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Superelectrophilic behavior was first observed through acti-
vation of electrophiles in superacidic media,[1, 2] but the
existence of this type of behavior in other media is now of
great interest.[2–5] Berkessel and Thauer suggested[3] that
superelectrophilic activation could play a role in biology,
specifically in the unusual enzymatic reduction of carbon
dioxide to methane by certain methanogens.[6]

The key step in this enzymatic transformation involved
the reduction of methenyltetrahydromethanopterin 1 to 2 by
dihydrogen, mediated by an iron-containing hydrogenase. It
was proposed that strong activation of 1 is needed within the
enzyme for the hydrogenation to 2 to occur and that this
would involve protonation of 1 to form a much more
electrophilic species, that is, either the amidine dication 3 or
4. It remained to be determined whether full protonation of
1 (as shown in Scheme 1) or a hydrogen-bonding interaction
of 1 with an acidic group represents the necessary activation
for the spontaneous hydrogenation to give 2. Amidine
dications have also been proposed as intermediates in
synthetic transformations,[4, 5] including the hydrolysis of
amidines.[7] Salts 5 and 6, the first fully characterized examples
of amidine dications, were good methylating agents for the
methylation of triethylamine 9 and had reactivity similar to

dimethyl sulfate.[8] However, in a competition experiment
involving a mixture of 5 and methyl triflate (MeOTf), and an
amine as a nucleophile, MeOTf reacted completely and the
salt 5 remained untouched, thus showing that MeOTf was the
stronger methylating agent. This result is not surprising
considering that the pKa of triflic acid is �13[9] and that of
MeOSO3H, which is similar to that of sulfuric acid, is
approximately �3,[9] thus suggesting that triflate anion is
a better leaving group than the MeOSO3

� anion by a factor of
approximately 1010.

Herein, we report the design of amidine dications for the
superelectrophilic cleavage of N�Me bonds and other N�R
bonds. Methyl-transfer reactions involving MeN groups are
central to life, an example being the conversion of homo-
cysteine 11 into methionine 12, which is a key amino acid and
the precursor of S-adenosylmethionine 13—the methyl-trans-
fer agent routinely used by nature (Scheme 2).[10]

Two types of enzyme catalyze this transformation of
homocysteine into methionine,[11] and the cobalamin-inde-
pendent methionine synthase is the more remarkable. The

Scheme 1. Proposed amidine salts[3] in the reduction of 1 to 2.

Scheme 2. Methyl-transfer reactions. Tf= trifluoromethanesulfonyl.
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methyl-transfer agent is the tetrahydrofolate 14. An impor-
tant question concerns the level of activation that could be
achieved for the Me�N bond in tertiary amine 14,[12,13]

a moiety that would normally be expected to be completely
unreactive to methyl transfer. The current hypothesis is that
cation 14’ (a conjugate acid of 14 with protonation at N5) is
attacked by a zinc-bound thiolate of homocysteine.[13] How-
ever, double protonation, as in 14’’, might lead to significantly
enhanced reactivity, thus allowing attack by thiol 11 rather
than by the corresponding thiolate. But how reactive could
a Me�Nsp3 bond be?

We envisioned that amidine dications[8] could be used for
exploring the limits of synthetic, as opposed to enzymatic,
activation toward alkylation.[14, 15] An important driving force
for the methyl transfers from 5 and 6, may be that the
demethylation reveals a nitrogen lone pair, which can deloc-
alize over the heteroaromatic ring, in the respective products
7 and 8. Herein, we introduce a new type of amidine dication
which was designed to be more reactive in demethylation
reactions (Scheme 3). Salt 15 a should undergo demethylation
to afford amidinium salt 16. The lone pair of the demethylated

nitrogen atom is appropriately placed for extensive delocal-
ization, which can be reflected in both the reaction kinetics
and thermodynamics. The initial challenge was to explore the
reactivity of 15. In the preparation of target salt 15 a,
formylation of 17a afforded 18a (Scheme 3). Treatment of
the resulting formamide with triflic anhydride[15] did not give
salt 15a, but instead gave the expected product of demethy-
lation of salt 15a, that is, 16, exclusively in 84 % yield upon
isolation. The completely selective formation of 16 and the
absence of product arising from demethylation of the sp2-
hybridized nitrogen atom in 15a supported our thinking that
the electrons in the scissile C�N bond would be stabilized
through their conjugation with the adjoining p system in the

transition state of this reaction. To study the novel cleavage
reactions further, two other substrates were prepared, the
pyrrolidine 18b and the piperidine 18 c.

