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Abstract—A squarate-based synthesis of ferrocenyl quinones is described. Thermolysis of ferrocenyl-substituted cyclobutenones,
prepared from ferrocenyl cyclobutenediones and alkenyllithiums, affords hydroquinones, which furnish, upon oxidation, ferro-
cenyl quinones. Ferrocenyl cyclobutenediones have been prepared from known cyclobutenediones by nucleophilic addition of
ferrocenyllithium followed by hydrolysis, Pd/Cu-cocatalyzed cross-coupling with (tri-n-butylstannyl)ferrocene or Friedel–Crafts
alkylation with ferrocene. © 2003 Elsevier Science Ltd. All rights reserved.

After the successful application of the pioneer ‘cis-
platin’, i.e. cis-[PtCl2(NH3)2], as an antitumor agent,1

interest in the use of transition metal complexes in
medicine and other biological areas has grown rapidly.2

Among these derivatives, ferrocenium salts,3

Cp2Fe(III)X (X=PF6, FeCl4, 2,4,6-(NO2)3C6H2O,
Cl3CCO2·2Cl3CCO2H), and ferrocifens,4 (Z)-
[(Et)(Fc)C�C(p-C6H4-R)(p-C6H4-O-CH2-CH2-NMe2]
(Fc=ferrocenyl, R=H, OH), have proved to be partic-
ularly active against a number of tumors. Moreover,
ferrocifens are the first molecules shown to be active
against both hormone-dependent and hormone-inde-
pendent breast cancer cells.4 It appears so far, however,
that ferrocene derivatives act via mechanisms different
from those of cisplatin and thus may lend themselves to
treatment of a wider range of cancers.4,5 Although,
since its discovery, ferrocene and its derivatives have
found large application in a number of areas, most
notably in materials chemistry and asymmetric cataly-
sis,6 relatively few studies on the biological properties
of molecules bearing the ferrocene moiety have been
reported. Thus, in recent years, considerable interest
has been devoted to the synthesis of new ferrocene
derivatives since the properly functionalized ferrocene
derivatives could be potential antitumor substances.7

Quinones have been studied for over a century and
continue to demand attention by virtue of their pres-
ence in antitumor quinone natural products.8 This,

together with the finding that ferrocene derivatives are
active against various animal and human tumors,3,4

suggests that the incorporation of the essential struc-
tural features of quinones with a ferrocene moiety
could provide compounds with enhanced antitumor
activities. Surprisingly, ferrocenyl-substituted quinones
are very scarce.9 The development of a general synthetic
entry to ferrocenyl quinones is therefore of considerable
interest since it could be lead to a new source of
biologically active compounds.

Recently, as shown in Scheme 1, cyclobutenones bear-
ing an unsaturated substituent at the 4-position, such as
1, have emerged as valuable reagents in organic synthe-
sis since such cyclobutenones have been found to lead
to a variety of quinones, such as 5, after oxidation.10

Since the starting cyclobutenones are now available
with a variety of substitution patterns and the yields of
the rearrangements are generally high, these ring expan-
sions constitute one of the most versatile regiospecific
routes to highly substituted quinones.10 This methodol-
ogy, however, has not been utilized for the synthesis of

Scheme 1.
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ferrocenyl quinones, presumably due to the scarce
availability of starting ferrocenyl cyclobutenones. As
part of our general involvement in ferrocene containing
molecules, we have investigated the synthesis of ferro-
cenyl cyclobutenones and their rearrangements to
quinones. We herein report the preliminary results of
this study.

