkin's rule demands
the minimization of nonbonded interactions.*® The
staggered conformation in Scheme 11 is preferred if
substituents of different sizes but similar electronic
character participate. Generally, one can say in aldol
addition the 1,2-asymmetric induction increases with
increasing steric demands of the enol silanes. For
further and similar stereochemical results, see refs
51 and 52.

Using the enolborate 28 in the aldol addition
instead of the silyl enol ether 23, a completely
different ratio of the isomers was obtained (compare
the results in Scheme 10 with the results in Scheme
12)_3la

A comparison of acetate aldol reactions mediated
by BF3 or by lithium enolates is given in Scheme
13.5258 2-Phenylpropanal shows an exceptional dias-
tereofacial preference in the BFz;-mediated aldol
additions.

Scheme 10
/L tBuS___OTBDMS
+
Ph CHO \ﬂi
22 23

l BFs

PhJ\(\COSt-Bu PhJ\‘/LCOSt-Bu

OH OH
24 (91 %) 25 (7 %)
PhJ\._/LCOSt-Bu Ph/'\/\cosz-su
OH OH
26 (2 %) 27 (- %)
Scheme 11
LA

t-BuS OTBDMS
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Scheme 12
Ph/LCHO
C,) StBu
22 B
O/ \o
28
-78°C
30 min.
24 (2 %) 25 (91%)
26 (- %) 27 (7 %)
Scheme 13
J\ + Jl\
Ph CHO R OoM
22 ¢
R R
Ph + phJ\i/\n/
OH O OH ©
syn anti
29 30
entry R M ratio of
29/ 30
1 Me Li 75125
2 t-Bu Li 80/20
3 MeO Li 75125
4 t-BuO Li 80/20
5 Me,N  Li 751725
6 Me TBDMS 91/ 9
7 t-Bu TBDMS 96/ 4
8 MeO TBDMS 94/ 6
9 t-BuO TBDMS 97/ 3

By using the Heathcock method (chiral thionium
ionsY), the same stereochemical patterns were found
in high degrees (Scheme 14). High simple anti and
high facial syn selectivities were observed during this
process. The silyl enol ether of the so-called Mori
reagent was reacted with 2-phenylpropanal 22 in the
presence of (trimethylphenyl)thiotrimethylsilane 12
(Mes-STMS) (entry 5, Scheme 14). The bulky tert-
butyl group in the enol silane (R;) used in this
reaction and the bulky mesitylthio group in the
reagent are responsible for these high simple and
facial diastereoselectivities. A detailed comparison of
the Lewis acids used and facial stereoselection ob-
tained is given in this paper.®

In further experiments, the steric influence of the
aldehydes used in this reaction was analyzed. Again,

Scheme 14
J\ STMS
Ph CHO
22 SMes O
12
+ _
TiCly
I "
R4 OR; + isomers
entry Ry R> ratio of ratio of
E/Z 31 /isomers
1 St-Bu TBDMS 94/ 6 66/ (16/17)
2 St-Bu TBDMS 5/ 95 76/ ( 7/17)
3 St-Bu TMS 86/14 60/ (13/27)
4 St-Bu TMS 4 /96 60/ ( 7/33)
5 CMe,-CH=CH, TMS 98/ 2 97/ (3)
6 t-Bu TMS 98/ 2 97/ (3)
Scheme 15
SMes O
R
t-Bu
STMS
R CHO 33
+ +
12
B ——
tB R~
u OTMS t-Bu
32 34
entry R ratio of
33/ 34
1 Ph 97/ 3
2 c-CgHq1 98/ 2
3 PhCH, 97/ 3
4 Et 83/17

high degrees of facial syn-selectivity were observed
by using several chiral aldehydes in the correspond-
ing acetate aldol addition. Even in the reaction of
2-methylbutanal, high syn-selectivity was observed
(entry 4, Scheme 15). This is the simplest and at the
same time the most difficult case; the reagent has to
differentiate during the reaction between a methyl
and an ethyl group.®®

In the same year Heathcock et al. described results
of Lewis-acid-mediated acetate aldol additions with
o-chiral acetals. Again, facial anti-selectivity was
obtained. Generally, one can say the obtained 1,2-
asymmetric induction increases with increasing steric
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bulk of the used (alkoxy groups) acetals and with
increasing polarity of the solvent used. The highest
selectivities were observed using the sterically bulky
2-phenylpropanal acetal of pinacol.>

B. 1,2-Asymmetric Induction and Chelation
Control

Oxygen, nitrogen,* or sulfur® bearing a-chiral
aldehydes are suitable starting products for obtaining
appropriate sequences or stereodefined periods of
natural products (e.g., polyketide natural products).
On one hand, an asymmetric center is introduced into
the substrate very easily; on the other hand, an
effective transfer of the chiral information of this
stereogenetic center to the diastereoface may be
achieved by chelation control. Therefore, most of the
work in this field was done with oxygen- or nitrogen-
heterosubstituted aldehydes or ketones.

Some of the results of aldol additions of a-alkoxy
aldehydes with enol silyl ether are given in Scheme
16. Only the most exciting results are shown. For

Scheme 16

BnO z

37
BnO z
/W Rt
OH (o}
38 39
entry Ry E/Z Lewis 36 37 38 39 ref
acid

1 i-Pr 0/100 TiCly 50 50 0 O 16,28
2 Pr 100/0 TiCly 88 12 0 0 16,28
3 Ph 0/100 TiCl, 95 5 0 0 16,2857
4 Ph 100/0 TiCls 85 15 0 0 16,2830
5 St-Bu 93/7 SnCly 95 5 0 O 31a,31b,58
6 St-Bu 10/90 SnCly 85 15 0 0 31a,31b,58
7 StBu 93/7 TiCl, 94 6 0 0 31a31b
8 St-Bu 10/90 TiCly 83 17 0 0 31a,31b
9 St-Bu 93/7 BFsELO 6 22 12 60 31a31b

10 St-Bu 93/7 TBAF 16 3 73 8 31a,31b,58

11 St-Bu 10/90 TBAF 13 3 72 12 31a,31b,58
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Scheme 17
chelation-syn
LA-__
Bn H
Scheme 18
OBn
~cHo R~ “OR,

35

OBn an

)

OH O OH O
syn anti
40 41

ratio of  yield ref.
40/41  {%]

entry Ry Ry Lewis acid

1 OMe TBDMS BF3Et,0 60/40 48 26,28

2 Ot-Bu TBDMS SnCl, 65/35 65 26,28

3 St-Bu TBDMS SnCl, 98/ 2 50 65

4 tBu TMS  BFj;(gas) 10/90 85 59

5 t-Bu TMS SnClyorTiCl, 99/ 1 86 26,2866

6 t-Bu TMS BF3Et,0 50/50 67

7 Ph  TMS SnClyorTiCly 99/ 1 70 26,2857

further examples, see refs 28, 30, 36, 26, 57, 59.
By using suitable Lewis acids, chelation-controlled
aldol additions may occur. The careful choice of Lewis

acids is important in these reactions. The best results
of chelation control were obtained by using SnCl, or
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Scheme 19
BnO\_
E +
~cHo Ry OSiMeR;
42 i
Bno\: . BnO\:
WR1 : R1
oH O OH ©
43 44
BhO.__ BhO.__ ]
%(R, P
OH O OH ©
45 46

entry R R, E/Z Lewis 43 44 45 46 ref

acid

1 Ph Me 0/100 TiCly 91 9 0 0 48
2 - Et Me 0/100 TiCly 50 50 0 O 48
3 St-Bu t-Bu 95/ 5 TiCly 99 1 0 068

4 St-Bu t-Bu 5/95 TiCly 99 1 0 0 31a31b,68

5 St-Bu Me 93/7 8SnCly 97 3 0 0 31a31b

6 St-Bu Me 10/90 SnCly 46 3 0 5131a31b
7 StBu t-Bu 95/5 BFzEt;0O 0 9 14 77 31a,31b,68

8 StBu t-Bu 5/95 BFzEt;O 0 7 16 77 31a,31b,68

TiCl,. Independent of the geometry of the silyl enol
ether, mainly the chelation syn products were ob-
tained by using SnCl, or TiCl, as Lewis acids. The
syn-preference increases with the increase of steri-
cally bulky substituents (R;) in the silyl enol ether
(Scheme 16). The application of BF; (entry 9, Scheme
16) as a Lewis acid or flouride ions (entries 10 and
11, Scheme 16) afforded nonchelation products, since
it is known that these reagents are not capable of
chelation due to their monodentate nature.>® For
comparing 1,2-asymmetric induction of TiCl,- and
BFs-mediated aldol additions of thio-substituted al-
dehydes, see ref 60.

In general, chelation control results in a complete
reversal of the simple diastereoselectivity if one
compares the corresponding results of chelation
(simple syn-selectivity, Scheme 16) and nonchelation
aldol addditions (simple anti-selectivity, Scheme 10).
A plausible explanation for this phenomenon is given
by the transition-states N and O in Scheme 17. These
transition-states are the result of several consider-
ations: beside steric interactions between the ligands,
one has to justify unfavorable dipole—dipole interac-
tions.?6

When reacting heterosubstituted enol silanes with
o-alkoxypropanal in the presence of Lewis acids, the

Mahrwald

Scheme 20

BnO” o)

same stereochemical tendencies were observed. For
detailed results, see the following references (instead
of Me, the following substituents were used —OCH-
Ph;Gl —N((:ngh),62 —CH,SMe, —(:HzoCHzF)h;e3 and
—SMe®4).

In the corresponding acetate aldol additions (reac-
tions of substituted silyloxyethenes) with o-alkoxy-
propanal, only the facial diastereoselectivity is ob-
served.

By using chelating agents (TiCl, or SnCly), high
degrees of syn-selectivity were obtained. Applying
BF; as a Lewis acid led to a reversal of the facial
diastereoselectivity due to its inability to chelate
(Scheme 18). When BF; is used as a gas in this
reaction, an increase in the anti-preference was
observed (compare entries 4 and 6 in Scheme 18).

Independent of the distance of the alkoxy group to
the carbonyl function, chelation control also occurs
in the aldol addition of s-alkoxy-a-chiral aldehydes.
The use of these electrophiles led to chelation control
in these reactions. High degrees of simple syn-
selectivity and chelation-controlled diastereofacial
selectivity were obtained (Scheme 19). A six-mem-
bered chelated structure is proposed as a possible
transition-state (Scheme 20). By using BF; as the
Lewis acid, the expected nonchelation selectivity has
been observed (compare enries 7 and 8, Scheme 19).

Aldol additions of a,3-dialkoxy aldehydes gave
more differentiated results. The possibility of chelat-
ing the o- or p-position or both of them and the
different roles of Lewis acids play an important role
for the stereochemical outcome of this aldol-type
reaction (Scheme 21).

