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Abstract: The advanced intermediates in the syntheses of tetrodotoxin reported by Fukuyama, Alonso, 

and Sato were prepared. The key steps in the synthesis of the title compounds involved the toluene 

dioxygenase–mediated dihydroxylation of either iodobenzene or benzyl acetate. The resulting diene 

diols were transformed to Fukuyama’s intermediate in six steps, to Alonso’s intermediate in nine steps 

and to Sato’s intermediate in ten steps, respectively.   

Tetrodotoxin (1), (TTX),[1] Figure 1, was first isolated by Tahara in 1909[2] and eluded precise structural 

determination for half a century. Following the successful preparation of the toxic principle in analytically 

pure crystalline form in the early 1950s,[3] a race broke out to elucidate the structure of this marine toxin. 

In 1964,[4] no fewer than four research groups reported successful elucidation.[5]  

 

Figure 1. Chemoenzymatic approach to advanced precursors of TTX. 
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The structure of TTX contains nine contiguous stereogenic centers in a molecule of only eleven carbons 

with the molecular weight slightly exceeding 300. The most intriguing structural feature is a 

dioxaadamantane skeleton with a cyclic guanidine containing a hemiaminal moiety, Figure 1. TTX 

naturally occurs in several species of pufferfish and some other aquatic animals, but it is believed to be 

produced by symbiotic bacteria.[6] The toxin is a potent inhibitor of voltage-gated sodium channels (Nav). 

At very low dosages it has a potential to treat cancer pain or relieving the symptoms of withdrawal in 

opiate addicts.[7] The important clinical applications and the intricate structure of TTX have attracted the 

attention of synthetic community and several syntheses were reported since the attainment of the 

racemate by Kishi in 1972.[8] The interest in this fascinating molecule continues unabated and many 

creative total syntheses have been published.[9] Additionally, various approaches to TTX have also been 

summarized.[10]  In this paper, we report a chemoenzymatic synthesis of the title advanced intermediates 

from diene diols 5 or 6, Figure 1, obtained by toluene dioxygenase-mediated dihydroxylation of 

iodobenzene or benzyl acetate, respectively. 

Fukyama’s synthesis of Boc-protected amine 2 proceeded in 13 steps from benzoquinone (see Scheme 1 

in the Appendix of the Supplemental Information Section for detailed description of the synthesis). 

Alonso’s approach started with furfural, which was converted in 12 steps to alcohol 4, Figure 1 (see 

Scheme 2 in the Appendix of the Supplemental Information Section for detailed description of the 

synthesis). Sato prepared the advanced intermediate 3 in 21 steps from D-glucose (see Scheme 3 in the 

Appendix of the Supplemental Information Section for detailed description of the synthesis).  
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Scheme 1. Synthesis of the key intermediate 7. a) p-TsOH·H2O, 2,2-DMP, rt; b) Pd(OAc)2, NEt3, CO (1 atm), MeOH, 

40°C; c) DIBAL (neat), benzene : n-hexane = 1 : 1, 0 °C; d) p-TsOH·H2O, 2,2-DMP, rt; K2CO3, MeOH, rt; e) O2 

(bubbling), TPP, hv, CH2Cl2; Et3N, rt (11: 46% from 5, 4 steps; 11: 68% from 6, 2 steps; 13: 42% from 6, 2 steps); f) 

LiOH, THF/H2O, 0°C, 50%; g)  p-TsOH·H2O, 2,2-DMP, 50°C, 80%. 

Ts = tosyl, DMP = dimethoxypropane, Ac = acyl, DIBAL = diisobutylaluminium hydride, TPP = tetraphenylporphyrin, 

THF = tetrahydrofuran. 

Our approaches to the advanced precursors of TTX shown in Figure 1 share the common intermediate 

enone 7, Scheme 1. We envisioned access to compounds of this type via enzymatic dihydroxylation of 

suitable aromatic substrates. This highly regio- and enantioselective dihydroxylation was discovered in 

1968 by Gibson[11a] who also later provided a robust recombinant organism, E. coli JM109 (pDTG601A), 

that overexpresses toluene dioxygenase.[11b] The use of this strain in whole-cell fermentations[11c] allows 

access to large amounts (>20 g/L) of the homochiral diene diols (such as 5 or 6, Scheme 1) that serve as 

ideal starting materials for enantioselective synthesis of highly oxygenated targets. To date many 

examples of efficient chemoenzymatic syntheses of natural products from diols of type 5 have been and 

continue to be published.[11d-f]  

