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Abstract

Efficient C–H functionalization requires selectivity for specific C–H bonds. Progress has been 

made for directed aromatic substitution reactions to achieve ortho- and meta- selectivity, but a 

general strategy for para-selective C–H functionalization has remained elusive. Herein, we 

introduce a previously unappreciated concept which enables nearly complete para selectivity. We 

propose that radicals with high electron affinity elicit areneto-radical charge transfer in the 

transition state of radical addition, which is the factor primarily responsible for high positional 

selectivity. We demonstrate that the selectivity is predictable by a simple theoretical tool and show 

the utility of the concept through a direct synthesis of aryl piperazines. Our results contradict the 

notion, widely held by organic chemists, that radical aromatic substitution reactions are inherently 

unselective. The concept of charge transfer directed radical substitution could serve as the basis for 

the development of new, highly selective C–H functionalization reactions.

Historically, electrophilic aromatic substitution is perhaps the most important reaction class 

for the functionalization of aromatic C–H bonds, but typically affords mixtures of products 

(Figure 1a).1 Transition-metal catalyzed reactions have generally struggled with the same 

limitations in positional selectivity, except when a coordinating directing group on the arene 

substrate is utilized to position the catalyst within close proximity to a specific C–H bond.2,3 

This chelation-assisted approach has been successful in enabling C–H functionalization 

ortho,4,5 and in some cases meta,6 to the coordinating directing group (Figure 1b). Steric 

hindrance has been explored as a strategy to control positional selectivity in C–H 

functionalization, but product mixtures still result, particularly for monosubstituted 

arenes.7-9 There have been isolated reports of nonchelation-assisted aromatic C–H 
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functionalization reactions with anomalously high para selectivity for monosubstituted 

arenes; however, these reactions either require solvent quantities of arene or work only on 

activated arenes, and the origin of their para selectivity is unknown, precluding 

generalization to the design of other para selective functionalization reactions.10-12 Thus, no 

general strategy currently exists for highly para selective C–H functionalization. Such a 

strategy would constitute a novel complement to the classical electrophilic aromatic 

substitution paradigm, especially if no particular directing group is required.

Herein, we describe how aromatic substitution by highly electrophilic radicals, which are 

capable of eliciting significant charge transfer from the arene in the transition state of 

addition, exhibits high selectivity for positions para to substituents on the arene (Figure 1c). 

Radical aromatic substitution reactions normally do not proceed with synthetically useful 

positional selectivity on substituted arenes. For example, in the 2007 edition of Advanced 
Organic Chemistry by Carey and Sundberg, it is claimed that “there are some inherent limits 

to the usefulness of such reactions. Radical Substitutions are only moderately sensitive to 

substituent directing effects, so that substituted reactants usually give a mixture of products. 

This means that the practical utility is limited to symmetrical reactants, such as benzene, 

where the position of attack is immaterial.”13 The results reported herein demonstrate that, 

contrary to prior assumptions, radical aromatic substitution can furnish novel, useful 

products with high chemo- and positional selectivity when an appropriately electrophilic 

radical is used. We show that for most substrates, including monosubstituted arenes, only 

one of the possible positional isomers is observed in significant amounts. The charge 

transfer directed concept does not require a coordinating directing group as do chelation-

assisted C–H functionalization reactions because selectivity is determined by the electronic 

structure in the transition state as opposed to enforced proximity of the catalyst.

Results and Discussion

Charge Transfer Directed Radical Substitution

The doubly cationic radical TEDA2+•, derived from single electron reduction of Selectfluor, 

is capable of engaging in radical aromatic substitution to yield N-aryl-N’-
chloromethyldiazoniabicyclo[2.2.2]octane salts, which we have termed Ar–TEDA 

compounds (Figure 2, see page S25–S27 in Supporting Information for evidence implicating 

TEDA2+• as C–N bond forming species). The reaction is enabled by a dual catalyst 

combination: Pd catalyst 1, which we have introduced in a previous report, and 

Ru(bipy)3(PF6)2 (Figure 2a).14 Photoirradiation is not required for reaction, which works 

equally well when shielded from light. For most arenes only one of the possible positional 

isomers of the Ar–TEDA product is observed as judged by nuclear magnetic resonance 

spectroscopy; fluorobenzene, for example, yields the para substituted product in >99:1 

positional selectivity (Supplementary Figure S2). All monosubstituted arenes tested give the 

para substituted product as the only significant isomer. Disubstituted arenes and some 

heteroarenes likewise undergo clean substitution at the position para to the group with the 

strongest directing effect. Thus, the synthesis of Ar–TEDA compounds described here 

constitutes a general non-chelation-assisted C–H functionalization reaction, with the arene 
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as the limiting reagent, with nearly exclusive positional selectivity across a broad range of 

substitution patterns.