An exceptional behavior was observed in the Mu-
kaiyama aldol addition using N,N-dibenzylaminoal-
dehyde 51 and the enol silane 53 (Scheme 22). High
degrees of anti-aldol products 52 were obtained in
the presence of catalytic amounts of MgCl,,%® EtAICI,,*
or LiClO4.”2 N,N-Dibenzylaminoaldehydes show a
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Scheme 21
OR; OR; Rs OR; Rj
R,o\/‘-\CHO R1O\/:\:/:\[rR4 R10\/:\:/k'(R4
OH O OH ©
. 47 48
R
)[ OR, Rs OR; Ry
RO A : R, RO_ _A R
R/ ORs 1 \/Y\“/ 4 \/\H\[( 4
OH O OH ©
49 50
entry Ry R, Rz R4 Rs E/Z lewis 47 48 49 50 ref
acid
1 -CMe,- Me OMe TMS 100/0 Znl, (12) 64 24 69
2 -CMe,- Me OMe TBDMS 0/100 Znl, (10) 76 14 69
3 -CMe,- Et OMe TBDMS 100/0 2Zni (6 ) 84 10 69
4 -CMe,- Et OMe TBDMS 0/100 Znl, ( 8 ) 83 9 &9
5 TBDMS PhCH, Me Ph TMS 0/100 SnCl, 94 0 0 6 70
6 PhCH, PhCH, Me StBu TBDMS 95/5 SnCly 95 5 0 0 31a31b
7 PhCH, PhCH; MeSCH, OMe TMS - MgBr, (98) (2 ) 63
Scheme 22 Scheme 23
NBn OBn Ri
: : +
~cHo _A~_CHo
sa Rz OR;
51 Nan l
LiClO4 - COM
+ Ve
— > /Y\ OBh OH 0O OBh OH O
OTBDMS /\/k(lL /\/k/”\
R Y R
/lL 52 2 : 2
MeO OTBDMS R4 R4
55 6
53 5
high propensity for nonchelation control in a variety ?B" ?H 0 ?B" ?H o
of nucleophilic addition reactions.>® /\/\)]\ ; ;
i R Ra
C. 1,3 Asymmetric Induction R R
Good levels of anti 1,3-induction and high degrees 57 58
of simple syn-selectivity may be realized in the Lewis-
acid-promoted addition of S-alkoxyaldehydes with
enol silanes (Scheme 23).73 enty Ry R, Rz E/Z Lewis 55 56 57 58 ref.
In contrast to these results, no control of 1,3- acid
asymmetric induction has been observed in similar 1 H Ph TMS TiCl, 92 - 8 - 73
aldol additions using analogous borinate nucleo-
philes.”#" This is an advantage of the Lewis-acid- 2 Me Ph TMS 0/100 TiCly, 92 ( 8 ) 30,73
mediated aldol addition over established enolate aldol
additions.? A comparison of the different stereochem- 3 H Ph TMS BF3(gas) 85 - 15 - 66

ical outcome in the acetate aldol addition with
different metal enolates is given in Scheme 24.75 4 Me Ph TMS 0/100 BF3gas) 55 27 12 6 66
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Scheme 24
OR

: CHO

59

61

enty M R ratio of

60 61
1 TMS / BF3-Et,0 PMB 92 8
2 Li PMB 7129
3 TiCl, PMB 60 40
4 9-BBN PMB 42 58
5 TMS/BF3Et;0 TBDMS 80 20
6 Li TBDMS 76 24
7 TiCl, TBDMS 58 42
8 9-BBN TBDMS 562 48

(PMB = p-methoxybenzyl)

Similar results were found in the total synthesis of
Swinholide A. By using the vinylogous Mukaiyama
reaction for C—C bond formation, high degrees of
anti-facial selectivity were obtained under non-
chelated reaction control.”677

No significant differences in the direction of the
obtained 1,3-asymmetric induction were observed
using BF; or TiCl, as Lewis acids. A general anti-
preference can be stated. This is in contrast to the
results obtained in 1,2-asymmetric inductions (com-
pare the results of 1,2-asymmetric induction in
Schemes 16 and 19 with the results of 1,3-asym-
metric induction in Schemes 23 and 24). The BF;-
mediated aldol addition simulates a chelation-
controlled reaction, or in other words, the chelating
ability of TiCl, is not relevant to the stereochemical
outcome of this reaction.

A possible explanation for this phenomenon is
given by the results published recently by Evans et
al.”® They investigated the stereochemical outcome
of 1,2- and 1,3-asymmetric induction in acetate aldol
additions. To preclude chelation control, BF; was
used as the Lewis acid in all these experiments
(monodentate nature of boron Lewis acid®®).

To analyze the electrostatic and steric effects in 1,3-
asymmetric induction, the S-chiral aldehydes 63 were
reacted with the enol silane 62 (Scheme 25). The
highest levels of diastereoselection were obtained by
reacting aldehydes with polar S-heteroatom substit-

Mahrwald

Scheme 25
OTMS
62
BF3-Et,0 64
+  — +
R

/\/:\/CHO
Ph Ph

63
entry R ratio of
64 65
1 OPMB 81 19
2 OTBDMS 73 27
3 OAc 43 57
4 Cl 83 17
Scheme 26
LA
o’
Hx (or Me)
H
R">7 = R
RO H Hx (or Me) H
H
R H OR
-
LA-----0 H

uents (R—CI), whereas the lowest levels of selectivity
were observed by reacting chiral $-alkyl aldehydes
with enol silanes. In reactions of enol silane 62 with
the aldehyde CH,=CH-CMe,—CHMe—-CH,—CHO
(R-alkyl) in the presence of BFs3, a ratio of 58:42 was
observed. A comparison of these experimental data
obtained with conformational analysis (semiempirical
calculations AM1) shows a preference for the confor-
mation of the aldehyde 63 (transition-state R in
Scheme 26). This transition-state presents the mini-
mization of destabilizing dipolar and steric interac-
tions. The 1,3-anti-product results from this transition-
state.

The next step was to compare the 1,2- and 1,3-
asymmetric induction. The authors did not observe
differences in the stereochemical outcome by reacting
anti-substituted o-methyl-g-alkoxy aldehydes with
differently substituted enol silanes. Independent of
the steric bulk of the substituent R;, high degrees of
1,2-syn-1,3-anti-diastereoselectivity (Felkin) were ob-
served (Scheme 27).

A possible transition structure is generated if you
replace the Hy atom with a methyl group in Scheme
26. This replacement results in a substrate bearing
an anti-relationship between the a-methyl and the
pB-alkoxy group in the Felkin—Anh model (Scheme
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Scheme 27
)L O OH OR,
R1 OTMS R1/“\/H/\(
66 68
BF3-Et,0
+ — +
OR;
OHC \(Y
67
entry R4 R, ratio of
68 69
1 t-Bu PMB 99 1
2 i-Pr PMB 98 2
3 Me PMB 97 3
4 t-Bu TBDMS 99 1
5 i-Pr TBDMS 95 5
6 Me TBDMS 71 29

26). This relative configuration supports the nucleo-
philic trajectory shown in Scheme 26.

A different situation arises from reacting the
corresponding syn-substituted o-methyl-5-alkoxy al-
dehydes 70 with enol silanes 66 (Scheme 28). In
contrast to the reaction of anti-o,-substituted alde-
hydes, different stereochemical results were obtained
depending on the steric size of the substituents R; of
the enol silanes 66 used. By reactions with tert-butyl-
substituted enol silanes, the all-syn-products 72
(Felkin) were obtained. The antiperiplanar transi-
tion-state V is preferred due to the steric repulsive
interaction (Scheme 29).

By continuously decreasing the steric bulk of Ry,
an increasing formation of the 1,2-anti-1,3-anti prod-
ucts has been observed. In high degrees of stereo-
selectivity the 1,2-anti-1,3-anti-aldols 71 (anti-Felkin)
were found in aldol additions with methyl-substituted
enol silanes 66 (entries 5 and 6, Scheme 28) (syncli-
nal transition-state S is favored, Scheme 29).

In the aldol additions of syn-aldehydes 70, the
a-stereogenic center becomes more and more the
element of control.

These considerations were supported by several
further observations. By increasing the size of the
Lewis acids used in these aldol additions, the same
phenomenon was observed. The sterically bulky
Lewis acid trityl perchlorate produces a reversal of
the 1,3-asymmetric induction in acetone aldol addi-
tions with the syn-aldehyde 70 (Scheme 30) so that
the Felkin product 72 was obtained. Due to non-
bonded interactions (trityl and enol silane), the
transition-states S and U are disfavored and the
antiperiplanar transition-state V is preferred (Scheme
29, see also results in ref 78).
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Scheme 28
R /“\OTMS
66
BF35-Et,0
+ —_—
OR;
; 70
entry Ry R, solvent ratio of
72 71

1 t-Bu PMB CHLCl, 96 4
2 f-Bu PMB toluene 88 12
3 i-Pr PMB CH,Cl, 56 44
4 i-Pr PMB toluene 32 68
5 Me PMB CH,Cly 17 83
6 Me PMB toluene 6 94
7 t-Bu TBDMS CH,Clh 96 4
8 t-Bu TBDMS toluene 94 6
9 i-Pr  TBDMS CHCl; 87 13
10 i-Pr TBDMS toluene 75 25
11 Me TBDMS CH.Cl; 58 42
12 Me TBDMS toluene 40 60

These data have supported the transition-states
and experimental results in 1,3-asymmetric induc-
tion_75,79,80

A very instructive example for these considerations
was found in the total synthesis of 6-deoxyerythro-
nolide B (Scheme 31). The combination of the C,—C5
subunit (an anti-aldehyde) 74 with the Cs—C;5 sub-
unit 75 was achieved by a Mukaiyama aldol addition
in the presence of BF3;-Et,0. The relative diastereo-
selectivity (Felkin/1,3-anti) observed in this reaction
is identical with those already shown in Scheme 27.8!

Further examples of 1,3-asymmetric induction in
polyketide synthesis support the calculations made
by Evans et al.

In the total synthesis of the C,—C,s spiroketal
fragment of Calyculin A, Evans et al. used the syn-
o,(-chiral aldehyde 86 as an electrophile in a Mu-
kaiyama reaction (Scheme 35). The high all-syn-
diastereoselectivity obtained in the C;5—C;3 subunit
is in agreement with the results and conclusions of
Scheme 28.82

A similar case is described by Paterson et al.
During the total synthesis of Swinholide A, an anti-
aldehyde similar to 74 is used in a Mukaiyama
reaction. The same high 1,2-syn, 1,3-anti (Felkin/1,3-
anti) diastereoselectivity is obtained (ds = 97%) in
the C;5—Cy3 subunit.8384
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Scheme 29

OR

O OH OR

t-Bu

OR
TMSO
\CI)
t-Bu BF3
T '
Scheme 30
OPMB
)‘\ + OHC
oTMS VY
73 " 70

4 72

ratio of 71 72

BF3-Et,O / toluene 94 6
trityl perchlorate / CH,Cl, 11 89

In the synthesis of Concanamycin A, the same
authors described a Mukaiyama reaction with an
anti-a,-chiral aldehyde. And again, the Felkin/1,3-
anti aldol product was obtained in high degrees (ds
> 97%).85

The reactions of the Danishefsky diene with alde-
hydes are probably Mukaiyama reactions too. & The
additions of syn-configurated aldehydes 70 to the
Danishefsky diene system gave high degrees of anti-
Felkin products.86-88

Examples of 1,4-induction are very rare.”® Very
recently Evans et al. have published examples of 1,5
induction in Lewis-acid-mediated aldol addition. No
asymmetric induction was observed in these reac-

Mahrwald
Scheme 31
(o] (0] O><)
)k CHO
0" N
"’Bn
N >
75
(o] (0] O><) OH (o]

OPMB OTMS

(0] N
"'Bn
76
Scheme 32
OPMB OTMS
Bn. + CHO
Ph/\/
77 78
PMBO (0] OH
— Bn

Ph
79

tions using several Lewis acids (BF3, TiCls, SnCly,
ZnCl,, TrCl/SnCly, TrClOy4) (Scheme 32). This is in
sharp contrast to what happens in similar aldol
additions with dialkylboron enolates where high anti-
1,5-induction was reported by the authors.®®

V. Additions of Chiral Nucleophiles to Chiral
Electrophiles

On the basis of the problems described in the
preceding chapters (chelation control, 1,2- and 1,3-
asymmetric addition), one can imagine the difficulties
arising from the double stereodifferentiation. Predic-
tions of the stereochemical outcome in Mukaiyama
reactions of chiral aldehydes with chiral silyl enol
ether are very difficult. The verbal expression for the
inability of general prediction and theoretical under-
standing results in the “matched” (the reactants
cooperate to realize the same stereochemical outcome?f)
and “mismatched” pairs (the diastereofacial prefer-
ences of the reactants oppose one another'’) of the
diastereomers formed. Therefore only illustrative
examples will be discussed in this section.