If these substrates underwent analogous C�N bond
cleavage reactions with triflate ion, then a product containing
a triflate ester should be formed. The reaction of 18b and 18c
with triflic anhydride in anhydrous dichloromethane again did
not lead to the respective salts 15b and 15c, but instead gave
the alkyl triflates 21 (73 %) and 22 (90%) in very good yield,
thus confirming the hypothesized substitution reaction
involving triflate anion. These reactions must proceed by
SN2 mechanisms (see below) because the carbon atom at
which substitution occurs in 15a–c is a methylene or a methyl
carbon atom and because the reactions afford a single product
in high yield (no alkene resulting from elimination from 15b
and 15 c was observed). The increased reactivity of these
systems, relative to 5, is remarkable. The formation of an alkyl
triflate in essentially quantitative yield, as described herein,
means that the amidine cation 16 is approximately 100-fold
better as a leaving group than triflate ion.[14b,c] To determine
the mechanism of demethylation, we carried out a computa-
tional investigation on the reactive species outlined in
Scheme 3.

The initial reaction of 18a with triflic anhydride to form
salt 19 (R = R’= Me), which contains both a triflate substitu-
ent and a triflate counterion, was calculated as being
exothermic (DG =�3.5 kcalmol�1). Calculations of the sub-
sequent steps in the reaction show that they can occur either
in the presence or in the absence of the triflate counterion
(blue curve and red curve in Figure 1, respectively). The
intermediate, 20, which is formed in a facile reaction, is
strongly favored thermodynamically relative to 19. The
counterion has little effect on the energetics of the step that
forms intermediate 20, which contains a tetrahedral triflate-
bearing carbon atom. Calculations on a reaction involving
direct abstraction of the methyl group by the sulfonyl oxygen
atom of the triflate substituent via a 6-membered cyclic
transition state derived from 20 suggest that it is not feasible.
Instead, the triflate substituent spontaneously dissociates
from the central carbon atom to be placed in the alignment
necessary to cleave the C�N bond (see below).

However, in the subsequent step, the dissociation of the
triflate moiety to form the planar dicationic species (15 a), the
counterion plays a stabilizing role; the presence of the
counterion leads to a slight lowering of the barrier to
dissociation as well as to a decrease in the endothermicity
of the reaction to 5.8 kcalmol�1 (compared with 6.4 kcal
mol�1, which is the value calculated when no counterion is
present, see Figure 1). Despite the presence of the counterion,
the formation of 15 a is thermodynamically disfavored, and
the reverse reaction (that is, 15a!20) occurs with a very
small barrier (0.5 kcalmol�1). Therefore, the lifetime of 15a is
extremely short and, consistent with the experimental results,
is unlikely to be observed. Conversely, the transformation of
20 into 16 is a strongly exothermic reaction (�21.9 kcalmol�1)
with an accessible barrier (20.9 kcal mol�1; see Figure 1). For
the transformation of 20 into 16, the inclusion of the triflate
counterion was found to play an important role in lowering
the barrier to demethylation. However, the demethylation

Scheme 3. Preparation and reactions of amidine dications 15.
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(formation of 16) is only able to occur after the dissociation of
the triflate substituent (this triflate moiety is colored in black
in Figure 1) from the central tetrahedral carbon atom in 20 to
form 15a (see below). Whereas 15a is unstable, relative to 20
or 16, it represents a strongly bound reactant complex (DG =

18.2 kcal mol�1) involving dissociated triflate anion for the
subsequent demethylation reaction. The methyl group is then
transferred to the triflate anion via a classical SN2 transition
state (Figure 2). The product 16 could also form through an
alternative reaction pathway that occurs without the predis-
sociation of the triflate substituent from 20 to form 15a—the
concerted attack of the triflate counterion (shown in blue in
Figure 1) on the methyl group with a concomitant dissociation
of the triflate substituent (TS(20!16), green line, Figure 1],
that is, an E2 reaction. The transition state for this pathway,
which would lead directly to the product (16), was calculated
and the associated activation free energy is DG* = 29.0 kcal
mol�1. This barrier is too high to make the associated
mechanism plausible for the formation of 16 under the
experimental conditions. Moreover, the competing process—
dissociation to form 15a, followed by a subsequent SN2

demethylation reaction to form 16—has a significantly lower
barrier and hence would be kinetically more favored (see the
Supporting Information for similar results that were obtained
from calculations on 18b).