The TEDA2+• radical is an electrophilic radical, with an electron affinity of 12.4 eV, 

calculated by DFT. The high electron affinity of TEDA2+• should favor a large contribution 

of charge-transfer in the transition state of addition (Figure 2B), which in turn leads to high 

selectivity for aromatic substitution at the position from which charge transfer is the 

greatest.15-17 Therefore, a predictive tool for the positional selectivity of the reaction would 

be a metric which indicates the greatest extent of charge transfer that can be expected upon 

attack at a given position. We found Fukui nucleophilicity indices to be well-suited to this 

purpose. The Fukui nucleophilicity index of an atom, determined by simple quantum 

chemical calculations, is a measure of how readily electron density is transferred to an 

incoming electrophilic species attacking at the relevant atom.18-20 Fukui indices are 

especially convenient as a predictive tool because the Fukui index for all atoms in a given 

molecule are determined by a pair of simple calculations on the arene itself; there is no need 

to map the potential energy surface of the reaction by computing the transition states of 

various pathways.

Figure 2C shows several Ar–TEDA products and the corresponding starting material, with 

each aromatic carbon atom of the starting material labeled with its Fukui nucleophilicity 

index. The Fukui nucleophilicity index is successful in predicting the site of substitution by 

TEDA2+• in almost all cases. Certain 1,4-disubstituted arenes, including 1,4-

dichlorobenzene and 4-chloroanisole, yield ipso substitution of the halogen as the primary 

product.21 Gratifyingly, Fukui nucleophilicity indices correctly predict even the observed 

ipso substitution in these cases. If a non-substitutable functional group is present at the site 

with the highest Fukui index, substitution at the site with the next highest Fukui index is 

observed, as in methyl 4-methoxybenzoate (2g). Although steric hindrance to ortho attack 

may serve to further augment the para selectivity of the reaction, the fact that even 

fluorobenzene, with a single small substituent, gives >99:1 selectivity renders unlikely steric 

hindrance as the primary factor governing selectivity.

The high degree of positional selectivity we report here is unusual, especially in the context 

of radical aromatic substitution. A reason may be a lack of studies of substitution reactions 

by radicals of high electron affinity. While the TEDA2+• radical dication has been proposed 

as an intermediate in recently reported aliphatic C–H oxidation methodologies utilizing 

Selectfluor,22-24 to our knowledge addition of this radical to unsaturated systems has not 

been investigated. The most commonly employed radicals in a synthetic context are 

uncharged carbon-, oxygen-, nitrogen-, and halogen-based radicals, which have electron 

affinities in the range of 0.8–3.6 eV, far below the value for TEDA2+• (12.44 eV, Figure 3). 

Aromatic substitution reactions of most neutral radicals are known to proceed with low 

selectivity.13 For example, the phenyl radical has an electron affinity of 1.1 eV, and under 

conditions reported by Li, undergoes aromatic substitution with fluorobenzene to give an 

ortho:meta:para ratio of 47:16:37.25 The neutral phthalimide radical has a higher electron 

affinity (EA = 3.66 eV). We have found that the phthalimide radical, when generated under 

conditions reported by Sanford,26 undergoes aromatic substitution with fluorobenzene in a 
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37:11:52 ratio of ortho, meta, and para isomers; the selectivity for the para position is higher, 

though the other isomers still abound.

Positive charge increases electron affinity, and based on our findings and proposal, positively 

charged radicals should result in more selective arene substitution reactions. Monocationic 

aminium radicals have electron-affinities in the range of 7–8 eV, and their aromatic 

substitution reactivity was thoroughly investigated in seminal work by Minisci, who noted 

the higher selectivity of aminium radical addition compared to less electrophilic radicals. 