A very instructive example shown by Gennari et
al. is given in Scheme 33.42»9 Both R-80 and S-80
were reacted with the enantiomerically pure ephe-
drine derivative 17. Only isomer 81 is observed in
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Scheme 33
OBn
/YOTMS L 1. TiCly
2. LiAlH,
(o]
Ph . OHC
R-80
NMe2
17
OBn
HO
OH
81 matched
OTMS OBn
/y 7 1.TiCly
Ph o) ; 2. LiAlH,
+ OHC /\
S-80
NMez
17
/OBn . :/OBn
OH OH
82 83

mismatched

the matched case. The selectivity inherent in the
chiral aldehyde is higher than in the corresponding
additions to lithium or magnesium enolates.®* The
same relative diastereoselectivity was observed in
Scheme 19. In the mismatched pair, isomers 82 and
83 were found in a ratio of about 1,3:1 (Scheme 33).

The next scheme demonstrates the Mukaiyama
reaction of S-80 and R-80 with the other enantiomer
of the silyl ketene acetal 18 derived from (1S,2R)-N-
methylephedrine (Scheme 34). Only one (compound
84) of the four possible isomers was afforded in 70%
yield. The stereoselectivity obtained is a matched one.
By applying the corresponding R-80 to the described
method, no reaction occurs. Moreover, in mixtures
of R- and S-configurated aldehydes 80, only the S-80
reacts with silyl ketene acetal 18 in the sense of the
desired Mukaiyama reaction.

Evans et al. decribed a matched case of BFs-
mediated Mukaiyama reaction in the total synthesis
of Calyculin A.82 In early studies the authors ob-
served the opposite sense of asymmetric induction by
using the corresponding lithium enolate for analo-
gous aldol additions.53

The syn-aldehyde 86 was reacted with the chiral
enol silane 85 to give the aldol product 87 in a d.r. of
about 95:5 (Scheme 35). The high all-syn-selectivity
is in agreement with that found in the corresponding
reactions of a,3-chiral aldehyde with enol silanes in
Scheme 28 (Felkin control).
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Scheme 34

/YOTMS
OBn

! NMe2
18 R-80
l TiCl,
mismatched
/YOTMS
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.
OHC /\
NMe2
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l TiCl,
. :/OBn
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Scheme 35
TESO
PivO .
; OHC
OMe OPMB OTMS OTES
85 86
l BF5-Et,O

TESO

OMe OPMBO OH OTES

87
(TES = triethylsilyl)

VI. Catalytic Versions of the Mukaiyama Reaction

Many results have been published dealing with a
really catalytic execution of the Mukaiyama reaction.
Since the first reports, a variety of Lewis acids have
been used as catalysts in these versions of the
Mukaiyama reaction (for a compilation, see ref 92).
For recently published mechanistic studies of the
catalytic version of the Mukaiyama aldol addition,
see ref 93. Kinetic and stereochemical studies were
done by Denmark et al. They could demonstrate the
catalytic activity of triarylcarbenium ions in the
Mukaiyama reaction. % Recently an enantioselective
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Scheme 36
Ph - CHO + )(
R OTMS
l catalyst
OTMS O OTMS O
+
Ph Ry Ph Ry
syn anti
88 89
entry Ry E/Z catalyst ratio of 88/89 ref.
1 OTMS TBAF 79121 97
2 St-Bu 93/7 TBAF 95/ 5 31a,31b
3 St-Bu  10/90 TBAF 57/43 31a,31b
4 Et 0/100 TASTMSF, 86/14 99,100
5 Et 70/30 TASTMSF, 63 /37 99,100
6 Ph 1/99 TASTMSF, 95/ 5 99,100
7 Ph 9/91 TASTMSF, 94/ 6 99,100
Scheme 37
OSiMe,R
+ Ph - CHO
l 5 mol% catalyst
(0] OSiMe;R (o) OSiMe,R
Ph Ph
anti syn
91 92
ratio 91 /92
catalyst: TrClIO, R =t-Bu 84/16
catalyst: TrOTf R = Ph 29/71

application of this triarylcarbenium ion approach was
published by Chen et al.®*

Detailed theoretical investigations of the nature of
Lewis acids used for the Mukaiyama reaction were
carried through by Reetz et al.?®

Fluoride ions catalyze the reaction of silyl enol
ethers with aldehydes.%°7 Independent of the enolate
geometry used in this aldol-type reaction, high syn-
selectivity is obtained by using 10 mol % tris-
(dimethylamino)sulfonium (TAS)—difluorotrimeth-
ylsiliconate (TMSF;) as the fluoride ion source. For
chiral tetraalkylammonium fluorides, see ref 98. The

Mahrwald
Scheme 38
J\ * )L
Ph CHO Ph OR
22 93
l RB(OTf),
Ph
Ph
OR (o]
94 95
entry R ratio of
94 /95
1 TMS 89/ 11
2 TES 95/ 5
3 TBMS 96/ 4
4 TIPS 99/ 1
Scheme 39

MeO.__OTBDMS 3 noi Liciog

Ph-CHO  + T Dt
96
TBDMSO O
Ph OMe
97
time yield
diethylether 5days 86 %

dichloromethane 15 min 100 %

Mukaiyama group showed that trityl salts are ef-
ficient catalysts in this reaction.!0!

While the original Mukaiyama reaction required
stoichiometric amounts of Lewis acids, 5—10 mol %
of trityl salts were sufficient for a complete reaction.
The most interesting feature is the occurrence of
trans-silylation in this reaction—the migration of the
silyl group from the enolate to the former electrophile
in the product. The choice of the size of the counte-
rions of these trityl salts is very important for the
stereochemical outcome. A preference for syn- and
anti-aldols is observed by the suitable choice of the
trityl salts and of the substituents at silicon of the
enolates (Scheme 37).192

Davies et al. described aldol additions in the
presence of catalytic amounts of so-called “supersi-
lylating agents”—a mixture of B(OTf); and R3;SiOTf.”8
In acetate aldol additions with 2-phenylpropanal,
they observed the same stereochemical tendencies as
those found by Heathcock®? and Evans®® (Scheme 38).
By using sterically bulky silyl groups, an increase in
the facial syn-diastereoselectivity was obtained (see
1,2-Asymmetric Induction).

Recently Reetz et al. described a catalytic version
of the Mukaiyama reaction by reacting silyl ketene
acetals with benzaldehyde in the presence of 3 mol
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Scheme 40
100
o]
TMSO OMe 0
A
CHO + —»-
20 mol %
98 99
CO,Me
OH
yield = 15 %
101 ee =66 %
Ph - CHO *
PPh, Ph,P

/ clo,

TMSO, OMe
PPh, PhyP

102

\J

99 5 mol %

Ph
CO,Me

OH  yield=75%
ee=12%

103

% of lithium perchlorate. The reaction time strongly
depends on the solvent used (see Scheme 39). A 3 mol
% amount of lithium perchlorate in diethyl ether
requires 5 days for a complete conversion. The same

Scheme 41
OTMS

OMe

R-CHO

104
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results were obtained by a suspension of 3 mol % of
lithium perchlorate in dichloromethane within a
period of 15 min. The authors suggested a heteroge-
neous catalysis. The catalyst can be recycled by
simple manipulation.?103

VII. Chiral Lewis Acids

Reetz was one of the first to publish results of a
catalytic asymmetric Mukaiyama reaction using
Lewis acids derived from aluminum 100°* and
rhodium 102.1942 However, the ee obtained were not
high enough for a general application (Scheme 40).
Two reviews covering the development of catalytic
aldol additions were published during the prepara-
tion of this manuscript. 105106

The requirements for a real and, therefore, efficient
catalytic way in this reaction are stringent:197:1% First
of all, dissociation between X and LA* (Scheme 41)
has to take place to generate the Lewis acid catalyst.
Second, any irreversible binding of the catalyst with
the product, substrate, or any component in this
reaction should be avoided. In that undesired case,
stoichiometric or substoichiometric amounts of Lewis
acids are necessary for quantitative yields. Third, the
catalyst has to hinder any approach to one side of
the prochiral carbonyl compounds in order to afford
an efficient side differentiation, which is a necessary
prerequisite for achieving high enantiomeric excess.

The catalytic cycle for the Mukaiyama reaction
including these requirements is shown in Scheme 41.
The proposed transition-states discussed in the lit-
erature are listed as an acyclic W or a cyclic X.
Several publications exist dealing with the mecha-
nism of this reaction.103.10°

At the beginning of this development most of the
published methods described aldol products obtained
with a high degree of ee. However, large amounts of
Lewis acids were used (up to 40 mol %!). The problem
of a catalytic procedure was of minor importance. The
amounts of Lewis acids used have been diminished
subsequently in this development. In summary,
examples for a real and general asymmetric and

TMSO [0}

R OMe

105

OMe
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catalytic Mukaiyama reaction are still rare whereas
satisfactory results were observed either by Lewis-
acid-promoted catalytic aldol additions!®~112 or by
asymmetric aldol additions using stoichiometric
amounts of Lewis acids.?113

Excellent enantioselectivities were obtained by
using only 1 mol % of a chiral ferrocenylphosphine-
gold(l) catalyst in aldol additions. However, it seems
that these conditions are limited to aldol additions
of isocyanoacetates with aldehydes. Moreover, the
authors suggest the formation of enolates during the
reaction.''%2 The chiral Lewis acids described in this
chapter are classified by the metal used.