Several generations of approaches to the synthesis of enone 7 were pursued in our group with the most 

efficient one proceeding in four steps from benzyl acetate 9. The 1st generation employed iodobenzene 8 

as a substrate for chemoenzymatic dihydroxylation by toluene dioxygenase.[11] The resulting iodo diol 5 

was converted to the key enone 7 in a five-step sequence. Acetonide protection, palladium catalyzed 

methoxycarbonylation,[12] and DIBAL reduction produced allylic alcohol 10. Construction of the 

tetrasubstituted carbon at C-6 (TTX numbering) was realized through [4+2] hetero-Diels-Alder 
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Scheme 2.  Synthesis of Fukuyama’s carbamate 2. a) 

TMSCH2CO2Et, LDA, THF, -78 to 0 °C; b) DIBAL, 

toluene, -78 to 0 °C, 80% (2 steps); c) n-BuLi, 

Ph3P+CH2CH2OH Br-, THF, -30 °C to rt, 64% (E : Z = 

8 : 1); d) Cl3CC(O)NCO, CH2Cl2, rt; Et3N, MeOH, rt, 

96%; e) TFAA, i-Pr2NEt, CH2Cl2, -78 °C to rt; LiOt-

Bu, -78 to 0 °C, 56%. 

DIBAL = diisobutylaluminium hydride, LDA = lithium 

diisopropylamide, t-Bu = tert-butyl, THF = 

tetrahydrofuran, TMS = trimethylsilyl, Boc = tert-

butyloxycarbonyl, TFAA = trifluoroacetic anhydride. 

 

 

 

cycloaddition with singlet oxygen followed by Kornblum-DeLaMare rearrangement,[13] utilized recently 

in our synthesis of pleiogenone.[14] The singlet oxygen cycloaddition took place exclusively from the less 

sterically hindered face of the diene moiety. The intermediate endo-peroxide was rearranged by means of 

triethylamine in the same reaction pot to furnish enone 11. Protection of the diol in 11 provided efficient 

access to 7 in an overall yield of 36% from diene diol 5. In the 2nd generation approach we used benzyl 

acetate 9 as a starting material, as this compound already contains the C-11 hydroxymethyl moiety of 

TTX. Acetonide protection of the diol in 6 furnished the photooxygenation precursor 12. Following the 

cycloaddition of singlet oxygen and the subsequent rearrangement furnished enone 13, whose 

deacetylation yielded shorter synthetic route to diol 11 and hence to the key enone 7 (33% overall yield 

from 6). Finally, in the 3rd generation approach, we realized that allylic alcohol 10 can be obtained 

directly from 6 in a one-pot fashion. Thus, acetonide protection of the diol in 6 followed by deacetylation 

provided rapid access to diene 10, which was then converted to enone 7 (54% from 6) in two subsequent 

synthetic operations as described above.  

With the rapid access to 7 in hand, we turned our 

attention to the synthesis of Fukuyama’s intermediate 

2. Allylic alcohol 14 was accessed in high yields via 

Peterson olefination/DIBAL reduction sequence and 

the precursor to rearrangement was prepared through 

carbamoylation of 14, as shown in Scheme 2. The 

allylic alcohol moiety in 14 can also be installed 

directly on 7 via means of Wittig olefination,[15] albeit 

in a lower yield. Upon dehydration of 15 with TFAA 

and Hunig’s base,[16] a facile [3,3]-sigmatropic 

rearrangement took place to yield isocyanate 

intermediate, which, upon treatment with lithium tert-

butoxide, furnished Fukuyama’s carbamate 2 in 56% 

yield, Scheme 2, in 6 steps from 6 (Fukuyama’s work: [𝛼]𝐷
24

 + 10° (c 0.97, CHCl3); This work: [𝛼]𝐷
22

 + 

9.8° (c 1.0, CHCl3)). Both E and Z isomers of 14 converge to the same Boc-amine 2. Fukuyama in his 

approach to TTX utilized the Z isomer of 15 as the rearrangement precursor (see Scheme 1 in the 

Appendix of the Supplemental Information Section for detailed description of the synthesis).  
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Scheme 3.  Synthesis of allylic alcohol 18. a) Br2, CH2Cl2, 

0°C; Et3N, 0 °C, 68%; b) Pd(PPh3)2Cl2, 

Bu3SnCH2OTBDPS, 1,4-dioxane, 90 °C, 64%; c) DIBAL, 

toluene, -78 to 0 °C, 94%. 