Under Minisci's conditions, the monocationic aminium radical derived from piperidine (EA 

= 7.74 eV) adds to fluorobenzene more selectively than the neutral phthalimide radical to 

afford an o:m:p ratio of 11:10:79. Minisci described the selectivity of monocationic aminium 

radicals as similar to the selectivity of electrophilic aromatic substitution, affording products 

of ortho and para substitution of monosubstituted arenes bearing electron donating 

groups.27-29 We have discovered that, for sufficiently electrophilic radicals, charge transfer 

in the transition state of addition can lead to high selectivity for the para position over ortho; 

we have rationalized the phenomenon in terms of charge transfer in the transition state, and 

have introduced Fukui indices as a tool for predicting the site of substitution. The second 

positive charge of the TEDA2+• aminium radical increases the electron affinity to 12.44 eV, 

and at this level, nearly absolute selectivity for the para position is observed for 

monosubstituted arenes.

The general applicability of the charge-transfer directed concept will depend on whether 

other radicals of comparable electron affinity to TEDA2+• can be designed. The 

uncommonly high electron affinity of TEDA2+• is due to its two positive charges; doubly 

cationic organic radicals are rare, presumably because there has been a lack of generally 

appreciated applications and because strategies for accessing them are unexplored. We 

anticipate that the correlation between electron affinity and positional selectivity described 

herein will stimulate research in high electron affinity radicals due to their potential to 

address the longstanding challenge of positional selectivity in C–H functionalization.

We furthermore note that radicals of electron affinity comparable to TEDA2+• need not in 

principle be based on cationic aminium radicals. For example, DFT calculations indicate that 

alkoxyl radicals exhibit a similar trend with increasing positive charge, though the septet 

oxygen atom itself lacks a formal charge (Supplementary Figure S11). Thus, in principle, 

highly electrophilic radicals could be designed for the installation of a variety of functional 

groups, not just C–N bonds.

Application to the synthesis of aryl piperazines

As one synthetic application of the charge transfer directed radical substitution concept, we 

have developed a two-step, one-pot synthesis of aryl piperazines from the corresponding aryl 

C–H compounds (Table 1). The procedure involves reduction of the Aryl–TEDA compounds 

by sodium thiosulfate, which converts the TEDA moiety into a piperazine heterocycle. 

Piperazines are a common motif in pharmaceuticals and materials; they constitute the third 

most common heterocycle present in the small molecule pharmaceuticals listed in the FDA 

Orange Book.30 Aryl piperazines are commonly synthesized by Buchwald-Hartwig cross 

coupling reactions of aryl electrophiles with piperazine derivatives.31 The direct synthesis of 
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aryl piperazines reported here is advantageous because it does not require a pre-

functionalized substrate, such as an aryl halide. Importantly, this advantage relies on the high 

and predictable positional selectivity of the reaction, which enables the high-yield synthesis 

of a single desired positional isomer. The reaction is operationally simple, and can be 

performed under air with commercial-quality solvent. Furthermore, the piperazine moiety is 

obtained with an unprotected secondary amine, ready for subsequent manipulation.

A variety of arenes, including 5- and 6-membered heteroarenes, undergo piperazination. 

Generally, attack of TEDA2+• ortho to substituents is unfavorable, and occurs only for arenes 

in which the preferred para position for substitution is blocked by a group which cannot 

undergo ipso substitution; this observation can be applied to block piperazination of certain 

positions, or even entire arene rings, as in substrates 3r and 3t. Product 3g demonstrates the 

limits of the positional selectivity of the reaction: the two substituents in 2-methyl-tert-

butylbenzene differ only slightly in their electron-donating ability, and the product was 

isolated as a 3.3:1 mixture of isomeric products. Although TEDA2+• is known to engage in 

sp3 C–H bond cleavage, we have observed no evidence of such side-reactions in our 

investigations, despite the fact that several substrates contain weak C–H bonds adjacent to 

aromatic rings (e.g., 3f) or ether oxygen atoms (e.g., 3e, 3k); addition of TEDA2+• to the 

unsaturated aromatic system outcompetes C–H bond cleavage.

For most substrates, nearly full conversion to the Ar–TEDA compound is observed, and in 

several cases the yield of the piperazine following the thiosulfate-mediated stage is lower. 