A. Boron Lewis Acids

A lot of work has been devoted to the application
of boron Lewis acids in the Mukaiyama reaction. Two
comprehensive reviews have been published dealing
with this research development.'** The first methods
using stoichiometric amounts of chiral boron Lewis
acids!®® were followed by experiments using substo-
ichiometric amounts of Lewis acids. Kiyooka showed
that changing the solvent (from CH,CI, to MeNO,)

Scheme 42
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Scheme 43
TMSO_ R,
M*X OH O
R3
Ry Ry
R4

Ry - CHO +

R3 R,

entry R, R, Rz Ry M*X yield ratio of ee
(20 mol%) [%] synlanti [%]

1 Ph OEt Me Me 106 83 91(R)

2  CgHqyy OEt Me Me 106 59 96(R)

3 Pr OEt Me Me 106 82 > 98

4 Ph OFEt Me Me 107 80 84(R)

5 CgHyy OEt Me Me 107 68 91(R)

6 Pr OEt Me Me 107 81 > 98

7 Ph StBuH H 106 86 87(S)

8 CgHy StBuH H 106 75 81(S)

9 Pr StBuH H 106 91 92(R)

10 Ph SEt H Me 106 89 13/87 80(R,S)/4(S.S)

11 Pr  SEt H Me 107 81 12/88 70(R,R)/81

12 Ph Bu H H 108 81 85

13 Ph Ph H H 108 98 85(R)

14 Ph Ph Me H 108 86 95/5 95

15 Pr Ph Me H 108 62 8812 80

16 Ph OEt H Me 108 51 50/50  61/47

177 Ph  OPhH Me 108 83 7921 92(R)6(R)

18 Ph  OPh H Me 109 73 79/21 92(S)/3(R)

199 Pr OPhH Me 108 57 65/35 88/71

20 Ph Et H Me 108 96 94/6 96(R)

21 Ph Et H Me 109 99 94/6 96(S)

22 Ph Ph H H 110 82 89(R)

23 CgHyy Ph H H 110 67 93(R)

24 Pr Ph H H 110 94 89(S)

25 Ph Bu H H 110 100 90(R)

26 CgHyy Bu H H 110 56 86(R)

27 Ph  OEt Me Me 111 92 90(R)

28 Ph OPhH Me 111 91 24/76  90(2S,3S)/
66(2R,3S)

20 Pr OPhH Me 111 60 4060 91(2S,3R)/
60(2R,3R)

“...resulted in a completely catalytic cycle...”.1'6 In this
work, the Lewis acid 111 (Scheme 42) was used in
substoichiometric amounts of 20 mol % (Scheme 43).

The design of ligands for the boron Lewis acid
catalysts included bidentate chelates derived from
optically active amino acids, tartrates, or sulfona-
mides (Scheme 42). Corey et al. used Lewis acid 110
derived from S-tryptophan.''” By using 20 mol % of
this oxazaborolidine, quantitative yields were ob-
tained (Scheme 43). Silyl ketene acetals do not seem
to react with high enantioselectivity under these
standard conditions for catalysis by oxazaborolidine
110.

Yamamoto reported the reactions of silyl enol ether
with aldehydes using Lewis acids with ligands de-
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Scheme 44
TMSO_  SEt /\ O OTMs
N\ /N EtS R
112 Sn
+ N
TfO OTf 113
R-CHO
N\ /N
/Sn\
O (@] OTf
s " (O
= N
+ - | H
e ()
TMSOTf 114
enty R addition  yield ratio of ee[%]
time [h] [%] syn/ anti
1 Ph 3 77 92/ 8 90
2 p-ClICgH4 4.5 83 871713 90
3 p-MeCgH,4 3 75 98/ 11 91
4 n-Hept 4.5 80 100/ 0 > 98
5 c-CgH1q 3 71 100/ 0 > 98
6 E-Me-CH=CH 3 76 96/ 4 93
7 E-Me-(CH5),-CH=CH 3 73 97/ 3 93

2 values correspond to the major diastereomer

rived from tartrates (108 and 109, Scheme 42).1'8 The
aldol products obtained are mostly syn-configurated.
The observed high syn-selectivity is independent of
the geometry of silyl ethers in these reactions. This
fact is in agreement with TMS—triflate-catalyzed
aldol additions of acetals and may reflect the acyclic
antiperiplanar transition-state mechanism (W in
Scheme 41).11% Predominant re-face attack of enol
ethers at the aldehyde carbonyl carbon was con-
firmed in cases where a natural tartaric acid deriva-
tive was used as the ligand (108, Scheme 42; entries
17 and 20, Scheme 43). The application of unnatural
tartaric acid as a ligand for the used Lewis acid
afforded the other enantiomer (109, Scheme 42;
entries 18 and 21, Scheme 43).118b

Masamune and co-worker used a chiral ligand
derived from the sulfonamide of a-amino acids (106
and 107, Scheme 42). Application of 20 mol % of these
Lewis acids in the Mukaiyama reaction gave good
results (entries 1—11, Scheme 43).119

In contrast to the described independence of the
stereochemistry of obtained aldols of the geometry
of the used silyl enol ether,'8 Masamune described

the reaction of silyl ketene thioacetals to give the
anti-aldol adducts in moderate to good optical purity
(entries 10 and 11, Scheme 43).1'° This led for the
very first time to an enantioselective approach of
anti-products in the Mukaiyama reaction.

For further applications of chiral oxazaborolidinone
in asymmetric Mukaiyama reactions, see ref 120.

B. Tin Lewis Acids

At the beginning of the 1990s, Mukaiyama himself
succeeded in the enantioselective execution of this
aldol reaction.™ Chiral tin(Il) Lewis acids (20 mol
%) consisting of tin(l1) triflate and the chiral diamine
114 derived from proline (Scheme 44) were used in
this reaction. The group showed through several
experiments that the coexisting undesired TMSOTf-
promoted aldol addition'?? (affording the achiral
aldol-type adduct) could be suppressed. This was
achieved by slowly adding the substrates to a solution
of the catalyst, thus keeping the TMSOTT concentra-
tion as low as possible. Polar solvents were used to
accelerate the metal exchange step (metal exchange
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Scheme 45
OH O
R OPh
OBn
TMSO OPh syn
Sn(0OThH2 16
R-CHO & — = +
chiral amine
BnO OH O
115
R Y OPh
oBn
anti
117

118 119 120
entry R chiral yield ratioof  ee [%]®
diamine [%] syn/ anti
1 Ph 118 85 95/ 5 91
2 Me-CH=CH 118 89 >99/ 1 98
3 Ph-CH=CH 118 89 >99/ 1 98
4 2-furyl 118 88 >99/ 1 94
5 Ph 119 80 9/91 90
6 CsHqq 120 88 8/92 92
7 Me-CH=CH 119 51 7/93 92
9 Ph-CH=CH 119 63 12788 94
9 2-furyl 120 77 12788 91

3gnantiomeric excesses of the major isomer

between tin(l1) and silicon). By applying propionitrile
as the solvent, good results in terms of both yields
and selectivity were obtained (Scheme 44). The
observation that the catalytic cycle could be acceler-
ated by using polar solvents is fully consistent with
Kiyooka's results of aldol addition in nitromethane.16
Note the complete reversal of diastereoselectivity by
this method compared with the results of Masamune!192
(compare entry 1 in Scheme 44 with entries 10 and
11 in Scheme 43).

Later Kobayashi et al. reported the diastereo- and
enantioselective Mukaiyama reaction using stoichio-
metric amounts of tin(ll) Lewis acids.’?® Several
chiral diamines, all of them derived from proline,
were used as ligands in the tin(Il) Lewis acids (118,
119, 120, Scheme 45). A complete reversal of the
diastereoselectivity was observed when different
chiral diamines were used as ligands in this reaction
(compare entries 1 and 6, 2 and 7, Scheme 45). These
results were explained by a possible coordination of
the alkoxy oxygen of the aldehydes to the tin(I1).

Mahrwald

Recently, the Evans group described the use of
stannous triflates of chiral bisoxazoline complexes (10
mol %) in aldol additions of thioester-derived silyl
ketene acetals to glyoxylate and pyruvate esters.
High enantioselectivities of anti-aldols were ob-
tained® (cf. Copper Lewis Acids).

C. Palladium Lewis Acids

In the cases described so far, Lewis-acid-coordi-
nated aldehydes react with activated carbonyl com-
pounds (e.g., silyl enol ether). Shibasaki et al. showed
that one can also work in another direction—the
reaction of Lewis-acid-coordinated enolates with al-
dehydes.

In these cases, chiral palladium enolates react with
aldehydes in the sense of a catalytic Mukaiyama

Scheme 46
126
TMSO Ph o} OTMS
+ Ph-CHO —> M
123W Ph Ph
entry 1 catalyst 121: ee: 71 %
TMSO Ph 127
/\/CHO o} OH
+ Ph H+
—» —» Ph Ph
entry 2 catalyst 121: ee: 73 %
entry 3 catalyst 122: ee: up to 81 %
TMSO @@ 128
0 OH
124 + Ph-CHO
H+ Ph
—_— —
entry 4 catalyst 121: ee: 73 %
entry 5 catalyst 122: ee: up to 87 %
o} OH
SO
™ H* Ph
+ Ph-CHO —» —>»
125 2
entry 6 catalyst 121: syn: 43 % (ee: 72 %)
anti: 15 % (ee: 18 %)
entry 7 catalyst 122: ee: upto 70 %
- P
GOINIOOL
p—Ph p—Ph
\ \ OH,
PdCl, Pal
P/\ ~ O,
| "Ph | “Ph
Ph
2BF4

121 122
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Scheme 47
P\ /CI
* Pd +  AgOTf
/7 \
P Cl
H20
4A molecular sieves
Ph OTMS
l Y 123
P X
N\ /
> Pd 130
N
' Te
Ph
l + Ph-CHO
o OH
/U\)\ 1
Ph Ph
Ph
P\ /Cl | _Ph
< P, \
P/ cl @ /PdClz
@ [ ~Ph
Ph

121

reaction (Scheme 47).11 In the presence of 5 mol % of
a palladium(11)—BINAP complex, the silyl enolates
react with aldehydes in good yields to give the
expected aldols in good to moderate optical purity
(Scheme 46). The palladium(l11)—BINAP complex 121
has to be activated by AgOTf. Furthermore, small
amounts of water and molecular sieves are necessary
for this reaction. The authors determined by several
NMR experiments, that this reaction is mechanisti-
cally different from the other Lewis-acid-mediated
processes. Palladium catalyst 121 reacts with the
enolate 123, and the resulting complex 130 attacks
the carbonyl compound (Scheme 47). NMR studies
suggested that X in complex 130 might be some
oxygen ligand such as OH, H,0, or MesSiOH.1?®

In a very recent work, the same group isolated
modified stable diaquapalladium(ll) complexes and
used them in the Mukaiyama reaction (1—5 mol %
of the catalyst 122 in Scheme 46).12° The ee obtained
do not differ significantly from those obtained by
using catalyst 121 (Scheme 46).

D. Titanium Lewis Acids

There is a range of publications dealing with the
application of titanium(lV) Lewis acids to the Mu-
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Scheme 48

TMSO St-Bu 20 mol % (S)-BINOL

Ti(Oi-Pr)4 H*
R-CHO 4 > — >

4 A molecular sieves

131 - 00C, ether
OH (0]
RMSt—Bu
132
entry R yield [%] ee [%]
1 Ph 90 97
2 PhCH,CH, 80 97
3 n-CaH17 74 98
4 furyl 88 >98
5 c-CgHy1 70 89
6 PhCH=CH 76 89
7 PhCH,OCH, 82 > 98
Scheme 49
OTMS O
R4 SR,
TMSO SR,
5 mol% R-135 syn
R4-CHO + _—
toluene, 2 h, 0°C 133
OTMS O
R4 Y SR,
O ¢l 134
\/
/TI\
135
entry Ry Ry E/Z yield ratio of ee [%]?
[%] 133/134 (config.)
1 BnO-CH, Et 77/23 85 72728 90 (R)
2 n-BuO,C Et 64 92/ 8 98 (R)
3  n-BuO,C tBu 95/5 57 57143 88 (R)
4 BnO-CH, Et 5/95 80 48 /52 86 (R)
5 BnO-CH, tBu 7/93 72 8 /92 90 (R)
6 n-BuO,C t-Bu 81 20 /80 86 (R)

3values correspond to the major diastereomer

kaiyama reaction. Though titanium is believed to be
a hard metal and “...since these metals (titanium and
aluminum) strongly coordinate to oxygen, the smooth
exchange between the metal and silicon would hardly
take place...”® the best results were obtained by
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Scheme 50
TMSO OR, OH O
catalyst  Bug4NF
R1-CHO + —
Eto0, 4h R1 OR;
136
Q0
4
Ti
RN O]
BTN Br
@ I
(o}
t-Bu
137
t-Bu
entry Ry ee [%]: R, = Et ee[%]: R;=Me
(5 mol% cat.) (2 mol% cat.)
1 E-MeCH=CH 92 97
2 MeCH,CH, 88 95
3 E-PhCH=CH 93 97
4 PhCH,CH, 89 94
5 C-C6H11 94 95
6 Ph 93 96

performing a catalytic and enantioselective cycle
using titanium(lV) Lewis acids.