As depicted in Scheme 2, the synthesis of ferrocenyl-
substituted cyclobutenediones was accomplished from
known cyclobutenediones. Addition of ferrocenyl-
lithium (FcLi)11 to diisopropyl squarate (6)12 led to
formation of cyclobutenone 7, which upon hydrolysis
provided cyclobutenedione 8A.13 Treatment of
cyclobutenedione 912 with thionyl chloride afforded
semisquaric chloride 10,14,15 which underwent Pd-cata-
lyzed coupling with (tri-n-butylstannyl)ferrocene
(FcSnBu3)16 to produce cyclobutenedione 8B.17 The
synthesis of diferrocenyl cyclobutenedione 8C18 was
accomplished from squaric dichloride (11)14 by both
Friedel–Crafts alkylation and Pd-catalyzed coupling,
but both methods gave 8C in low yields in addition to
8D. Pd-catalyzed coupling of 8D with FcSnBu3 yielded
8C in 25% yield. A high yielding protocol for 8C,
however, has recently been reported by Pena-Cabrera
using Pd-catalyzed coupling of thioether 12 with
FcSnBu3 (Scheme 2).19 We are still trying to improve
the yields for both the Friedel–Crafts alkylation of 11
and the Pd-catalyzed couplings of 10 and 11, especially
by using the conditions of Diver21 for the latter
method. These results will be reported in due course.

Table 1. Synthesis of ferrocenyl cyclobutenones 14 and
15a

Yield of 14 (%)R2R1 Yield of 15 (%)Entryb

i-PrO Me 94 5A
Me Me 57 4B

065MeC Fc
0D i-PrO Ph 40
0Fc 47E Ph

a For a representative procedure, see Ref. 20.
b Entry letters define R1 and R2 for cyclobutenones 14 and 15.

Having ferrocenyl cyclobutenediones 8 in hand, we next
synthesized ferrocenyl cyclobutenones such as 14 and
15, as shown in Table 1. The reaction of
cyclobutenones 8A–C with 2-lithiopropene (13A)22 pro-
duced the expected cyclobutenones 14A–C in moderate
to good yields. A complication in these reactions was
the formation of the regioisomers 15A and 15B in low
yields (Table 1, entries A and B). However, the reaction
between �-lithiostyrene (13B) and cyclobutenones 8A,C
produced the expected cyclobutenones 14D,E without
formation of any regioisomers. As will be discussed
later, the indicated regiochemistry of cyclobutenones
14B and 15B was assigned indirectly by comparison of
the HMBC-NMR spectra of their quinone products
17B and 19B, respectively, since during the conversion
into quinones the regiochemistry does not change.

Finally, the synthesis of ferrocenyl quinones was
accomplished. The results are summarized in Tables 2
and 3. Initially, the reaction of cyclobutenone 14A was

Scheme 2.

Table 2. Synthesis of ferrocenyl quinones 17a

Yield of 17 from 14 (%)cR1 R2Entryb

A 85Mei-PrO
Me MeB 71

Me 56C Fc
i-PrOD Ph 61

75PhFcE

a For a representative procedure, see Ref. 22. For spectral data of
ferrocenyl quinones, see Ref. 23.

b Entry letters define R1 and R2 for compounds 14, 16 and 17.
c Hydroquinones 16 were not isolated and were directly oxidized to

quinones 17.
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Table 3. Synthesis of ferrocenyl quinones 19a

Entryb R2R1 Yield of 19 from 15 (%)c

Mei-PrO 77A
Me 70B Me

a For spectral data of ferrocenyl quinones, see Ref. 24.
b Entry letters define R1 and R2 for compounds 15, 18 and 19.
c Hydroquinones 18 were not isolated and were directly oxidized to

quinones 19.

Acknowledgements

The authors would like to thank The Scientific and
Technical Research Council of Turkey (TBAG-2250),
the State Planning Organization of Turkey (DPT-
2000K-120390) and the Research Board of Middle East
Technical University (BAP-2002-01-03-06) for support
of this research.

References

1. Rosenberg, B.; VanCamp, L.; Trosko, J. E.; Mansour, V.
H. Nature 1969, 222, 385.

2. (a) Kopf-Maier, P. J. Clin. Pharmacol. 1994, 47, 1; (b)
Keppler, B. Metal Complexes in Cancer Chemotherapy ;
VCH: New York, 1993; (c) Kopf-Maier, P.; Kopf, H.
Chem. Rev. 1987, 87, 1137.

3. (a) Kopf-Maier, P. Naturforsch Sect. C: Biosci. 1985, 40,
843; (b) Kopf-Maier, P.; Kopf, H.; Neuse, E. W. Cancer
Res. Clin. Oncol. 1984, 108, 336; (c) Kopf-Maier, P.;
Kopf, H.; Neuse, E. W. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. Engl.
1984, 23, 456.