For example, the anti-cholesterol drug Fenofibrate undergoes Ar–TEDA formation in 88% 

yield, but upon treatment with sodium thiosulfate at 100 °C the yield of piperazine 3x is 

51%. The Ar–TEDA formation reaction exhibits significant functional group tolerance, 

despite the highly reactive and electrophilic nature of the TEDA2+• radical intermediate; for 

most substrates in Table 1, the majority of mass balance is lost in the piperazine formation 

step, not the Ar–TEDA formation step.

We have shown that the doubly cationic nitrogen-based radical TEDA2+• undergoes radical 

substitution with arenes with higher positional selectivity than any conventional 

methodology for arene substitution. We put forth a previously underappreciated rationale to 

explain and predict positional selectivities in charge transfer directed radical aromatic 

substitution: high selectivity is achieved through a high degree of charge-transfer in the 

transition state of addition. This charge transfer effect is maximized for radicals with high 

electron affinity. Our results can rationalize why known electrophilic radical substitution 

reactions of neutral radicals are typically not selective, and more importantly, they provide a 

framework to guide the design of new, selective arene substitution chemistry.

Methods

Representative C–H piperazination procedure: 1-(p-Tolyl)piperazine (3b)

A 100 mL pressure tube was charged with palladium complex 1 (13.6 mg, 21.4 μmol. 2.50 

mol%), Ru(bipy)3(PF6)2 (55.2 mg, 64.2 μmol, 7.50 mol%), and Selectfluor (455. mg, 1.28 

mmol, 1.50 equiv). Acetonitrile (4.3 mL, c = 0.20 M) was added, followed by toluene (91.1 

μL, 0.856 mmol, 1.00 equiv) via syringe. The reaction mixture was stirred at 23 °C for 24 h. 
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Saturated aqueous sodium thiosulfate (8.6 mL) and water (8.6 mL) were added, the pressure 

tube was sealed, and the reaction mixture was stirred at 100 °C for 2 h. After cooling to 

23 °C, the reaction mixture was transferred to a separatory funnel. Dichloromethane (20 mL) 

and ethylenediamine (1.5 mL) were added and the organic layer was washed with 6 M 

aqueous sodium hydroxide (5 mL). The aqueous layer was extracted with dichloromethane 

(2 × 10 mL). The combined organic layers were extracted with 1 M aqueous hydrochloric 

acid (2 × 15 mL). Ethylenediamine (5.0 mL) was added to the combined acidic aqueous 

layers, followed by basification with 6 M aqueous sodium hydroxide (8 mL). The basic 

aqueous layer was extracted with dichloromethane (3 × 15 mL). The combined organic 

layers were dried over sodium sulfate, filtered, and concentrated in vacuo to afford a red oil. 

The residue was purified by chromatography on silica gel eluting with a solvent mixture of 

dichloromethane/methanol/28% aqueous ammonium hydroxide (97.5/2.0/0.5 (v/v/v)) to 

afford 119. mg of the title compound as a yellow oil (79% yield).

Supplementary Material

Refer to Web version on PubMed Central for supplementary material.

Acknowledgments

The authors thank NIH-NIGMS (GM088237), NIH-NIBIB (EB013042), UCB Pharma, and Kwanjeong 
Educational Foundation for funding. The authors further thank Jarrod McClean (Harvard University) for helpful 
discussions.

References

1. Taylor, R. Electrophilic Aromatic Substitution. John Wiley & Sons; 1990. 

2. Wencel-Delord J, Glorius F. C–H bond activation enables the rapid construction and late-stage 
diversification of functional molecules. Nature Chem. 2013; 5:369–375. doi:10.1038/nchem.1607. 
[PubMed: 23609086] 

3. Kuhl N, Hopkinson MN, Wencel-Delord J, Glorius F. Beyond Directing Groups: Transition-Metal-
Catalyzed C–H Activation of Simple Arenes. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2012; 51:10236–10254. doi:
10.1002/anie.201203269. 