Recently Keck et al. presented a catalytic way
toward the enantioselective Mukaiyama reaction.1?6
They used the proven BINOL as a source of enanti-
oselectivity (Scheme 48). In these experiments sur-
prisingly large and unexpected solvent effects on both
yields and enantioselectivity were observed. Optimal
conditions were established using ether as the sol-
vent. However, 20 mol % of the catalyst system is
required for sufficient yield and enantioselectivity.
Moreover, the authors pointed out that both the
structure of the catalysts and the mechanism in this
reaction remain unknown.

At the same time, Mikami et al. published the
application of chiral titanium dichloride in the Mu-
kaiyama reaction (Scheme 49).2” Fortunately, only
5 mol % of the developed catalyst is necessary for this
reaction. The geometry of the silyl ketene acetals
used influences the syn/anti ratio of the aldols
obtained. The syn-isomer was formed mainly from the
E-silyl ketene acetals, whereas the anti-isomer was
obtained by using Z-silyl ketene acetals (compare
entries 3 and 5, Scheme 49). These results are
inconsistent with the acyclic transition-state struc-
ture W in Scheme 41. The Zimmermann—Traxler
transition-state is much more likely, i.e., the E- to
syn- and Z- to anti-isomer. The diastereoselectivity
can be explained by the cyclic transition-state X in
Scheme 41.

The best results using catalytic amounts of tita-
nium Lewis acids were reported by Carreira et al.1?®
This group developed a catalyst consisting of a

Mahrwald
Scheme 51
o><) 1-3mol% 137 HY
R-CHO + —_— —>

Et20, 4h
OTMS

138 >(

OH (e} o

139

©© -
1\\/

Ti.

Jio

N Br
@ o ; ‘O

0

(0]
t-Bu
137
t-Bu
entry R yield [%] ee [%]
1 TIPS-C=C 86 91
2 Z-TBDMS-OCH2CH=CH 97 94
3 E-PhCH=CH 88 92
4 E,E-MeCH=CHCH=CH 95 92
5 Ph 83 84
6 PhCH,CH, 97 80
7 E-Bu3zSnCH=CH 79 92

tridentate ligand, Ti(Oi-Pr), and di-tert-butylsalicylic
acid. A 0.5 mol % amount of the catalyst gave
satisfactory results (Scheme 50). Although the prepa-
ration of the catalyst system is described, the struc-
ture of the active catalyst has not been determined
yet (ref 11 in ref 128). The illustrated structure of
the catalyst is intended to be a composition model
only. As described by Keck,*?® very complex ligand
exchanges and multimeric structures of the titanium
complexes were observed.

Later, Carreira et al. used this catalyst system in
aldol additions of silyl dienolates (Scheme 51).2° The
addition of O-silyl dienolates to aldehydes is cata-
lyzed by 1—3 mol % of the chiral titanium complex
and affords the aldol adducts in both good yields and
enantioselectivity. The carbinol adducts obtained
serve as a versatile precursor for the preparation of
optically active o-hydroxy-f3-ketoester, amides, or
lactones.

Recently chiral diethertitanium(1V) complexes and
their application in the acetate Mukaiyama reaction
have been described, but the obtained enantioselec-
tivities were low to moderate.*3°

E. Copper Lewis Acids

Evans et al. applied bis(oxazolinyl)pyridine copper-
(1) complexes to the aldol reaction of a-(benzyloxy)-
acetaldehyde'3! and pyruvate esters'$? with a wide
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Scheme 52
TMSO R OH O
0.5 mol% 150
BnO\/CHO + R BnO\/k/U\R
140 141 142
entry R yield [%] ee [%]
St-Bu 100 99
2 SEt 95 98
3 OEt 99 98
silyl ketene acetals
C><) 5 mol% 150 oH o><o
Bno\w
OTMS (o]
146
4 138 94 92
TMSQ OTMS 0.5 moi% 150 oH ?H o
)\)\ - B"O\)\/\)J\
OMe OMe
143 147
5 synlanti=1/15 98° 97°
OTMS OH (o]
10 mol% 150
—_— BnO
SEt SEt
148
144
6 Z/E=95/5 syn/anti=97/3 90 972
7 Z/E=1/99 syn/anti= 86/ 14 48 85
OTMS oH O
10 mol% 150 BnO
0 — O
149
8 145 syn/anti=96/4 95 952

3values refer to the major diastereomer; Breduction of the aldol product with Me,JNBH(OAC)3

variety of silyl ketene acetals (Scheme 52). A’ 5 mol
% amount of the copper catalyst was used. These
activated electrophiles were chosen in order to pro-
duce an effective catalyst—substrate organization
through bidentate chelation. And, indeed, aldol ad-
ditions of benzaldehyde or dihydrocinnamaldehyde
with silyl ketene acetals were nonselective. Interest-
ingly, p-(benzyloxy)propionaldehyde gave racemic
products. This indicates a rigid requirement for a
five-membered catalyst—aldehyde chelate. The ge-
ometry of the applied ketene thioacetals influences
the yields of the aldols formed decisively (compare
entries 6 and 7 in Scheme 52). Similar asymmetric

2+

2 SbFg”

150

ligands were used by the same authors in tin(ll)—
triflate-catalyzed aldol additions (see Tin Lewis
Acids).1?*

F. Rare Earth Lewis Acids

Triflates of several rare earth metals (La, Eu,®®
Yb®3) were complexed with the chiral bidentate
ligand 1,2-diphenylethylenediamine. The thus pre-
pared catalysts were employed to the Mukaiyama
reaction.'®* Aromatic aldehydes and hydrocinnama-
Idehyde were reacted with silyl ketene acetals in the
presence of 20 mol % of the described lanthanide
Lewis acids; however, only poor to moderate enan-
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tioselectivities were reported. Recently, Kobayashi et
al. described the results of Mukaiyama reactions in
the presence of scandium(l11) triflates. The reactions
were carried out in aqueous media. Unfortunately,
only poor stereoselectivities were observed in these
transformations.135136

VIIl. Related Reactions

Recently Shibasaki et al. described the direct
asymmetric aldol addition with a heterodinuclear
catalyst (Scheme 53) (for a review, see refs 105 and
137). The catalyst 153 (20 mol %) seems to imitate
the double function of enzymes such as DAHP—
aldolases (cocatalysis with a Zn* ion and a basic
functional group at the active side of the enzyme).
The lithium alkoxides act as bases, whereas the
central lanthanum ion works as a Lewis acid. Unlike
in the described Mukaiyama reaction using activated
ketones (e.g., silyl enol ether), Shibasaki et al. applied
unmodified ketones directly to this type of aldol
addition. The lithium alkoxides convert the ketones
into their enolates and the central lanthanum ion
acts as a Lewis acid and fixes the aldehydes in an
asymmetric environment. Results of this research are
compiled in Scheme 53.

Even masked carbonyl compounds such as acetals
154 undergo aldol additions. They react in the
presence of catalytic amounts of Lewis acids with silyl
enol ethers to give the expected “protected“ aldol
products (Scheme 54).59138-144 Egr a detailed mecha-

Scheme 53
20 mol% 153 QH 2
R-CHO + /U\
Ph R Ph

THF, 20°c
151 152

entry R yield [%] ee [%]
1 t-Bu 43 89
2 PhCH,C(CH3), 90 69
3 c-CeHqy 72 44
4 i-Pr 59 54
5 Ph(CH,)» 71 94

Mahrwald
Scheme 54
OMe
/k *
Ph OMe R OTMS
154
l catalyst
OMe O OMe O
PN
Ph R Ph R
155 156
entry R Z/E catalyst ratio of ref.
155/156
1 Ph 0/100 TMSOTf 71/29 146
2 Ph 100/0 TMSOTf 84/16 146
3 t-Bu 100/0 TMSOTf 95/ 5 146
4 StBu 0/100 TMSOTf 78/22 146
5 OMe 0/100 TMSOTf 50/50 146
6 Et 79 /21 TMSI 57143 147
Scheme 55

158 159
R =Ph 12% 60 %

R=0Ac 72%

OH O OH O
160 161
R =Ph 21 % 7%

R=0Ac 28% -

nistic study, see the results of Heathcock et al.>* For
further application in natural product synthesis, in
particular the use of sugar-derived acetals, see ref
136 and references therein.

Carbonyl compounds also react without activation
(formation of the corresponding silyl enol ether) in
the sense of an aldol addition. A variety of aldehydes
and ketones react in the presence of substoichiomet-
ric amounts of TiCl, and in the absence of bases to
give the expected aldols. The aldols were isolated in
a high degree of simple syn-selectivity.'! In reactions
of ketones with 2-phenylpropanal, simple syn-selec-
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Scheme 56

cat. TiCla
+ R-CHO —m—
r.t., toluene
163 ™~
entry ketone aldehyde yield ratio of
[%] 162/163
1 o Ph - CHO 83 97/ 3
2 /U\/ i-Pr- CHO 72 91/ 9
3 164 Pr-CHO 68  89/11
o

4 /U*\/Bu Ph-CHO 87 89/ 11

165
5 o Ph-CHO 88 99/ 1
6 é/ i-Pr - CHO 81 95/ 5
7 Ph-CHO 67 89/11

166

o)

8 * i-Pr- CHO 71 88/12
9 Pr-cCHO 62 86/ 14

167
10 0 Ph-CHO 91 >99/ 1
11 /U*\/Ph i-Pr - CHO 89 96/ 4
12 168 Pr-CHO 82  94/6

tivity was observed. This is in contrast to results
found in 1,2-asymmetric induction of the Mukaiyama
reaction (compare R = Ph in Scheme 55 with the
results of Scheme 10). In aldol additions of a-acetoxy-
propanal with diethyl ketone the same stereochem-
ical tendency was found as that observed in the
Mukaiyama reaction (compare R = OAc in Scheme
55 with Scheme 16).112

In addition to the high syn-selectivity, a high
regioselectivity was observed in aldol additions of
aldehydes with unsymmetrical ketones. Only the
more encumbered a-side of the unsymmetrical ke-
tones was attacked by the aldehydes used. This is
formally a result of thermodynamical control; on the
other hand, the high syn-selectivity observed is a
result of kinetic control (Scheme 56).148

A synthetic equivalent to the described Mukaiyama
reaction is represented by the ene-type reaction. An
aldehyde is reacted with an enol ether containing an
allylic hydrogen atom. The transfer of the silyloxy
group, a characteristic feature of the Mukaiyama
reaction, could not be found in ene-type reactions.4°
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Scheme 57
oY 5mol% 170
RO,C-CHO + x\/&/z - .
169 CHaClp, 00C
oY OH

o 170
\ _cl
Ti”
/7 N\
135 @ o’ “a

entry silyl ether R Z/E yield ratio of ee [%]
[%] syn/ anti _(config.)

s

1\/?\”'/ Bu 99/1 63 99/ 1 99(R)

2 71 Me 94/6 58 98/ 2 99(R)
OTMsS

3 Me 96/4 54 98/ 2 99(R)
172
OSiMe,t-Bu

4 \/&/ Me 84/16 73  73/27  T7IR)
173

5 /Ts\'MeZ"B“ Me 71 > 99(R)

6 Bu 73 > 99(R)
174 51ms

> 99(R)

7/\/& Bu 95/5 67
175

The ene-type reactions were carried out in the
presence of Lewis acids.'>® The obtained S-hydroxy
enol ethers are useful intermediates for further
transformations. Designing chiral Lewis acids did not
only influence the Mukaiyama reaction or the Diels—
Alder reaction, but also the development of the ene-
type reaction. With these new Lewis acids, some
progress has been made: chiral titanium(1V) dibro-
mides derived from optically active BINOL were used
as catalysts in the ene-type reaction of trisubstituted
olefins with aldehydes, ' 0.5 mol % of this chiral
Lewis acid was used as a catalyst in this reaction
between vinyl sulfides and glyoxylates.*>?