4. (a) Top, S.; Vessieres, A.; Cabestaing, C.; Laios, I.;
Leclercq, G.; Provot, C.; Jaouen, G. J. Organomet. Chem.
2001, 637–639, 500; (b) Top, S.; Dauer, B.; Vaissermann,
J.; Jaouen, G. J. Organomet. Chem. 1997, 541, 355.

5. Osella, D.; Ferrali, M.; Zanello, P.; Laschi, F.; Fontani,
M.; Nervi, C.; Cavigiolio, G. Inorg. Chim. Acta 2000,
306, 42 and references cited therein.

6. (a) Togni, A.; Hayashi, T. Ferrocenes ; VCH: Deerfield
Beach, FL, 1995; (b) Grevels, F. W.; Kuran, A.; Ozkar,
S.; Zora, M. J. Organomet. Chem. 1999, 587, 122; (c)
Dogan, O.; Koyuncu, H. J. Organomet. Chem. 2001, 631,
135; (d) Dogan, O.; Oner, I.; Ulku, D.; Arici, C. Tetra-
hedron: Asymmetry 2002, 13, 2099.

7. For the recent examples, see: (a) Zora, M.; Yucel, B.;
Peynircioglu, N. B. J. Organomet. Chem. 2002, 656, 11;
(b) Zora, M.; Gungor, E. U. Tetrahedron Lett. 2001, 42,
4733; (c) Sierra, M. A.; Mancheno, M. J.; Vicente, R.;
Gomez-Galleo, M. J. Org. Chem. 2001, 66, 8920; (d)
Bonini, B. F.; Femoni, C.; Comes-Franchini, M.; Fochi,
M.; Mazzanti, G.; Ricci, A.; Varchi, G. Synlett 2001,
1092; (e) Georgopoulou, A. S.; Mingos, D. M. P.; White,
A. J. P.; Williams, D. J.; Horrocks, B. R.; Houlton, A. J.
Chem. Soc., Dalton Trans. 2000, 2969; (f) Thomas, J. L.;
Howarth, J.; Hanlon, K.; McGuirk, D. Tetrahedron Lett.
2000, 41, 413.

8. (a) Dudfield, P. J. In Comprehensive Organic Synthesis ;
Trost, B. M.; Fleming, I.; Ley, S. V., Eds.; Pergamon
Press: Oxford, 1991; Vol. 7, pp. 345–356; (b) Gallagher,
P. T. Contemp. Org. Synth. 1996, 3, 433; (c) Angle, S. R.;
Rainier, J. D.; Woytowicz, C. J. Org. Chem. 1997, 62,
5884; (d) Naruta, Y.; Maruyama, K. In Recent Advances
in the Synthesis of Quinonoid Compounds ; Naruta, Y.;
Maruyama, K., Eds.; John Wiley & Sons: New York,
1998; Vol. II, p. 241; (e) Martinez, E. J.; Corey, E. J. Org.
Lett. 1999, 1, 75; (f) Kesteleyn, B.; De Kimpe, N. J. Org.
Chem. 2000, 65, 640.

9. (a) Kasahara, A.; Izumi, T.; Ogata, H.; Tano, S.; Ito, Y.;
Fujisawa, T.; Ogata, T. Bull. Yamagata Univ. 1985, 18,
125; (b) Chan, K. S.; Zhang, H. Synth. Commun. 1995,

examined under a variety of conditions. The best results
were obtained in dioxane at 100°C. Thermolysis of
cyclobutenone 14A produced hydroquinone 16A and
quinone 17A in 72 and 17% yields, respectively. Clearly,
quinone 17A is the secondary product of the reaction
and results from the oxidation of initially formed
hydroquinone 16A. We found that hydroquinone 16A
was not stable to air and was partially oxidized to
quinone 17A. Among the oxidants employed, PbO2

