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The Deuterated “Magic Methyl” Group: A Guide to Site-
Selective Trideuteromethyl Incorporation and Labeling by
Using CD; Reagents
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Abstract: In the field of medicinal chemistry, the precise
installation of a trideuteromethyl group is gaining ever-
increasing attention. Site-selective incorporation of the deu-
terated “magic methyl” group can provide profound pharma-
cological benefits and can be considered an important tool
for drug optimization and development. This review provides
a structured overview, according to trideuteromethylation
reagent, of currently established methods for site-selective
trideuteromethylation of carbon atoms. In addition to CD,,

~

the selective introduction of CD,H and CDH, groups is also
considered. For all methods, the corresponding mechanism
and scope are discussed whenever reported. As such, this
review can be a starting point for synthetic chemists to
further advance trideuteromethylation methodologies. At the
same time, this review aims to be a guide for medicinal
chemists, offering them the available C—CD; formation
strategies for the preparation of new or modified drugs.

/

1. Introduction

With around 80% of the top-selling drugs containing a methyl
group, the importance of site-selective methylation in medicinal
chemistry cannot be overestimated.” This is not surprising as
methylation is one of the most prevalent and important
chemical transformations in biology.” For example, just one Me
unit distinguishes thymine (DNA) from uracil (RNA). Five amino
acids just differ in number and position of methyl units, which
ultimately will influence enzyme functionality.” Likewise,
installation of a methyl unit can be a great tool to profoundly
alter and optimize the pharmacological properties of drugs by
inducing stereoelectronic and solubility effects.”” Via stereo-
electronic effects, methylation can change or improve the
affinity of a compound to a receptor with a minimal change in
physical properties of the molecule.”! As such, methylation can
be a strategy to develop more selective and potent drugs.””
This effect can be dramatic in terms of both changes and
improvements in the drug-bioreceptor interaction. For example,
methylation has been demonstrated to change an antagonist
into an agonist/allosteric modulator.” In the case of improved
drug-bioreceptor interaction, boosts in potency up to 507 fold
have been reported.” This very large potency increase resulting
from a C—H to C—Me transformation is described as the “magic
methyl effect”. This so-called “magic methyl effect” is attributed
to “the induction of profound conformational changes leading
to low energy conformers that better approximate the bound
state”. In addition, the ease of enzymatic metabolization and
thus half-life of the drug can be affected by methylation via
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stereoelectronics.” Apart from these stereoelectronic effects,
also the solubility properties change upon methylation as a
result of branching, which on its turn can improve the drug
availability at the target location. Unlike the popular and
sterically analogous CF; group, the lipophilicity of the molecule
does not change much upon methylation, avoiding the
formation of too greasy molecules and consequently a violation
of the rules of Lipinsky."”

A deeper understanding of these effects, provoked by
methylation, on the pharmacology of bioactive compounds is
provided by the work of Lovering."™! Here the increase of
saturation and the resulting three dimensionality of a com-
pound (“escape from flatland”) is described to lead to higher
clinical success. At the same time, an increase in saturation
improves solubility. Not only in drug development but also in
peptide chemistry, methylation is adopted as a well-established
strategy to achieve the desired pharmacological properties.'?
When the hydrogen atoms of the methyl group are inter-
changed for deuterium atoms (the most conventional isosteric
replacement) additional benefits in terms of medicinal proper-
ties can be obtained. The C—D bond is stronger than the C—H
bond due to the kinetic isotope effect, so replacing C—H bonds
with C—D bonds can lead to drugs that are less prone to
oxidative metabolization and, therefore, longer-acting."® Apart
from optimizing the pharmacokinetics, site-selective deutera-
tion can also lead to reduced toxicity via “metabolic shunting”,
increased bio-activation, stabilization of unstable stereoisomers
and even a reduction in drug interactions."*¥ Only recently has
there been increased interest in deuterated drugs, mainly due
to extra costs and synthetic challenges. In 2017, deutetrabena-
zine (Austedo) was approved by the FDA as the first deuterated
drug (Figure 1). Deutetrabenazine is, in fact, just an improve-
ment of a drug already on the market by so-called “deuterium
switching”. Another strategy is deuterium incorporation during
the early stage of drug development.¥ A very extensive
review on deuterated drugs and their applications was
published in 2019 by Pirali et al."*®

By installing a trideuteromethyl (CD;) group, the mentioned
benefits of site-selective methylation and deuteration can be
exploited in one chemical building block. There are currently
multiple CD,-containing drugs in the clinical phase, and
deutetrabenazine, the first approved deuterated drug, contains
two OCD; groups (Figure 1).
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In the following we discuss currently established methods
for site-selective trideuteromethylation of carbon atoms accord-
ing to the trideuteromethylation reagents and discuss the
corresponding mechanisms and scope of the methodologies.
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Figure 1. CD;-containing approved drug and drug candidates in clinical
trials."6"3

2. [D,]JMethanol

Deuterated methanol is one of the most accessible CD; sources
that also can act as a reagent for C—CD; bond formation. As a
trideuteromethylation reagent CD,0D is especially interesting.
It is an inexpensive, relatively low-toxic trideuteromethylation
reagent with high atomic efficiency. Furthermore, CD;OD not
only acts as a direct trideuteromethylation reagent but is also
the precursor for the preparation of nearly all other
trideuteromethylation reagents, including CD;l or CD;0Ts.['”!