Recently, the group of Mikami has developed the
enantioselective catalytic ene-type reaction. Mikami
used the BINOL—titanium(1V) dichloride catalyst for
this reaction.'4% The optically active BINOL ligand
was responsible for the high enantioselectivity ob-
served in this reaction (Scheme 57). Activated alde-
hydes (glyoxylates) reacted with silyl enol ether in
the presence of 5 mol % of the catalyst 135. By using
trisubstituted olefins, the geometry of the double
bond is not significant for the obtained syn/anti ratios
of the silyl enol ether (compare entries 2 and 3,
Scheme 57). High syn-selectivity is observed in a
stereoconvergent way.

Carreira et al. used catalyst 178 in the ene-type
reaction.*>3 A 2—10 mol % amount of 178 is necessary
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Scheme 58
MeO OH O
2 -10 mol% catalyst H* :
R-CHO + > —
R
176 177
t-Bu
178
entry R yield [%] ee [%]
1 PhCH,CH,CH,C=C 99 98
2 TBSOCH,-C=C 85 93
3 Ph-C=C 99 91
4 PhCH,CH, 98 90
5 Ph 83 60
6 c-CgHqq 79 75

for both complete conversion and high enantioselec-
tivity. Methoxypropene served as the enecomponent
and was used as the solvent at the same time. A
variety of aldehydes were tested to be used as
substrates in this addition reaction, which yielded the
vinyl ether products in the absence of an acidic
workup (Scheme 58). The latter can be used for
further synthetic transformations.

IX. Concluding Remarks

The catalytic enantioselective aldol addition which
is arguably one of the most important C—C bond
formation reactions constitutes a great challenge.
However, as one can see in this review, examples for
a real and general asymmetric and catalytic aldol
addition are still rare. Moreover, these few examples
are limited in scope. On the other hand, the applica-
tion of aldolases as synthetic catalysts has yielded a
lot of efficient syntheses of stereochemically complex
molecules.’> High turnover rates and enantioselec-
tivities were observed in these processes, but the use
of enzymes has limitations too. The development of
these two approaches and their relative influence are
expected to contribute to the solution of this problem
of organic chemistry. A promising example is pre-
sented by the works of the Shibasaki group.t3+137

X. References

(1) (a) Heathcock, C. H. Science 1981, 214, 395. (b) Evans, D. A;;
Takacs, J. M.; McGeg, L. R.; Ennis, M. D.; Mathre, D. J.; Bartroli,
J. Pure Appl. Chem. 1981, 53, 1109. (c) Heathcock, C. H. In
Comprehensive Carbanion Chemistry; Buncel, E., Durst, T., Eds.;
Elsevier: Amsterdam, 1984; Part B, Chapter 4. (d) Heathcock,
C. H. In Asymmetric Synthesis; Morrison, D. J., Ed.; Chapter 2,
Academic: New York, 1984; Vol. 3, Part. B, p 111. (e) Evans, D.

Mahrwald

A.; Nelson, J. V.; Taber, T. R. Top. Stereochem. 1982, 13, 1. (f)
Masamune, S.; Choy, W.; Petersen, J. S.; Sita, L. R. Angew.
Chem., Int. Ed. Engl. 1985, 24, 1. (g) Braun, M.; Sacha, H. J.
Prakt. Chem. 1993, 335, 653. (h) Heathcock, C. H. In Compre-
hensive Organic Synthesis; Trost, B. M., Ed.; Pergamon: Oxford,
1993; Vol. 2, Chapter 1.6. (i) Heathcock, C. H. Mod. Synth. Meth.
1992, 1. (j) Heathcock, C. H. Aldrichimica Acta 1990, 23, 99.

(2) (a) Braun, M. Methoden Org. Chem. (Houben Weyl), 4th Ed.
1952—-1986, E21, 1603. (b) Paterson, I. Org. React. 1997, 51, 1.
(c) Mukaiyama, T. Org. React. 1994, 46, 1. (d) Siegel, C.; Thorton,
E. R. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1989, 111, 5722. (e) Evans, D. A.;
McGee, L. R. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1981, 103, 2876.

(3) Braun, M. Methoden Org. Chem. (Houben Weyl), 4th Ed. 1952—
1986, E21, 1730. Eliel, E. L.; Wilen, S. H. Stereochemistry of
Organic Compounds; Wiley: New York, 1994; 835.

(4) (a) Masamune, S.; Sato, T.; Kim, B. M.; Wollmann, T. A. 3. Am.
Chem. Soc. 1986, 108, 8279. (b) Reetz, M. T.; Kunisch, F.;
Heitmann, P. Tetrahedron Lett. 1986, 27, 4721. (c) Paterson, I.;
Goodman, J. M. Tetrahedron Lett. 1989, 30, 997. (d) Duthaler,
R. O.; Herold, P.; Lottenbach, W.; Oertle, K. Riedicker, M.
Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. Engl. 1989, 28, 495. (e) Corey, E. J.;
Imwinkelried, R.; Pikul, S.; Xiang, Y. B. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1989,
111, 5493. (f) Paterson, l.; Goodman, J. M.; Lister, M. A
Schumann, R. C.; McKlure, C. K.; Norcross, R. D. Tetrahedron
1990, 46, 4663. (g) Corey, E. J.; Kim, S. S. 3. Am. Chem. Soc.
1990, 112, 4976.

(5) Mukaiyama, T.; Narasaka, K.; Banno, K. Chem. Lett. 1973, 1012.
Saigo, K.; Osaki, M.; Mukaiyama, T. Chem. Lett. 1975, 989.
Mukaiyama, T. Org. React. 1982, 28, 203.

(6) Mukaiyama, T. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. Engl. 1977, 16, 817.
(7) Gennari, C. In Comprehensive Organic Synthesis; Trost, B. M.,
Ed.; Pergamon: Oxford, 1993; Vol. 2, Chapter 2.4, p 629.

(8) Mukaiyama, T. Aldrichimica Acta 1996, 29, 59.

(9) (a) Lefour, J.-M.; Loupy, A. Tetrahedron 1978, 34, 2597. (b)
Loupy, A.; Meyer, G.; Tchoubar, B. Tetrahedron 1978, 34, 1333.
(c) Murthy, A. S. N.; Bhardwaj, A. P. J. J. Chem. Soc., Perkin
Trans 1984, 2, 727. (d) Reetz, M. T.; Hullmann, M.; Seitz, T.
Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. Engl. 1987, 26, 477. (e) Shambayati, S.;
Schreiber, S. L. in Comprehensive Organic Synthesis; Trost, B.
M., Ed.; Pergamon: Oxford, 1993; Vol. 1, Chapter 1.10, p 283.

(10) Kruger, J.; Carreira, E. M. 3. Am. Chem. Soc. 1998, 120, 837.
Pagenkopf, B. L.; Kruger, J.; Stojanovic, A.; Carreira, E. M.
Angew. Chem. 1998, 110, 3312.

(11) Sodeoka, M.; Ohrai, K.; Shibasaki, M. J. Org. Chem. 1995, 60,
2648.

(12) Kuwajima, I.; Nakamura, E. Acc. Chem. Res. 1985, 18, 181.

(13) Yamago, S.; Machii, D.; Nakamura, E. J. Org. Chem. 1991, 56,
2098.

(14) Denmark, S. E.; Wong, K.-T.; Stavenger, R. A. J. Am. Chem.
Soc. 1997, 119, 2333.

(15) Denmark, S. E.; Winter, S. B. D.; Su, X.; Wong, K.-T. J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 1996, 118, 7404.

(16) Mukaiyama, T.; Bano, K.; Narasaka, K. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1974,
96, 7503.

(17) Mukaiyama, T.; Stevens, R. W.; Iwasawa, N. Chem. Lett. 1982,
353.

(18) Mukaiyama, T.; Iwasawa, N.; Stevens, R. W.; Haga, T. Tetra-
hedron 1984, 40, 1281.

(19) Yamamoto, Y.; Maruyama, K. Tetrahedron Lett. 1980, 21, 4607.

(20) Reetz, M. T.; Hullmann, M.; Massa, W.; Berger, S.; Rademacher,
P.; Heymanns, P. 3. Am. Chem. Soc. 1986, 108, 2405.

(21) Keck, G. E.; Castellino, S. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1986, 108, 3847.
Keck, G. E.; Castellino, S. Tetrahedron Lett. 1987, 28, 281.
Denmark, S. E.; Wilson, T.; Willson, T. M. J. Am. Chem. Soc.
1988, 110, 984.

(22) Zimmermann, H. E.; Traxler, M. D. 3. Am. Chem. Soc. 1957,
79, 1920.

(23) (a) Nakamura, E.; Yamago, S.; Machii, D.; Kuwajima, I. Tetra-
hedron Lett. 1988, 29, 2207. (b) Denmark, S. E.; Henke, B. R. J.
Am. Chem. Soc. 1989, 111, 8032.

(24) Yamamoto, Y.; Yatagati, H.; Naruta. Y.; Maruyama, K. J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 1980, 102, 7107.

(25) Chan, T. H.; Aida, T.; Lan, P. W. K.; Gorys, V.; Harpp, D. N.
Tetrahedron 1979, 4029.

(26) Heathcock, C. H.; Davidsen, S. K.; Hug, K. T.; Flippin, L. A. J.
Org. Chem. 1986, 51, 3027.

(27) Palazzi, C.; Colombo, C.; Gennari, C. Tetrahedron Lett. 1986,
27, 1735.

(28) Heathcock, C. H.; Hug, K. T.; Flippin, L. A. Tetrahedron Lett.
1984, 25, 5973.

(29) Dubois, J.-E.; Axeiotis, G.; Bertouneque, E. Tetrahedron Lett.
1984, 25, 4655.