It is obvious that these amidine salts 15a–c are extremely
reactive. To demonstrate conclusively that this method, that
is, reacting an amide with triflic anhydride[5] in the presence of

Figure 1. Free Energy (DG) profile for the formation of 16 from 19, (R = Me) via the salt 15 a. Free energies are given in kcalmol�1. Density
functional theory (DFT) was used to characterize the respective minima (reactants, intermediates) and first order saddle points (transition states,
TS’s) on the potential energy surface. All structures were optimised in the solvent phase at the M06/6-311G level of theory.[16, 17] The solvation
model chosen for the study was the conductor-like polarizable continuum model (CPCM), using dichloromethane as the solvent. The red path
corresponds to the calculated energy profile when the triflate counterion is not included in the computations, and the blue path is the energy
profile with the counterion (also colored in blue) included; the green path represents a concerted E2 elimination pathway, which involves
participlation of both triflate moieties.

Figure 2. Geometry for TS(15a!16). Distances are given in �.
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an amine, can lead to the isolation of a fully characterizable
amidine salt and not involve dealkylative SN2 reactions, we
chose the precursor amide 23 (Scheme 4). When 23 was
treated with triflic anhydride in CH2Cl2 it led to salt 24 being
isolated in 91 % yield and fully characterised by X-ray
crystallography.[18]

In conclusion, we have shown that when incorporated into
novel dicationic amidine salts, C�Nsp3 bonds can be strongly
activated for cleavage, to an extent where even triflate anion
can act as the dealkylating nucleophile. The demonstration of
this synthetic form of activation suggests that tertiary amines
in other settings could be similarly activated. Substrate 14
(Scheme 2) is an interesting example, whereupon formation
of salt 14’’ might lead to methyl transfer. Even if salt
formation does not occur, substrate 14 has numerous
heteroatoms that may interact with methionine synthase
through hydrogen bonds that, cumulatively, could contribute
to its activation for demethylation.

Received: April 18, 2012
Revised: June 12, 2012
Published online: July 13, 2012

.Keywords: cations · methionine · methyl transfer ·
nucleophilic substitution · superelectrophiles

[1] a) D. M. Brouwer, A. A. Kiffen, Recl. Trav. Chim. Pays Bas 1973,
92, 689; b) G. A. Olah, A. Germain, H. C. Lin, D. A. Forsyth, J.
Am. Chem. Soc. 1975, 97, 2928 – 2929; c) G. A. Olah, Angew.
Chem. 1993, 105, 805 – 827; Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. Engl. 1993,
32, 767 – 788; d) G. Rasul, G. K. Surya Prakash, G. A. Olah, J.
Org. Chem. 1994, 59, 2552 – 2556.

[2] a) G. A. Olah, D. A. Klumpp, Superelectrophiles and Their
Chemistry, Wiley, Hoboken, NJ, 2008 ; b) D. A. Klumpp, Beil-
stein J. Org. Chem. 2011, 7, 346 – 363.

[3] A. Berkessel, R. K. Thauer, Angew. Chem. 1995, 107, 2418 –
2421; Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. Engl. 1995, 34, 2247 – 2250. At
the time of the proposal, the enzyme was thought to be free of
redox-active metal. Recent findings (Ref. [6]) show the presence
of iron in a unique cofactor, but activation of 1 is still required to
form 2.

[4] a) M. G. Banwell, B. D. Bissett, S. Busato, C. J. Cowden, D. C. R.
Hockless, J. W. Holman, R. W. Read, A. W. Wu, J. Chem. Soc.
Chem. Commun. 1995, 2551 – 2553; b) A. B. Charette, P. Chua,
Tetrahedron Lett. 1997, 38, 8499 – 8502; c) A. B. Charette, P.
Chua, Synlett 1998, 163; d) A. B. Charette, P. Chua, J. Org.
Chem. 1998, 63, 908 – 909; e) A. Yokoyama, T. Ohwada, K.
Shudo, J. Org. Chem. 1999, 64, 611 – 617; f) A. B. Charette, S.
Mathieu, J. Martel, Org. Lett. 2005, 7, 5401 – 5404; g) M.
Movassaghi, M. D. Hill, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2006, 128, 14254 –
14255; h) M. Movassaghi, M. D. Hill, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2006,
128, 4592 – 4593; i) M. Movassaghi, M. D. Hill, O. K. Ahmad, J.
Am. Chem. Soc. 2007, 129, 10096 – 10097; j) S. L. Cui, J. Wang,
Y.-G. Wang, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2008, 130, 13526 – 13527; k) E. L.
Zins, P. Milko, D. Schroeder, J. Aysina, D. Ascenzi, J. Zabka, C.
Alcaraz, S. D. Price, J. Roithova, Chem. Eur. J. 2011, 17, 4012 –
4020.

[5] A. B. Charette, M. Grenon, Can. J. Chem. 2001, 79, 1694 – 1703
showed formation of an amidine salt, but it could not be isolated.