DIBAL = diisobutylaluminium hydride, TBDPS = tert-

butyldiphenylsilyl, Bu = butyl, Ac = acyl. 
 

 

 

Scheme 5.  Payne rearrangement. a) KOt-Bu, THF : 

HOt-Bu = 1 : 1, rt, 95%. 

THF = tetrahydrofuran, t-Bu = tert-butyl. 
 

 

 

Scheme 4.  Reductive epoxide opening approach to 4. a) mCPBA, CHCl3, reflux; b) 

IBX, EtOAc, reflux, 82% (21 : 22 = 3 : 7, 2 steps); c) Zn, Cp2TiCl2, THF/MeOH, -78 to 

0 °C, 20 %; d) Zn, Cp2TiCl2, THF/MeOH, 50 °C, 10-30 %. 

TBDPS = tert-butyldiphenylsilyl, mCPBA = meta-chloroperbenzoic acid, IBX = 2-

iodoxybenzoic acid, Cp = cyclopentadienyl, THF = tetrahydrofuran. 
 

 

The construction of the key cyclohexanone 3 

commenced with the bromination/ 

dehydrobromination sequence of 7 to furnish the 

vinyl bromide 16.[17] Introduction of the C-4 carbon 

proved possible by utilizing Stille coupling with an 

oxygenated stannane to provide TBDPS-silyl ether 

17,[18] whose DIBAL reduction gave efficient access 

to allylic alcohol 18, Scheme 3. The desired 

stereochemistry at C-5 of TTX can be accessed 

through hydroxyl directed 

epoxidation of 18. Oxidation of 

the intermediate epoxy alcohol 

19 with IBX provided the α,β-

epoxy ketone 21 as a precursor 

for reductive epoxide 

opening.[19] Unfortunately, the 

latter procedure gave 4 and its 

α-position epimer, 4’, as an 

inseparable mixture of 

diastereomers, Scheme 4. The 

stereochemistry of the 

intermediate epoxy alcohol was 

validated by subjecting the undesired epoxide 20 to a base-promoted Payne rearrangement, Scheme 5. 
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Figure 2. Hydride shift approach. 
 

 

Clearly, this process requires 

the trans arrangement of the 

oxirane and hydroxyl 

functionalities. Moreover, 

reductive epoxide opening was 

also performed with keto-

epoxide 22, as shown in Scheme 4, which could not have resulted in inversion of stereochemistry at C-5. 

In considering the problem of 

the undesired epimer formation, 

it seemed that a possible 

solution might involve a 

suprafacial delivery of a 

hydrogen by “hydride” 

migration of an already α-

configured hydrogen in 19 in an 

intramolecular fashion as shown 

in Figure 2. The key argument in favour of this manoeuvre assumed that it ought to be possible to prompt 

the rearrangement of 19 to 4 by either 

Lewis acid activation of the oxirane,[20] or 

deprotonation of an alcohol, so that the 

alkoxide would provide the necessary 

electron push,[21] wherein suprafacial 

hydride shift of the α-hydrogen from C-

8a would deliver it to the desired α-face 

at C-4a, thereby restoring the carbonyl 

moiety and producing 4 in a 

stereospecific fashion. To our 

disappointment, 19 was completely inert 

to any kind of Lewis acid or base 

activation. Assuming that the resident 

“hydride” lacks the optimal 

 

Figure 3. Stereoelectronic arguments. 
 

 

Scheme 6.  Synthesis of Alonso’s (4) and Sato’s (3) 

intermediates. a) mCPBA, CHCl3, reflux; b) TMSCl, imidazole, 

CH2Cl2, 85% (25 : 26 = 3 : 7, 2 steps); c) TiCl4, CH2Cl2, -78 °C, 

52% (27 : 4 = 4 : 1); d) BF3·Et2O, CH2Cl2, 0°C, 93%; e) 

CH2(OMe)2, P2O5, CH2Cl2, rt, 79%. 