(30) Reetz, M. T.; Kesseler, K.; Jung, A. Tetrahedron 1984, 40, 4327.

(31) (a) Gennari, C.; Beretta, M. G.; Bernardi, G.; Moro, G.; Scolastico,
C.; Todeschini, R. Tetrahedron 1986, 42, 893. (b) Gennari, C.;
Bernardi, A.; Cardani, S.; Scolastico, C. Tetrahedron Lett. 1985,
26, 797. (c) Goasdoue, C.; Goasdoue, N.; Gaudemar, M. J.
Organomet. Chem. 1984, 263, 273. (d) Matsuda, I.; lzumi, Y.
Tetrahedron Lett. 1981, 22, 1805.



Lewis-Acid-Mediated Aldol Additions

(32

(33)
(34)
(35
(36)
37
(38)
(39)
(40)
(41)

(42)

(43)

(44)
(45

~

(46)
(47)

(48)
(49)

Naruse, Y.; Ukai, J.; Ikeda, N.; Yamamoto, H. Chem. Lett. 1985,
1451. Ranu, B. C.; Chakraborty, R. Tetrahedron 1993, 49, 5333.
Raju, S. V. N.; Ponratham, S.; Rajan, C. R.; Srinivasan, K. V.
Synlett 1996, 239.

Denmark, S. E.; Griedel, B. D.; Coe, D. M.; Schnute, M. E. J.
Am. Chem. Soc. 1994, 116, 7026.

Myers, A. G.; Kephart, S. E.; Chen, H. 3. Am. Chem. Soc. 1992,
114, 7922.

Mori, I.; Ishihara, K.; Heathcock, C. H. J. Org. Chem. 1990, 55,
1114.

Reetz, M. T. Pure Appl. Chem. 1985, 57, 1781.

Reetz, M. T. Acc. Chem. Res. 1993, 26, 462.

Mori, |.; Bartlett, P. A.; Heathcock, C. H. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1987,
109, 7199.

Mori, 1.; Bartlett, P. A.; Heathcock, C. H. J. Org. Chem. 1990,
55, 5966.

Helmchen, G.; Leihauf, U.; Taufer-Knopfel, I. Angew. Chem., Int.
Ed. Engl, 1985, 24, 874.

Oppolzer, W.; Marco-Contelles, J. Helv. Chim. Acta 1986, 69,
1699. Oppolzer, W. Tetrahedron 1987, 43, 1969.

(a) Gennari, C.; Bernardi, A.; Colombo, L.; Scolastico, C. J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 1985, 107, 5812. (b) Gennari, C.; Colombo, L.;
Bertolini, G.; Schimperna, G. J. Org. Chem. 1987, 52, 2754. (c)
Zelle, R. E.; DeNinno, M. P.; Selnick, H. G.; Danishefsky, S. J.
J. Org. Chem. 1986, 51, 5032.

Oppolzer, W.; Blagg, J.; Rodriguez, I.; Walther, E. 3. Am. Chem.
Soc. 1990, 112, 2767. Oppolzer, W.; Starkemann, C.; Rodriguez,
1.; Bernardinelli, G. Tetrahedron Lett. 1991, 32, 61. Oppolzer,
W.; Starkemann C. Tetrahedron Lett. 1992, 33, 2439.

Cram, D. J.; Abd Elhafez, F. A. 3. Am. Chem. Soc. 1952, 74,
5828.

Cherest, M.; Felkin, H.; Prudent, N. Tetrahedron Lett. 1968,
2199.

Anh, N. T.; Eisenstein, O. Nouv. J. Chim. 1977, 1, 61. Anh, N.
T. Top. Curr. Chem. 1980, 88, 145.

Mulzer, J. In Organic Synthesis Highlights; VCH: Weinheim,
1991.

Reetz, M. T. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. Engl. 1984, 23, 556.
Burgi, H. B.; Dunitz, J. D.; Shefter, E. 3. Am. Chem. Soc. 1973,
95, 5065. Burgi, H. B.; Dunitz, J. D. Acc. Chem. Res. 1983, 16,
153.

(a) Lodge, E. P.; Heathcock, C. H. 3. Am. Chem. Soc. 1987, 109,
3353. (b) Lodge, E. P.; Heathcock, C. H. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1987,
109, 2819.

Banno, K.; Mukaiyama, T. Chem. Lett. 1976, 279.

Heathcock, C. H.; Flippin, L. A. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1983, 105,
1667.

Evans, D. A.; Gage, J. R. Tetrahedron Lett. 1990, 43, 6129.
Mori, I.; Ishihara, K.; Flippin, L. A.; Nozaki, K.; Yamamoto, H.;
Bartlett, P. A.; Heathcock, C. H. J. Org. Chem. 1990, 55, 6107.
Reetz, M. T. Angew. Chem, Int. Ed. Engl. 1991, 30, 1531.
Annunziata, R.; Cinquini, M.; Cozzi, F.; Cozzi, P. Tetrahedron
Lett. 1990, 31, 6733.

Reetz, M. T.; Kesseler, K.; Schmidberger, S.; Wenderoth, B.;
Steinbach, R. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. Engl. 1983, 22, 989.
Gennari, C.; Bernardi, A.; Poli, G.; Scolastico, C. Tetrahedron
Lett. 1985, 26, 2373.

Reetz, M. T.; Kesseler, K. J. Chem. Soc. Chem. Commun. 1984,
1079.

Annunziata, R.; Cinquini, M.; Cozzi, F.; Cozzi, P. G.; Consolandi,
E. J. Org. Chem. 1992, 57, 456.

Takai, K.; Heathcock, C. H. J. Org. Chem. 1985, 50, 3247.
Banfi, L.; Cardani, S.; Potenza, D.; Scolastico, C. Tetrahedron
1987, 43, 3217. Guanti, G.; Banfi, L.; Narisano, E.; Scolastico,
C. Tetrahedron Lett. 1985, 26, 3517.

Bernardi, A.; Cardani, S.; Colombo, L.; Poli, G.; Schimperna, G.;
Scolastico, C. J. Org. Chem. 1987, 52, 888.

Uenishi, J.-i.; Tomozane, H.; Yamato, M. Tetrahedron Lett. 1985,
26, 3467. Uenishi, J.-i.; Tomozane, H.; Yamato, M. J. Chem. Soc.
Chem. Commun. 1985, 717.

Gennari, C.; Cozzi, P. G. Tetrahedron 1988, 44, 5965.

Reetz, M. T.; Kesseler, K.; Jung, A. Tetrahedron Lett. 1984, 25,
729.

Kiyooka, S.-i.; Heathcock, C. H. Tetrahedron Lett. 1983, 24, 4765.
Gennari, C.; Bernardi, A.; Scolastico, C.; Potenza, D. Tetrahedron
Lett. 1985, 26, 4129.

Kita, Y.; Yasuda, H.; Tamura, O.; Itoh, F.; Yuan Ke, Y.; Tamura,
Y. Tetrahedron Lett. 1985, 26, 5777.

Reetz, M. T.; Kesseler, K. J. Org. Chem. 1985, 50, 5434.
Mikami, K.; Kaneko, M.; Loh, T.-P.; Tereda, M.; Nakai, T.
Tetrahedron Lett. 1990, 31, 3909.

Reetz, M. T.; Fox, D. N. A. Tetrahedron Lett. 1993, 34, 1119.
Reetz, M. T.; Jung, A. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1983, 105, 4833.
Evans, D. A.; Duffy, J. L.; Dart, M. J. Tetrahedron Lett. 1994,
35, 8537.

Evans, D. A.; Dart, M. J.; Duffy, J. L.; Yang, M. G. J. Am. Chem.
Soc. 1996, 118, 4322.

Paterson, I.; Smith, J. D. J. Org. Chem. 1992, 57, 3261.

)
(78)
(79)
(80)
(81)
(82)
(83)
(84)

(85)
(86)

(87
(88)
(89)
(90)

(91)
(92

(93)

(94)
(95)
(96)
(97)
(98)
(99)
(100)
(101)
(102)
(103)
(104)
(105)
(106)
(107)

(108)
(109)

(110)

(111)

(112)
(113)

(114)

(115)

(116)

117)

(118)

Chemical Reviews, 1999, Vol. 99, No. 5 1119

Paterson, |.; Smith, J. D.; Ward, R. A. Tetrahedron 1995, 51,
9413.

Davis, A. P.; Plunkett, S. J. J. Chem. Soc. Chem. Commun. 1995,
2173.

Evans, D. A,; Yang, M. G.; Dart, M. J.; Duffy, J. L.; Kim, A. S.
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1995, 117, 9598.

Evans, D. A,; Yang, M. G.; Dart, M. J.; Duffy, J. L.; Yang, M.
G.; Livingston, A. B. 3. Am. Chem. Soc. 1995, 117, 6619.
Evans, D. A.; Kim, A. S. Tetrahedron Lett. 1997, 38, 53.
Evans, D. A;; Gage, J. R. J. Org. Chem. 1992, 57, 1958.
Paterson, 1.; Cumming, J. G.; Smith, J. D.; Ward, R. A.
Tetrahedron Lett. 1994, 35, 441.

Paterson, I.; Ward, R. A.; Smith, J. D.; Cumming, J. G.; Yeung,
K.-S. Tetrahedron 1995, 51, 9437.

Paterson, |.; McLeod, M. D. Tetrahedron Lett. 1995, 36, 9065.
Danishefsky, S. J.; Selnick, H. G.; Zelle, R. E.; DeNinno, M. P.
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1988, 110, 4368.

Danishefsky, S. J.; Larson, E.; Askin, D.; Kato, N. 3. Am. Chem.
Soc. 1985, 107, 1246.

Bednarski, M.; Maring, C.; Danishefsky, S. J. Tetrahedron Lett.
1983, 24, 3451.

Evans, D. A.; Coleman, P. J.; Cote, B. J. Org. Chem. 1997, 62,
788.

Gennari, C.; Cozzi, P. G. J. Org. Chem. 1988, 53, 4015. Gennari,
C.; Molinari, F.; Cozzi, P. G.; Oliva, A. Tetrahedron Lett. 1989,
30, 5163.

Mabhler, U.; Devant, R. M.; Braun, M. Chem Ber. 1988, 121, 2035.
Le Roux, C.; Gaspard-lloughmane, H.; Dubac, J. J. Org. Chem.
1993, 58, 1835. Bach, T.; Fox, D. N. A.; Reetz, M. T. J. Chem.
Soc. Chem. Commun. 1992, 1634.

(a) Carreira, E. M.; Singer, R. A. Tetrahedron Lett. 1994, 35,
4323. (b) Denmark, S. E.; Chen, C.-T. Tetrahedron Lett. 1994,
35,4327.

Chen, C.-T.; Chao, S.-D.; Yen, K.-C.; Chen, C.-H.; Chou, I.-C.;
Hon, S.-W. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1997, 119, 11341.

Jonas, V.; Frenking, G.; Reetz, M. T. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1994,
116, 8741.

Nakamura, E.; Shimizu, M.; Kuwajima, |. Tetrahedron Lett.
1976, 1699.

Bellassoued, M.; Dubois, J.-E.; Bertounesque, E. Tetrahedron
Lett. 1986, 27, 2623.

Ando, A.; Miura, T.; Tatematsu, T.; Shiori, T. Tetrahedron Lett.
1993, 34, 1507.