4. Engle KM, Mei T-S, Wasa M, Yu J-Q. Weak Coordination as a Powerful Means for Developing 
Broadly Useful C–H Functionalization Reactions. Acc. Chem. Res. 2011; 45:788–802. doi:10.1021/
ar200185g. [PubMed: 22166158] 

5. Lyons TW, Sanford MS. Palladium-Catalyzed Ligand-Directed C–H Functionalization Reactions. 
Chem. Rev. 2010; 110:1147–1169. doi:10.1021/cr900184e. [PubMed: 20078038] 

6. Leow D, Li G, Mei T-S, Yu J-Q. Activation of remote meta-C-H bonds assisted by an end-on 
template. Nature. 486:518–522. doi: 10.1038/nature11158. [PubMed: 22739317] 

7. Cheng C, Hartwig JF. Rhodium-Catalyzed Intermolecular C–H Silylation of Arenes with High 
Steric Regiocontrol. Science. 2014; 343:853–857. doi:10.1126/science.1248042. [PubMed: 
24558154] 

8. Mkhalid IAI, Barnard JH, Marder TB, Murphy JM, Hartwig JF. C–H Activation for the Construction 
of C–B Bonds. Chem. Rev. 2009; 110:890–931. doi:10.1021/cr900206p. [PubMed: 20028025] 

9. Saito Y, Segawa Y, Itami K. para-C–H Borylation of Benzene Derivatives by a Bulky Iridium 
Catalyst. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2015 doi:10.1021/jacs.5b02052. 

10. Romero NA, Margrey KA, Tay N, E. Nicewicz DA. Site-Selective Arene C–H Amination via 
Photoredox Catalysis. Science. 349:1326–1330. [PubMed: 26383949] 

Boursalian et al. Page 6

Nat Chem. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2016 December 06.

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript



11. Sibbald PA, Rosewall CF, Swartz RD, Michael FE. Mechanism of N Fluorobenzenesulfonimide 
Promoted Diamination and Carboamination Reactions: Divergent Reactivity of a Pd(IV) Species. 
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2009; 131:15945–15951. doi:10.1021/ja906915w. [PubMed: 19824646] 

12. Wang X, Leow D, Yu J-Q. Pd(II)-Catalyzed para-Selective C–H Arylation of Monosubstituted 
Arenes. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2011; 133:13864–13867. doi:10.1021/ja206572w. [PubMed: 
21834576] 

13. Carey, FA.; Sundberg, RJ. Advanced Organic Chemistry. Vol. 2. Springer; 2007. p. 1052-1053.

14. Boursalian GB, Ngai M-Y, Hojczyk KN, Ritter T. Pd-Catalyzed Aryl C–H Imidation with Arene as 
the Limiting Reagent. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2013; 135:13278–13281. doi:10.1021/ja4064926. 
[PubMed: 23998528] 

15. Fischer H, Radom L. Factors Controlling the Addition of Carbon-Centered Radicals to Alkenes—
An Experimental and Theoretical Perspective. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2001; 40:1340–1371. doi:
10.1002/1521-3773(20010417)40:8<1340::AID-ANIE1340>3.0.CO;2-#. 

16. Wong MW, Pross A, Radom L. Comparison of the Addition of CH •3, CH OH• 2 , and CH CN• 2 
Radicals to Substituted Alkenes: A Theoretical Study of the Reaction Mechanism. J. Am. Chem. 
Soc. 1994; 116:6284–6292. doi:10.1021/ja00093a031. 

17. Wong MW, Pross A, Radom L. Addition of tert-Butyl Radical to Substituted Alkenes: A 
Theoretical Study of the Reaction Mechanism. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1994; 116:11938–11943. doi:
10.1021/ja00105a037. 

18. Parr RG, Yang W. Density functional approach to the frontier-electron theory of chemical 
reactivity. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1984; 106:4049–4050. doi:10.1021/ja00326a036. 

19. Lewars, E. Computational Chemistry. Kluwer Academic Publishers; 2003. p. 425-436.

20. Ayers PW, Levy M. Perspective on “Density functional approach to the frontier-electron theory of 
chemical reactivity”. Theor. Chem. Acc. 2000; 103:353–360. doi:10.1007/s002149900093. 

21. Traynham JG. Ipso substitution in free-radical aromatic substitution reactions. Chem. Rev. 1979; 
79:323–330. doi:10.1021/cr60320a002. 

22. Bloom S, et al. A Polycomponent Metal-Catalyzed Aliphatic, Allylic, and Benzylic Fluorination. 
Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2012; 51:10580–10583. doi:10.1002/anie.201203642. 