TBDPS = tert-butyldiphenylsilyl, TMS = trimethylsilyl, mCPBA 

= meta-chloroperbenzoic acid. 
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stereoelectronic alignment with the σ*(C–O) of the oxirane, we prepared the TMS ether 25, from the free 

alcohol 19. The introduction of the steric hindrance between the TMS group and the adjacent acetonides 

forced the resident hydrogen to accommodate pseudoaxial orientation, as shown in Figure 3. Indeed, upon 

exposure of 25 to TiCl4,
[22] the desired hydride shift took place smoothly producing 27 and 4 in 4 : 1 ratio 

as the major products, with the required stereochemistry at the newly formed C-4a tertiary carbon center, 

as shown in Scheme 6. Removal of the TMS group in 27 provided the Alonso’s intermediate 4 in 49% 

yield from epoxy silyl ether 25 over two steps. Sato’s intermediate 3 (Sato’s work: [𝛼]𝐷
25

 - 5.5° (c 4.09, 

CHCl3); This work: [𝛼]𝐷
24

 - 3.5° (c 0.44, CHCl3))
[23] was then obtained by MOM protection of 4 with 

dimethoxymethane in the presence of phosphorus(V) oxide. Thus, Sato’s intermediate was synthesized in 

ten steps from 6. 

Finally, the undesired epoxide 26 

was also converted to Sato’s 

intermediate as shown in Scheme 7. 

TMS removal, Payne rearrangement, 

followed by inversion of 

stereochemistry at C-5 by oxidation-

reduction sequence provided epoxy 

alcohol 28. Alkylation of 28 with 

MOMCl and subsequent cleavage of 

the silyl ether moiety in 29 furnished 

primary alcohol 30. Iodination[24] of 

30 and reductive cleavage of the 

resulting 2,3-epoxyalkyliodide 31 by 

the sonochemically generated zinc-

copper couple[25] gave Sato’s allylic 

alcohol 32 (see Scheme 4 in the 

Appendix of the Supplemental Information Section for detailed description of the synthesis). This last 

approach corrected the lack of stereoselectivity in the epoxidation of 18; both epoxy alcohols 19 and 20 

can now be used to access Sato’s intermediate. 

 

Scheme 7.  The end game: conversion of 26 to Sato’s intermediate 32.  

a) K2CO3, MeOH, rt; b) KOt-Bu, THF : HOt-Bu = 1 : 1, rt; c) IBX, 

EtOAc, reflux; d) NaBH4, MeOH, rt, 64% (4 steps); e) NaHMDS, 

MOMCl, THF, 0 °C to rt, 88%; f) TBAF, THF, rt, 92%; g) I2, PPh3, 

imidazole, CH2Cl2, rt, 78%; h) Zn, CuI, EtOH/H2O/MeOH/THF, 

sonication, rt, 91%.  

THF = tetrahydrofuran, t-Bu = tert-butyl, TBDPS = tert-

butyldiphenylsilyl, TMS = trimethylsilyl, IBX = 2-iodoxybenzoic acid, 

HMDS = hexamethyldisilizide, MOM = methoxymethyl, TBAF = 

tetrabutylammonium fluoride. 
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In summary, two short chemoenzymatic routes to known advanced intermediates for (–)-TTX are 

described in this paper and were accomplished in just six and nine steps from 6, to Fukuyama’s and 

Alonso’s intermediates, respectively (these compounds can also be attained from 5). Alkylation of 

Alonso’s intermediate also formalized the preparation of Sato’s ketone 3 in ten steps from benzyl acetate. 

If our approach were to be used for the completion of (–)-TTX by the known methods the overall step 

count would be 21 or 22 steps from 6 via Fukuyama’s or Sato’s intermediate, respectively. 

 

Acknowledgements 

We are grateful to the following agencies for financial support of this work: Natural Sciences and Engineering 

Research Council of Canada (NSERC) (Idea to Innovation and Discovery Grants), Canada Research Chair 

Program, Canada Foundation for Innovation (CFI), TDC Research, Inc., TDC Research Foundation, the Ontario 

Partnership for Innovation and Commercialization (OPIC), and The Advanced Biomanufacturing Centre (Brock 

University). We are thankful to Helen Endoma (Brock University) for her skillful assistance in the fermentations. 

We thank to Razvan Simionescu and Dr. Liqun Qui for their help with NMR and mass spectrometry analyses, 

respectively.  

Keywords: hydride shift; tetrodotoxin; formal synthesis. 