proved to be the best since it did not further oxidize the
ferrocene moiety into a ferrocenium ion or other side
products, as has been shown before.9b The oxidation of
16A with PbO2 furnished quinone 17A in 94% yield. In
addition to hydroquinones, quinones in varying
amounts often resulted from thermolysis reactions.
Thus, we did not isolate the thermolysis products and
directly oxidized the crude mixtures into quinones. As
seen in Tables 2 and 3, cyclobutenones participated well
in the benzannulation reactions, presumably via a simi-
lar mechanism to that depicted in Scheme 1, and
yielded, upon oxidation, a variety of ferrocenyl
quinones in moderate to good yields. Substituents on
the cyclobutenones affected the outcome of the reac-
tions to some extent. Cyclobutenones bearing electron-
releasing substituents such as isopropoxy give quinones
in relatively higher yields. The indicated regiochemistry
of quinones 17B and 19B was assigned on the basis of
comparison of their HMBC-NMR spectra. In 17B, the
hydrogens of both methyl groups (� 2.12 and 2.05 ppm)
give a three-bond coupling (3JCH) with the same car-
bonyl (� 188.1 ppm). However, in 19B, the hydrogens
of each methyl group (� 2.05 and 2.04 ppm) show
similar interactions (3JCH) with the different carbonyl
groups (� 187.7 and 187.4 ppm, respectively). This also
proves the indicated regiochemistry of cyclobutenones
14B and 15B.

In conclusion, we have demonstrated a concise and
synthetically flexible cyclobutenedione-based approach
to highly-substituted ferrocenyl quinones, which relies
on the versatility of cyclobutenediones as scaffolds for
the construction of a diverse range of molecular struc-
tures. Further study of ferrocenyl quinones is currently
under investigation.



M. Zora et al. / Tetrahedron Letters 44 (2003) 2237–22412240

25, 635; (c) Woodgate, P. D.; Sutherland, H. S.; Rickard,
C. E. F. J. Organomet. Chem. 2001, 627, 206; (d) Sarhan,
A. E. W. A. O.; Murakami, M.; Izumi, T. Monatsh.
Chem. 2002, 133, 1055.

10. Moore, H. W.; Benjamin, R. Y. Chemtracts: Org. Chem.
1992, 5, 273.

11. Rebiere, F.; Samuel, O.; Kagan, H. B. Tetrahedron Lett.
1990, 31, 3121.

12. Liebeskind, L. S.; Fengl, R. W.; Wirtz, K. R.; Shawe, T.
T. J. Org. Chem. 1988, 53, 2482.

13. Synthesis of 8A from 6. To a solution of ferrocene (2.00
g, 10.75 mmol) in THF (10 mL) at 0°C under argon was
added via syringe tert-butyllithium (5.3 mL of a 1.7 M of
C6H12–ether solution, 9.00 mmol) over a period of 15
min. The resulting mixture was stirred for 1.5 h at rt and
then transferred via cannula to a solution of diisopropyl
squarate (6) (1.43 g, 7.20 mmol) in THF (5.0 mL) at 0°C.
After overnight stirring at rt, the reaction mixture was
diluted with water (15 mL) and extracted with ether
(3×150 mL). After the combined organic layers were
removed on a rotary evaporator, the crude product 7
obtained was dissolved in CH2Cl2 (20 mL) and conc. HCl
(8 drops, ca. 0.40 mL) was added. The resulting mixture
was stirred at rt for approximately 30 min (the progress
of the reaction was monitored by routine TLC for disap-
pearance of 7). On completion, the reaction mixture was
diluted with saturated NaHCO3 solution (20 mL). The
layers were separated and the aqueous layer was
extracted with CH2Cl2 (2×50 mL). The combined organic
layers were dried over Na2SO4 and final purification was
achieved by flash chromatography on silica gel using 9:1
hexane/ethyl acetate as eluent. The red fraction with
Rf=0.17 in 9:1 hexane/ethyl acetate was collected and
assigned as 8A (red solid, 1.05 g, 45% from 6).
Spectral data for 8A: 1H NMR (CDCl3, 400.1 MHz): �

5.52 (septet, 1H, J=6.2 Hz), 4.94 (s, 2H), 4.63 (s, 2H),
4.15 (s, 5H), 1.51 (d, 6H, J=6.2 Hz); 13C NMR (CDCl3,
100.6 MHz): � 193 (C), 192.1 (C), 191.5 (C), 180.9 (C),
79.3 (CH), 73.2 (CH), 70.9 (CH), 69.2 (CH), 68 (C), 23.4
(CH3); IR (CH2Cl2): 2984 (vw), 1786 (s), 1736 (vs), 1593
(vs), 1465 (s), 1385 (m), 1337 (m), 1092 (m), 1014 (w); MS
(EI): 324 (M+, 34), 279 (58), 277 (85), 226 (64), 201 (65),
175 (54), 157 (76), 125 (100), 117 (37), 99 (91); HRMS
(EI): calcd for C17H16

56FeO3 324.0448, found 324.0439.
14. De Selma, R. C.; Fox, C. J.; Riordan, R. C. Tetrahedron

Lett. 1970, 11, 781.
15. (a) Bellus, D. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1978, 100, 8026; (b)

Liebeskind, L. S.; Wang, J. Tetrahedron Lett. 1990, 31,
4293.

16. Guillaneux, D.; Kagan, H. B. J. Org. Chem. 1995, 60,
2502.

17. Spectral data for 8B: 1H NMR (CDCl3, 400.1 MHz): �

4.96 (s, 2H), 4.73 (s, 2H), 4.17 (s, 5H), 2.36 (s, 3H); 13C
NMR (CDCl3, 100.6 MHz): � 197.7 (C), 197.0 (C), 196.9
(C), 188.5 (C), 73.7 (CH), 70.5 (CH), 69.2 (CH), 67.8 (C),
11.8 (CH3); IR (CH2Cl2): 1781 (vs), 1756 (s), 1590 (vs),
1454 (w), 1381 (w), 1312 (m), 1259 (m), 1201 (w), 1100
(w), 1044 (m), 908 (m); MS (EI): 280 (M+, 48), 277 (23),
262 (22), 224 (100), 183 (11), 119 (10), 104 (14), 69 (21).
HRMS (EI): calcd for C15H12

56FeO2 280.0186, found:
280.0177.

18. Schottenberger, H.; Buchmeiser, M.; Polin, J.;
Schwarzhans, K. E. Z. Naturforsch. B 1993, 48, 1524.

19. Pena-Cabrera, E.; Aguilar-Aguilar, A.; Hernandez-
Barba, A.; Cristina, G.; Rodriguez-Cendejas, C. G.;
Liebeskind, L. S. Abstracts of Papers 20th Int. Conf.
Organomet. Chem., Corfu, Greece, 7–12 July, 2002; p.
194.

20. Representative procedure for synthesis of ferrocenyl
cyclobutenones. Synthesis of 14A and 15A (Table 1, entry
A). To a solution of 2-bromo-1-propene (0.12 mL, 1.33
mmol) in THF (10 mL) at −78°C under argon was added
via syringe, tert-butyllithium (1.5 mL of a 1.7 M of
C6H12–ether solution, 2.55 mmol) over a period of 15
min. After stirring at −78°C for 30 min, the resulting
mixture (2-lithiopropene) was transferred via cannula to a
solution of 8A (360.0 mg, 1.11 mmol) in THF (15 mL) at
−78°C. The reaction mixture was stirred at −78°C for 3 h
and then quenched with water (10 mL) at −78°C. The
mixture was allowed to warm to rt and diluted with ether
(50 mL). The layers were separated and the aqueous layer
was extracted with ether (2×50 mL). The combined
organic layers were dried over Na2SO4 and the solvents
were removed on a rotary evaporator. Final purification
was achieved by flash chromatography on silica gel using
9:1 hexane/ethyl acetate followed by 4:1 hexane/ethyl
acetate as eluent. Two fractions were isolated. First frac-
tion (Rf=0.22 in 9:1 hexane/ethyl acetate) was assigned
as 15A (20.3 mg, 5.0%). Second fraction (Rf=0.16 in 9:1
hexane/ethyl acetate) was identified as 14A (382.0 mg,
94%).
Spectral data for 14A: 1H NMR (CDCl3, 400.1 MHz): �

5.31 (s, 1H), 5.10 (s, 1H), 4.85 (septet, 1H, J=1.1 Hz),
4.58 (s, 1H), 4.55 (s, 1H), 4.16 (t, 2H, J=1.8 Hz), 4.08 (s,
5H), 3.44 (s, 1H), 1.80 (s, 3H), 1.40 (d, 3H, J=6.2 Hz),
1.33 (d, 3H, J=6.2 Hz); 13C NMR (CDCl3, 100.6 MHz):
� 187.8 (C), 177.9 (C), 141.3 (C), 126.6 (C), 114.5 (CH2),
95.9 (C), 78.4 (CH), 70.9 (C), 69.6 (CH), 69.1 (CH), 68.0
(CH), 67.8 (CH), 23.4 (CH3), 23.3 (CH3), 20.2 (CH3); IR
(CH2Cl2): 3564 (vw), 3364 (br), 1753 (s), 1631 (vs), 1471
(s), 1384 (s), 1330 (m), 1095 (s); MS (EI): 366 (M+, 100),
324 (53), 258 (42), 257 (83), 229 (22); HRMS (EI): calcd
for C20H22

56FeO3 366.0918, found 366.0926.
Spectral data for 15A: 1H NMR (CDCl3, 400.1 MHz): �

5.30 (s, 1H), 5.07 (s, 1H), 4.98 (septet, 1H, J=6.0 Hz),
4.69 (s, 1H), 4.54 (s, 1H), 4.42 (s, 1H), 4.38 (s, 1H), 4.14
(s, 5H), 2.49 (s, 1H), 1.70 (s, 3H), 1.33 (d, 3H, J=6.0
Hz), 1.28 (d, 3H, J=6.0 Hz); 13C NMR (CDCl3, 100.6
MHz): � 187.5 (C), 156.2 (C), 150.0 (C), 143.3 (C), 114.0
(CH2), 90.9 (C), 74.3 (CH), 71.8 (CH), 71.4 (CH), 71.3
(C), 70.6 (CH), 69.4 (CH), 68.7 (CH), 23.4 (CH3), 20.3
(CH3); IR (CH2Cl2): 3574 (br), 2980 (w), 1749 (vs), 1620
(s), 1463 (m), 1380 (m), 1328 (m), 1260 (m), 1104 (m); MS
(EI): 366 (M+, 100), 338 (42), 324 (44), 296 (73), 257 (65),
250 (80), 229 (49), 121 (24); HRMS (EI): calcd for
C20H22

56FeO3 366.0918, found: 366.0901.
21. Rivas, F. M.; Riaz, U.; Diver, S. T. Tetrahedron: Asym-

metry 2000, 11, 1703.
22. Representative procedure for synthesis of ferrocenyl

hydroquinones and quinones. Synthesis of 16A and 17A
(Table 2, entry A). A solution of 14A (275.0 mg, 0.75
mmol) in dioxane (15 mL) was heated to reflux under Ar
for a period of 5 h. The mixture was allowed to cool to
rt and the solvent was removed on a rotary evaporator.
Final purification was achieved by flash chromatography
on silica gel using 19:1 hexane/ethyl acetate as the eluent.
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Two fractions were isolated. First fraction (Rf=0.56 in
9:1 hexane/ethyl acetate) was assigned as 17A (green
solid, 46.5 mg, 17%). The second fraction (Rf=0.44 in 9:1
hexane/ethyl acetate) was identified as 16A (bright yellow
crystals, 198.0 mg, 72%).
Note that, if hydroquinones were not isolated, the crude
reaction mixture obtained above before column chro-
matography was immediately oxidized to the correspond-
ing quinones according to the following procedure.
Oxidation of 16A to 17A (Table 2, entry A). A solution of
16A (80.0 mg, 0.22 mmol) and PbO2 (525.8 mg, 2.20
mmol) in CH2Cl2 (5 mL) was stirred at rt for 30 min.
After filtration, the solvent was removed on a rotary
evaporator. Final purification was achieved by flash chro-
matography on silica gel using 9:1 hexane/ethyl acetate as
eluent. The fraction with Rf=0.56 in 9:1 hexane/ethyl
acetate was collected to give 17A (74.8 mg, 94%).
Spectral data for 16A: 1H NMR (CDCl3, 400.1 MHz): �

7.13 (s, 1H), 6.51 (s, 1H), 5.40 (s, 1H), 4.66 (s, 2H), 4.52
(s, 2H), 4.32 (s, 5H), 3.67 (septet, 1H, J=6.1 Hz), 2.24 (s,
3H), 1.11 (d, 6H, J=6.1 Hz); 13C NMR (CDCl3, 100.6
MHz): � 147.2 (C), 142.1 (C), 142.0 (C), 124.1 (C), 113.1
(C), 112.7 (CH), 75.5 (CH), 69.9 (note that ferrocene
carbons overlap each other and appear as broad singlet),
22.5 (CH3), 16.1 (CH3); IR (CH2Cl2): 3523 (br), 3374
(br), 2977 (m), 2928 (m), 2870 (vw), 1461 (vs), 1331 (m),
1203 (vs), 1104 (m), 1050 (s); MS (EI): 366 (M+, 100), 323
(40), 257 (95), 229 (18); HRMS (EI): calcd for
C20H22

56FeO3 366.0918, found 366.0901.
23. Spectral data for 17A: 1H NMR (CDCl3, 400.1 MHz): �

6.52 (s, 1H), 5.14 (s, 2H), 4.73 (septet, 1H, J=6.1 Hz),
4.51 (s, 2H), 4.14 (s, 5H), 2.08 (s, 3H), 1.27 (s, 3H, J=6.1
Hz), 1.27 (s, 3H); 13C NMR (CDCl3, 100.6 MHz): �

187.7 (C), 183.9 (C), 152.7 (C), 143.9 (C), 134.4 (CH),
134.0 (C), 76.3 (CH), 74.6 (C), 72.8 (CH), 70.7 (CH), 70.4
(CH), 23.1 (CH3), 15.6 (CH3); IR (CH2Cl2): 2981 (w),
1650 (vs), 1571 (w), 1380 (w), 1357 (w), 1188 (w), 1099
(m), 1064 (w); MS (EI): 364 (M+, 69), 322 (100), 294 (92),
257 (44), 229 (31), 121 (13); HRMS (EI): calcd for
C20H20

56FeO3 364.0761, found 364.0750.
Spectral data for 17B: 1H NMR (CDCl3, 400.1 MHz): �

6.54 (d, 1H, J=1.1 Hz), 4.67 (s, 2H), 4.49 (s, 2H), 4.13 (s,
5H), 2.12 (s, 3H), 2.05 (d, 3H, J=1.1 Hz); 13C NMR
(CDCl3, 100.6 MHz): � 188.1 (C), 187.0 (C), 145.4 (C),
143.6 (C), 139.3 (C), 134.2 (CH), 77.6 (C), 72.9 (CH),
70.5 (CH), 70.4 (CH), 16.2 (CH3), 15.5 (CH3); IR
(CH2Cl2): 3098 (w), 2961 (w), 2924 (w), 1650 (vs), 1636
(vs), 1580 (s), 1413 (m), 1270 (s), 1058 (m); MS (EI): 320
(M+, 100), 256 (85), 181 (5), 69 (9); HRMS (EI): calcd for
C18H16

56FeO2 320.0499, found 320.0490.
Spectral data for 17C: 1H NMR (CDCl3, 400.1 MHz): �

6.54 (s, 1H), 4.32 (s, 8H), 4.01 (s, 5H), 3.99 (s, 5H), 2.10

(s, 3H); 13C NMR (CDCl3, 100.6 MHz): � 186.2 (C),
185.7 (C), 145.4 (C), 141.8 (C), 141.5 (C), 133.6 (CH),
79.5 (C), 79.1 (C), 72.6 (CH), 70.1 (CH), 70.0 (CH), 69.6
(CH), 69.5 (CH), 16.0 (CH3); IR (CH2Cl2): 3098 (w),
2926 (w), 1650 (vs), 1542 (w), 1457 (s), 1306 (m), 1270
(w), 1216 (w), 1002 (w); MS (EI): 490 (M+, 100), 422 (46),
360 (10), 304 (14), 245 (8), 186 (8); HRMS (EI): calcd for
C27H22

56Fe2O2 490.0318, found 490.0326.
Spectral data for 17D: 1H NMR (CDCl3, 400.1 MHz): �

8.25 (m, 2H), 7.45 (m, 3H), 7.37 (s, 1H), 6.00 (septet, 1H,
J=6.0 Hz), 5.38 (s, 2H), 4.55 (s, 2H), 4.11 (s, 5H), 1.47
(d, 6H, J=6.0 Hz); 13C NMR (CDCl3, 100.6 MHz): �

188.3 (C), 187.6 (C), 161.6 (C), 140.4 (C), 137.7 (CH),
133.7 (C), 133.4 (CH), 131.7 (CH), 128.9 (CH), 128.6 (C),
77.6 (C), 75.4 (CH), 71.9 (CH), 70.7 (CH), 70.5 (CH),
23.9 (CH3); IR (CH2Cl2): 3069 (w), 2361 (vw), 1712 (w),
1667 (vs), 1625 (s), 1580 (m), 1451 (m), 1382 (m), 1358
(w), 1333 (w), 1094 (m); MS (EI): 426 (M+, 37), 384 (100),
385 (25), 319 (11); HRMS (EI): calcd for C25H22

56FeO3

426.0918, found 426.0921.
Spectral data for 17E: 1H NMR (CDCl3, 400.1 MHz): �

7.55 (m, 2H), 7.47 (m, 3H), 6.80 (s, 1H), 4.43 (s, 2H), 4.38
(s, 2H), 4.36 (s, 4H), 4.06 (s, 10H); 13C NMR (CDCl3,
100.6 MHz): � 185.9 (C), 185.6 (C), 146.2 (C), 143.0 (C),
141.5 (C), 133.9 (CH), 133.4 (CH), 130.2 (CH), 129.6
(CH), 128.9 (CH), 73.5 (CH), 73.4 (CH), 71.2 (C), 71.0
(C), 70.9 (CH), 70.8 (CH), 70.7 (CH), 70.6 (CH) (note
that some ferrocene carbons overlap on each other); IR
(CH2Cl2): 3099 (vw), 2928 (vw), 1650 (vs), 1457 (m), 1310
(m), 1150 (m), 1043 (m); MS (EI): 552 (M+, 100), 484
(23), 422 (9), 366 (21), 186 (6); HRMS (EI): calcd for
C32H24

56Fe2O2 552.0475, found 552.0498.
24. Spectral data for 19A: 1H NMR (CDCl3, 400.1 MHz): �

6.41 (s, 1H), 5.01 (s, 2H), 4.72 (septet, 1H, J=6.2 Hz),
4.40 (s, 2H), 4.03 (s, 5H), 2.00 (s, 3H), 1.18 (d, 6H, J=6.2
Hz); 13C NMR (CDCl3, 100.6 MHz): � 187.9 (C), 183.8
(C), 152.6 (C), 146.5 (C), 133.9 (C), 132.0 (CH), 76.4
(CH), 74.9 (C), 72.7 (CH), 70.5 (CH), 70.4 (CH), 23.1
(CH3), 16.7 (CH3); IR (CH2Cl2): 2979 (w), 1651 (vs), 1572
(w), 1380 (w), 1096 (m), 909 (s); MS (EI): 364 (M+, 91),
322 (99), 294 (100), 257 (72), 229 (12), 69 (17); HRMS
(EI): calcd for C20H20

56FeO3 364.0761, found 364.0748.
Spectral data for 19B: 1H NMR (CDCl3, 400.1 MHz): �

6.56 (s, 1H), 4.67 (s, 2H), 4.49 (s, 2H), 4.13 (s, 5H), 2.05
(s, 3H), 2.04 (s, 3H); 13C NMR (CDCl3, 100.6 MHz):): �

187.7 (C), 187.4 (C), 146.2 (C), 143.8 (C), 139.2 (C), 133.4
(CH), 77.6 (C), 72.9 (CH), 70.6 (CH), 70.4 (CH), 16.6
(CH3), 15.1 (CH3); IR (CH2Cl2): 2364 (w), 1650 (vs), 1632
(vs), 1583 (s), 1443 (m), 1372 (m), 1305 (s), 1051 (m); MS
(EI): 320 (M+, 100), 294 (10), 256 (67), 121 (8); HRMS
(EI): calcd for C18H16

56FeO2 320.0499, found 320.0495.
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