Noyori, R.; Nishida, I.; Sakata, J. 3. Am. Chem. Soc. 1981, 103,
2106.

Noyori, R.; Nishida, I.; Sakata, J. 3. Am. Chem. Soc. 1983, 105,
1598.

Mukaiyama, T.; Kobayashi, S.; Murakami, M. Chem. Lett. 1985,
447.

Kobayashi, S.; Murakami, M.; Mukaiyama, T. Chem. Lett. 1985,
1535.

Reetz, M. T.; Raguse, B.; Marth, C. F.; Hugel, H. M.; Bach, T ;
Fox, D. N. A. Tetrahedron 1992, 48, 5731.

(a) Reetz, M. T.; Kyung, S.-H.; Bol, C. Chem. Ind. 1986, 824. (b)
Reetz, M. T.; Voungoukas, A. E. Tetrahedron Lett. 1987, 28, 793.
Groger, H.; Vogel, E. M.; Shibasaki, M. Chem. Eur. J. 1998, 4,
1137.

Nelson, S. G. Tetrahedron: Asymmetry 1998, 9, 357.

Bach, T. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. Engl. 1994, 33, 417.

Koert, U. Nachr. Chem. Technol. Lab. 1995, 43, 1068.

(a) Lubineau, A.; Meyer, E. Tetrahedron 1988, 44, 6065. (b)
Hollis, T. K.; Bosnich, B. 3. Am. Chem. Soc. 1995, 117, 4570
and refences cited in.

(a) Ito, Y.; Sawamura, M.; Hayashi, T. 3. Am. Chem. Soc. 1986,
108, 6405. (b) Sato, S.; Matsuda, I.; Izumi, Y. Tetrahedron Lett.
1986, 27, 5517. (c) Murata, S.; Suzuki, M.; Noyori, R. Tetrahe-
dron 1988, 44, 4259. (d) Noyori, R.; Murata, S.; Suzuki, M.
Tetrahedron 1981, 37, 3899.

Mahrwald, R. Chem. Ber. 1995, 128, 919.

Mahrwald, R. GIT 1996, 40, 43.

Kiyooka, S.-i.; Kaneko, Y.; Kamura, M.; Matsuo, H.; Nakano,
M. J. Org. Chem. 1991, 56, 2276. Kiyooka, S.-i.; Kira, H.; Hena,
M. A. Tetrahederon Lett. 1996, 37, 2597.

(a) Deloux, L.; Srebnik, M. Chem. Rev. 1993, 93, 763. (b)
Wallbaum, S.; Martens, J. Tetrahedron: Asymmetry 1992, 3,
1475.

Lohray, B. B.; Bushan, V. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. Engl. 1992,
31, 729.

Kiyooka, S.-i.; Kaneko, Y.; Kume, K.-i. Tetrahedron Lett. 1992,
33, 4927. Kaneko, Y.; Matsuo, T.; Kiyooka, S.-i. Tetrahedron Lett.
1994, 35, 4107.

Corey, E. J.; Cywin, C. L.; Roper, T. D. Tetrahedron Lett. 1992,
33, 6907.

(a) Furuta, K.; Maruyama, T.; Yamamoto, H. Synlett 1991, 439.
(b) Furuta, K.; Maruyama, T.; Yamamoto, H. 3. Am. Chem. Soc.
1991, 113, 1041. (c) Ishihara, K.; Gao, Q.; Yamamoto, H. J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 1993, 115, 10412.



1120 Chemical Reviews, 1999, Vol. 99, No. 5

(119) (a) Parmee, E. R.; Hong, Y.; Tempkin, O.; Masamune, S.
Tetrahedron Lett. 1992, 33, 1729. (b) Parmee, E. R.; Hong, Y.;
Tempkin, O.; Masamune, S. 3. Am. Chem. Soc. 1991, 113, 9365.

(120) Kiooka, S.-i. Rev. Hetereoatom Chem. 1997, 17, 245.

(121) (a) Kobayashi, S.; Fujishita, Y.; Mukaiyama, T. Chem. Lett. 1990,
1453. (b) Kobayashi, S.; Uchiro, H.; Shiina, I.; Mukaiyama, T.
Tetrahedron 1993, 49, 1761.

(122) Murata, S.; Suzuki, M.; Noyori, R. 3. Am. Chem. Soc. 1980, 102,
3248.

(123) Kobayashi, S.; Hayashhi, T. J. Org. Chem. 1995, 60, 1098.
Kobayashi, S.; Uchiro, H.; Fujishita, Y.; Shiina, I.; Mukaiyama,
T. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1991, 113, 4247. Kobayashi, S.; Horibe,
M.; Matsumura, M. Synlett 1995, 675. Kobayashi, S.; Horibe,
M. Tetrahedron: Asymmetry 1995, 6, 2565. Kobayashi, S.;
Mukaiyama, T. Chem. Lett. 1989, 1001. Kobayashi, S.; Sano,
T.; Mukaiyama, T. Chem. Lett. 1989, 1319. Kobayashi, S.;
Kawasuji, T.; Mori, N. Chem. Lett. 1994, 217. Mukaiyama, T.;
Shiina, |.; Sakata, K.; Emura, T.; Deto, K.; Saitoh, M. Chem.
Lett. 1995, 179.

(124) Evans, D. A.; McMillan, D. W. C.; Campos, K. R. J. Am. Chem.
Soc. 1997, 119, 10859.

(125) Sodeoka, N.; Tokunoh, R.; Miyazaki, F.; Hagiwara, E.; Shibasaki,
M. Synlett 1997, 463.

(126) Keck, G. E.; Krishnamurthy, D. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1995, 117,
2363. Keck, G. E; Li, X.-Y.; Krishnamurthy, D. J. Org. Chem.
1995, 60, 5998.

(127) Mikami, K.; Matsukawa, S. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1994, 116, 4077.
Mikami, K.; Takasaki, T.; Matsukawa, S.; Maruta, M. Synlett
1995, 1057. Matsukawa, S.; Mikami, K. Tetrahdron: Asymmetry
1995, 6, 2571.

(128) Carreira, E. M.; Singer, R. A.; Lee, W. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1994,
116, 8837.

(129) Singer, R. A.; Carreira, E. M. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1995, 117,
12360.

(130) Ishimaru, K.; Monsa, K.; Yamamoto, Y.; Akiba, K.-y. Tetrahedron
1998, 54, 727.

(131) Evans, D. A;; Murry, J. A; Kozlowski, M. C. J. Am. Chem. Soc.
1996, 118, 5814.

(132) Evans, D. A.; Kozlowski, M. C.; Burgey, C. S.; MacMillan, D.
W. C. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1997, 119, 7893. Evans, D. A.;
Kozlowski, M. C.; Tedrow, J. C. Tetrahedron Lett. 1997, 42, 7841.

(133) Gong, L.; Streitweiser, A. J. Org. Chem. 1990, 55, 6235.

(134) Uotsu, K.; Sasai, H.; Shibasaki, M. Tetrahedron: Asymmetry
1995, 6, 71.

(135) Kobayashi, S.; Wakabayashi, T.; Nagayama, S.; Oyamada, H.
Tetrahedron Lett. 1997, 38, 4559.

(136) Kobayashi, S.; Hachiya, I. Tetrahedron Lett. 1992, 33, 1625.
Kobayashi, S.; Hachiya, 1. J. Org. Chem. 1994, 59, 3590.
Kobayashi, S. Synlett 1994, 689.

Mahrwald

(137) Yamada, Y. M. A.; Yoshikawa, N.; Sasai, H.; Shibasaki, M
Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. Engl. 1996, 36, 1871.

(138) Mukaiyama, T.; Murakami, M. Synthesis 1987, 1043. von der
Bruggen, U.; Lammers, R.; Mayr, H. J. Org. Chem.1988, 53,
2920.

(139) Kamimura, A.; Marumo, S. Tetrahedron Lett. 1990, 31, 5053.

(140) Nakamura, E.; Horiguchi, Y.; Shimada, S.; Kuwajima, I. J.
Chem. Soc., Chem. Commun. 1983, 796.

(141) Sakurai, H.; Sasaki, K.; Hosomi, A. Bull. Chem. Soc. Jpn. 1983,
56, 3195.

(142) Nakamura, E.; Shimizu, M.; Kuwajima, |I.; Sakata, J.; Yokoyama,
K.; Noyori, R. J. Org. Chem. 1983, 48, 932.

(143) Ishihara, K.; Yamamoto, H.; Heathcock, C. H. Tetrahedron Lett.
1989, 30, 1825.

(144) Kodpind, M.; Siwapinyoyos, T.; Thebtaranoth, Y. 3. Am. Chem.
Soc. 1984, 106, 4862.

(145) Fleming, I.; Barbero, A.; Walter, D. Chem. Rev. 1997, 97, 2063.

(146) Noyori, R.; Murata, S.; Suzuki, M. Tetrahedron 1981, 37, 3899.
Murata, S.; Suzuki, M.; Noyori, R. Tetrahedron 1988, 44, 4259.
Murata, S.; Noyori, R. Tetrahedron Lett. 1982, 23, 2601.

(147) Sakurai, H.; Sasaki, K.; Hosomi, A. Bull. Chem. Soc. Jpn. 1983,
56, 3195.

(148) Mahrwald, R.; Gindogan, B. 3. Am. Chem. Soc. 1998, 120, 413.

(149) (a) Mikami, K.; Matsukawa, S. 3. Am. Chem. Soc. 1993, 115,
7039. (b) Mikami, K.; Matsukawa, S. Tetrahedron Lett. 1994,
35, 3133.

(150) (a) Mikami, K.; Shimizu, M. Chem. Rev. 1992, 1021. (b) Snider,

.B.In Comprehenswe Organic Synthesis; Trost, B. M., Ed.;
Press Oxford, 1991; Vol. I1., p 527. (c) Berrisford, D. J.; Bolm
C. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. Engl. 1995, 34, 2214.

(151) (a) Tereda, M.; Motoyama, Y.; Mikami, K. Tetrahedron Lett.
1994, 35, 6693. (b) Mikami, K.; Motoyama, Y.; Tereda, M. Inorg.
Chim. Acta 1994, 222, 71.

(152) Tereda, M.; Matsukawa, K.; Mikami, K. J. Chem. Soc., Chem.
Commun. 1993, 327.

(153) Carreira, E. M.; Lee, W.; Singer, R. A. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1995,
117, 3649.

(154) Fessner, W.-D. Methods of Organic Chemistry (Houben-Weyl);
Helmchen, G., Hoffmann, R. W., Mulzer, J., Eds.; Thieme:
Stuttgart, 1995, Vol. E21b, p 1736. Gijsen, H. J. M.; Qiao, L.;
Fritz, W.; Wong, C.-H. Chem. Rev. 1996, 96, 443. Wong, C.-H.;
Halcomb, R. L.; Ichikawa, Y.; Kajimoto, T. Angew. Chem., Int.
Ed. Engl. 1995, 34, 412. List, B.; Shabat, D.; Barbas, C. F., IlI;
Lerner, R. A. Chem. Eur. J. 1998, 4, 881. Hoffmann, T.; Zhong,
G.; List, B.; Shabat, D.; Anderson, J.; Gramatikova, S.; Lerner,
R. A.; Barbas, C. F., 111 3. Am. Chem. Soc. 1998, 120, 2768.

CR980415R