 

[1] German: “tetrodongift”, meaning tetrodon poison. The name was assigned by Tahara (vide infra, ref. 2) who pioneered the 

isolation of the marine toxin. 

[2] a) Y. Tahara, J. Pharm. Soc. Japan 1909, 29, 587; b) Y. Tahara, Biochem. Z. 1911, 10, 255. 

[3] a) Yokoo, J. Chem. Soc. Japan 1950, 71, 590; b) K. Tsuda, M. Kawamura, J. Pharm. Soc. Japan 1952, 72, 771. 

[4] At the Natural Products Symposium of the International Union of Pure and Applied Chemistry (IUPAC) held in Kyoto, Japan, 12-

19 April research groups of K. Tsuda (University of Tokyo), T. Goto (Nagoya University), H. S. Mosher (Stanford University), 

and R. B. Woodward (Harvard University) presented their independent results. There was agreement that TTX is correctly 

represented as 1. 

[5] a) K. Tsuda, Chem. Pharm. Bull. Japan 1964, 12, 634; b) T. Goto, Y. Kishi, S. Takahashi, Y. Hirata, Tetrahedron 1965, 21, 2059; 

c) H. S. Mosher, F. A. Fuhrmann, H. D. Buchwald, H. G. Fischer, Science 1964, 144, 1100; d) R. B. Woodward, Pure & Appl. 

Chem. 1964, 9, 49. 

[6] T. Y. Magarlamov, D. I. Melnikova, A. V. Chernyshev, Toxins 2017, 9, 166. 

[7] G. Karimi, P. Lari in Encyclopedia of Toxicology (Third Edition), 2014. 

[8] a) Y. Kishi, M. Aratani, T. Fukuyama, F. Nakatsubo, T. Goto, S. Inoue, H. Tanino, S. Sugiura, H. Kakoi, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1972, 

94, 9217; b) Y. Kishi, T. Fukuyama, M. Aratani, F. Nakatsubo, T. Goto, S. Inoue, H. Tanino, S. Sugiura, H. Kakoi, J. Am. Chem. 

Soc. 1972, 94, 9219. 

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B9780123864543007909


9 
 

[9] Racemic synthesis: a) K. Sato, S. Akai, N. Sugita, T. Ohsawa, T. Kogure, H. Shoji, J. Yoshimura, J. Org. Chem. 2005, 70, 7496; 

Formal synthesis: b) F. Cagide-Fagin, R. Alonso, Eur. J. Org. Chem. 2010, 6741; c) S. Xu, M. A. Ciufolini, Org. Lett. 2015, 17, 

2424; Asymmetric synthesis: d) N. Ohyabu, T. Nishikawa, M. Isobe, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2003, 125, 8798; e) A. Hinman, J. Du 

Bois, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2003, 125, 11510; f) T. Nishikawa, D. Urabe, M. Isobe, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2004, 43, 4782; Angew. 

Chem. 2004, 116, 4886; g) K. Sato, S. Akai, H. Shoji, N. Sugita, S. Yoshida, Y. Nagai, K. Suzuki, Y. Nakamura, Y. Kajihara, M. 

Funabashi, J. Yoshimura, J. Org. Chem. 2008, 73, 1234; h) S. Akai, H. Seki, N. Sugita, T. Kogure, N. Nishizawa, K. Suzuki, Y. 

Nakamura, Y. Kajihara, J. Yoshimura, K. Sato, Bull. Chem. Soc. Jpn. 2010, 83, 279; i) T. Maehara, K. Motoyama, T. Toma, S. 

Yokoshima, T. Fukuyama, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2017, 56, 1. 

[10] J. Chau, M. A. Ciufolini, Mar. Drugs 2011, 9, 2046. 

[11] For discovery of this reaction see: a) D. T. Gibson, J. R. Koch, R. E. Kallio, Biochemistry 1968, 7, 2653; b) G. J. Zylstra, D. T. 

Gibson, J. Biol. Chem. 1989, 264, 14940; for medium-scale preparation of useful metabolites see: c) M. A. Endoma, V. P. Bui, V. 

P., J. Hansen, T. Hudlicky, Org. Process Res. Dev. 2002, 6, 525. For reviews see: d) T. Hudlicky, D. Gonzalez, D. T. Gibson, 

Aldrichimica Acta 1999, 32, 35; e) T. Hudlicky, J. W.  Reed, Synlett 2009, 685; f) T. Hudlicky, J. W. Reed, Chem. Soc. Rev. 2009, 

38, 3117. 