[6] For reviews, see a) M. J. Corr, J. A. Murphy, Chem. Soc. Rev.
2011, 40, 2279 – 2292; b) S. Shima, U. Ermler, Eur. J. Inorg.
Chem. 2011, 963 – 972.

[7] a) M. W. Anderson, R. C. F. Jones, J. Saunders, J. Chem. Soc.
Perkin Trans. 1 1986, 205 – 209; b) S. Limatibul, J. W. Watson, J.
Org. Chem. 1971, 36, 3803 – 3804.

[8] a) M. J. Corr, K. F. Gibson, A. R. Kennedy, J. A. Murphy, J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 2009, 131, 9174 – 9175; b) M. J. Corr, M. Roydhouse,
K. F. Gibson, S.-Z. Zhou, A. R. Kennedy, J. A. Murphy, J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 2009, 131, 17980 – 17985.

[9] Ionization Constants of Organic Acids in Solution (Eds.: E. P.
Serjeant, B. Dempsey), IUPAC Chemical Data Series No. 23,
Oxford, 1979.

[10] DNA Methylation: Basic Mechanisms (Eds.: W. Doerfler, P.
Bçhm), Springer, Berlin, 2006.

[11] a) R. G. Matthews, Acc. Chem. Res. 2001, 34, 681 – 699; b) R. G.
Matthews in Chemistry and Biochemistry of B12 (Ed.: R.
Bannerjee), Wiley, New York, 1999, pp. 681 – 706.

[12] R. E. Taurog, R. G. Matthews, Biochemistry 2006, 45, 5092 –
5102.

[13] a) B. P. Callahan, R. Wolfenden, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2003, 125,
310 – 311; b) E. Hilhorst, T. B. R. A. Chen, A. S. Iskander, U. K.
Pandit, Tetrahedron 1994, 50, 7837 – 7848.

[14] For alternative extremely reactive alkylating agents, see: a) T.
Kato, E. Stoyanov, J. Geier, H. Gr�tzmacher, C. A. Reed, J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 2004, 126, 12451 – 12457. b) H. Shima, R. Kobayashi,
T. Nabeshima, N. Furukawa, Tetrahedron Lett. 1996, 37, 667 –
670; c) H. Naka, T. Maruyama, S. Sato, N. Furukawa Tetrahedron
Lett. 1999, 40, 345 – 348.

[15] Alternative amine dealkylations, a) B. H. Wolfe, A. H. Libby,
R. S. Alawar, C. J. Foti, D. L. Comins, J. Org. Chem. 2010, 75,
8564 – 8570; b) J. H. Cooley, E. J. Evain, Synthesis 1989, 1 – 7;
c) H. A. Hageman, Org. React. 1953, 7, 198; d) J. von Braun,
Chem. Ber. 1900, 33, 1438.

[16] Y. Zhao, D. G. Truhlar, Theor. Chem. Acc. 2008, 120, 215 – 241.
[17] W. J. Hehre, R. Ditchfield, J. A. Pople, J. Chem. Phys. 1972, 56,

2257 – 2261.
[18] CCDC 881667 (24) contains the supplementary crystallographic

data for this paper. These data can be obtained free of charge
from The Cambridge Crystallographic Data Centre via www.
ccdc.cam.ac.uk/data_request/cif.

Scheme 4. Preparation of amidine salt 24. For the crystal structure,
thermal ellipsoids are shown at 50% probability.

Angewandte
Chemie

8519Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2012, 51, 8516 –8519 � 2012 Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim www.angewandte.org

http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja00843a067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja00843a067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ange.19931050604
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ange.19931050604
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.199307673
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.199307673
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jo00088a042
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jo00088a042
http://dx.doi.org/10.3762/bjoc.7.45
http://dx.doi.org/10.3762/bjoc.7.45
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ange.19951072011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ange.19951072011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.199522471
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c39950002551
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c39950002551
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0040-4039(97)10310-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1055/s-1998-1612
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jo971883o
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jo971883o
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jo982019e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ol052069n
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja066405m
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja066405m
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja060626a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja060626a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja073912a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja073912a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja805706r
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/chem.201002556
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/chem.201002556
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/v01-150
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c0cs00150c
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c0cs00150c
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ejic.201000955
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ejic.201000955
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/p19860000205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/p19860000205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jo00823a600
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jo00823a600
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja9035847
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja9035847
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja908191k
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja908191k
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ar0000051
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bi060052m
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bi060052m
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja021212u
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja021212u
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0040-4020(01)85267-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja047357d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja047357d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0040-4039(95)02228-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0040-4039(95)02228-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jo1019688
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jo1019688
http://dx.doi.org/10.1055/s-1989-27129
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00214-007-0310-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1677527
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1677527
http://www.angewandte.org