23. Pitts CR, et al. Direct, Catalytic Monofluorination of sp3 C–H Bonds: A Radical-Based 
Mechanism with Ionic Selectivity. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2014; 136:9780–9791. doi:10.1021/
ja505136j. [PubMed: 24943675] 

24. Michaudel Q, Thevenet D, Baran PS. Intermolecular Ritter-Type C–H Amination of Unactivated 
sp3 Carbons. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2012; 134:2547–2550. doi:10.1021/ja212020b. [PubMed: 
22276612] 

25. Cheng Y, Gu X, Li P. Visible-Light Photoredox in Homolytic Aromatic Substitution: Direct 
Arylation of Arenes with Aryl Halides. Org. Lett. 15:2664–2667. doi:10.1021/ol400946k. 
[PubMed: 23688041] 

26. Allen LJ, Cabrera PJ, Lee M, Sanford MS. N-Acyloxyphthalimides as Nitrogen Radical Precursors 
in the Visible Light Photocatalyzed Room Temperature C–H Amination of Arenes and 
Heteroarenes. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2014; 136:5607–5610. doi:10.1021/ja501906x. [PubMed: 
24702705] 

27. Citterio A, et al. Polar effects in free radical reactions. Homolytic aromatic amination by the amino 
radical cation, •+NH3: reactivity and selectivity. J. Org. Chem. 1984; 49:4479–4482. doi:10.1021/
jo00197a030. 

28. Minisci F. Novel Applications of Free-Radical Reactions in Preparative Organic Chemistry. 
Synthesis. 1973:1–24. doi:10.1055/s-1973-22123. 

29. Minisci F. Nuovi Processi per Introdurre l'azoto in Molecole Organiche con Reazioni Radicaliche: 
Azidazione e Amminazione. La Chimica e L'industria (Milano). 1967; 49:705–719.

30. Taylor RD, MacCoss M, Lawson ADG. Rings in Drugs. J. Med. Chem. 57:5845–5859. [PubMed: 
24471928] 

31. Fischer C, Koenig B. Palladium- and copper-mediated N-aryl bond formation reactions for the 
synthesis of biological active compounds. Beilstein Journal of Organic Chemistry. 2011; 7:59–74. 
doi:10.3762/bjoc.7.10. [PubMed: 21286396] 

Boursalian et al. Page 7

Nat Chem. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2016 December 06.

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript



Summary sentence

Exceptional positional selectivity in aromatic substitution is achievable through a 

previously unappreciated phenomenon: radicals with high electron affinity undergo 

radical aromatic substitution with nearly exclusive para selectivity by eliciting significant 

arene-to-radical charge transfer in the transition state of addition.
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Figure 1. Selective C–H functionalization
a, Electrophilic Aromatic Substitution generally yields mixtures of isomers. b, Lewis basic 

directing groups direct functionalization to proximal bonds by chelation assistance. DG = 

Directing Group. c, Charge-transfer directed approach: arene-to-radical charge transfer, 

elicited by highly electrophilic radicals, leads to high para selectivity.
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Figure 2. Charge transfer directed aromatic substitution
a, Conversion of fluorobenzene to the corresponding Ar–TEDA compound 2a. b, Positional 

selectivity of TEDA2+· substitution is due to the stabilizing effect of arene-to-radical charge 

transfer in the transition state of addition. EA = Electron Affinity, refers to gas phase 

adiabatic electron affinity calculated by DFT. c, The position of substitution by TEDA2+· is 

predictable by Fukui indices. Fukui indices depicted are multiplied by ten for simplicity of 

presentation. DFT computations of Fukui indices and electron affinity of TEDA2+· 

performed at the (U)B3LYP/6-311G(d) level of theory, with continuum polarization solvent 
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model for Fukui index calculations. Note that Fukui indices are computed for one 

conformation of the molecule, so indices of positions that are symmetrically disposed about 

a substituent need not be equal. See Supplemental Information for full computational details. 

† Substitution in the 2-position was observed in 11% yield in addition to ipso substitution 

(Supplemental Information). § Substitution in the 2-position was observed in 10% yield in 

addition to ipso substitution (Supplemental Information).
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Figure 3. Selectivity for para substitution increases with increasing electron affinity of the radical
Electron affinities refer to gas phase adiabatic electron affinity calculated at the (U)B3LYP/

6-311G(d) level of theory.
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Table 1

Two-step, one-pot synthesis of aryl piperazines by charge transfer directed C–H functionalization.
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