[12] J. Froese, J. Reed Hudlicky, T. Hudlicky, Org. Biomol. Chem. 2014, 12, 7810. 

[13] a) N. Kornblum, H. E. DeLaMare, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1951, 73, 880; b) Comprehensive Organic Name Reactions and Reagents 

(Ed.: Z.Wang), Wiley, Oxford 2010, pp. 1675 –1678; for mechanistic studies: c) D. R. Kelly, H. Bansal, G. J. J. Morgan, 

Tetrahedron Lett. 2002, 43, 9331; d) E. Mete, R. Altundas, H. Secen, M. Balci, Turk. J. Chem. 2003, 27, 145; for applications see: 

e) H. Tan, X. Chen, Z. Liu, D. Z. Wang, Tetrahedron 2012, 68, 3952; f) J. D. Parrish, M. A. Ischay, Z. Lu, S. Guo, N. R. Peters, T. 

P. Yoon, Org. Lett. 2012, 14, 1640; g) M. Zhang, N. Liu, W. Tang, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2013, 135, 12434; h) X. Zheng, S. Lu, Z. Li, 

Org. Lett. 2013, 15, 5432; i) H. Umihara, S. Yokoshima, M. Inoue, T. Fukuyama, Chem.–Eur. J. 2017, 23, 6993. 

[14] J. Froese, C. Overbeeke, T. Hudlicky, Chem.–Eur. J. 2016, 22, 6180. 

[15] a) B. E. Maryanoff, A. B. Reitz, B. A. Duhl-Emswiller, Tet. Lett. 1983, 24, 2477; b) B. E. Maryanoff, A. B. Reitz, B. A. Duhl-

Emswiller, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1985, 107, 217; c) B. E. Maryanoff, A. B. Reitz, B. A. Duhl-Emswiller, Phosphorus and Sulfur 

1983, 18, 187; d) E. J. Corey, P. Ulrich, A. Venkateswarlu, Tet. Lett. 1977, 37, 3231; for application see: e) S. Danishefsky, P. F. 

Schuda, T. Kitahara, S. J. Etheredge, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1977, 99, 6066. 

[16] a) Y. Ichikawa, Synlett 1991, 239; b) Y. Ichikawa, M. Tsuboi, M. Isobe, J. Chem. Soc., Perkin Trans. 1 1994, 2791; c) Y. 

Ichikawa, I. Osada, M. Ohtani, M. Isobe, J. Chem. Soc., Perkin Trans. 1 1997, 1449; d) Y. Ichikawa, T. Ito, T. Nishiyama, M. 

Isobe, Synlett 2003, 1034; e) T. Toma, Y. Kita, T. Fukuyama, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2010, 132, 10233. 

[17] K. C. Nicolaou, H. Ding, J.-A. Richard, D. Y.-K. Chen, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2010, 132, 3815. 

[18] K. Viswanathan, S. N. Ononye, H. D. Cooper, M. K. Hadden, A. C. Anderson, D. L. Wright, Bioorg. Med. Chem. Lett. 2012, 22, 

6919. 

[19] C. Hardouin, F. Chevallier, B. Rousseau, E. Doris, J. Org. Chem. 2001, 66, 1046. 

[20] M. E. Jung, A. Allen, Org. Lett. 2008, 10, 2039. 

[21] M. Harmata, P.  Rashatasakhon, Org. Lett. 2001, 3, 2535. 

[22] K. Maruoka, M. Hasegawa, H. Yamamoto, K. Suzuki, M. Shimazaki, G. Tsuchihashi, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1986, 108, 3827. 

[23] The optical rotation value reported in ref. 8g appeared to be incorrect. We would like to thank Professor Ken-ichi Sato (Nagoya 

University) for kindly providing us with the corrected [α]D value for ketone 3. 

[24] N. Kotoku, Y. Sumii, M. Kobayashi, Org. Lett. 2011, 13, 3514. 

[25] Original report: a) L. A. Sarandeses, A. Mourino, J.-L. Luche, J. Chem. Soc. Chem. Commun. 1991, 818; for application see: b) Q. 

Yang, J. T. Njardarson, C. Draghici, F. Li, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2013, 52, 8648. 