2.1. Transition metal (TM)-free trideuteromethylation

The direct use of [D,Jmethanol is hampered by the fact that
CD,OD is a weak electrophilic agent for alkylation reactions.
Consequently, non-TM catalyzed reactions are near to nonexis-
tent. Hatano used [D,Jmethanol in the supercritical state in the
presence of an excess of CD;ONa for the introduction of the
CD; group at the 9-position in fluorene (Scheme 1).'¥ The
mechanism of this transformation is not fully understood and
most likely involves passage through a CD,O intermediate,
supposedly formed together with D,O and CD, through the
decomposition of CD;0D.

Hatano (2006)

Scheme 1. CD; installation on fluorene with supercritical CD;0D.

CD3ONa (2.5eq.)

CD3OD (supercrit), 450 °C

76%
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Due to the shortcomings of noncatalytic approaches, more
efficient methods, such as borrowing hydrogen (BH) strategies
using cost-effective and environmentally friendly iron or
manganese-based catalysts, have recently been developed.

2.2. Trideuteromethylation through Borrowing Hydrogen
Catalysis

In the BH methodology (also known as hydrogen autotransfer),
the alcohol is subjected to intermediate oxidation by a catalyst
("borrows” hydrogen from the substrate), to the corresponding
aldehyde (Scheme 2). The formed aldehyde subsequently reacts
with the nucleophilic component. At the end of the cycle, the
adduct is hydrogenated by a catalytic complex, and an alkylated
product is formed. An overview of BH catalysis and the use of
methanol as a C; source can be found in publications of Corma
and Jagadeesh."

The BH methodology is a very useful transformation;
however, it should be noted that this direct methylation with
methanol is not devoid of internal problems due to the high
stability of methanol against dehydrogenation leading to the
use of high temperatures and strong bases, and the formation
of unstable intermediates.

2.2.1. e-Trideuteromethylation of enolates

For o-trideuteromethylation via BH catalysis, propiophenone
has been used as a test substrate by many research groups.
Kundu etal. was the first to report a-trideuteromethylated
methyl ketones. Using a moisture- and air-stable Ru-catalyst, a-
CD;-alkylated propriophenone was obtained in 83% yield
(Scheme 3a).*” Mechanistic studies and DFT calculations sug-
gest an enone intermediate. Aside from using an expensive
ruthenium catalyst, this first variant of BH-trideuteromethylation
required a large excess of the base KOtBu (4 equiv.). In 2018
Morrill et al. used a Knélker-type iron precatalyst activated with
trimethylamine N-oxide for the C-methylation of ketones.?"
This led to an improvement over the work of Kundu, and an
excellent yield of 95% was obtained (Scheme 3b). With
methanol, oxindoles and indoles also underwent BH meth-
ylation under the same conditions. As in the report of the
Kundu reaction conditions, the probable enone intermediate
was also tested, delivering a CH,D-methylated product in 74%
yield.

CD,0D D;C—@®D

M

“Borrowing D,” “Returning D,”

[M]D2

HZO D D

Scheme 2. Schematic of the borrowing hydrogen process with [D,Jmethanol.
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Scheme 3. a-Trideuteromethylation of ketones with CD;0D. a) KOtBu

(4 equiv.), 85°C, 24 h; b) Me;NO (0.04 equiv.), NaOH (2 equiv.), 80°C, 24 h; c)
Cs,CO; (4 equiv.), 105°C, 24 h; d) PCys, LiOtBu (0.3 eq), 130°C, 48 h e) KOH
(0.1 equiv.), KsPO, (2 equiv.), 90°C, 24 h.

The Knolker iron catalyst is well known for its transfer
hydrogenation ability and has low toxicity and a rather low
price compared to precious metal catalysts. In fact, the search
for non-noble earth-abundant hydrogen atom transfer catalysts
is currently a very active field. From that perspective, Rueping
and co-workers realized further progress by developing a
selective C;-methylation process using an air- and moisture-
stable Mn' pincer complex.”?

Manganese is the third most common transition metal in
the Earth’s crust, and the area of manganese catalyst research is
currently developing rapidly. Various substituted ketone deriva-
tives, as well as cyclic, (hetero)aromatic and aliphatic ketones,
formed a-methylated products with good to excellent yields. In
the case of acetophenone derivatives, di-trideuteromethylation
took place (Scheme 3c).”® It was also demonstrated that when
using CD;0H, concomitant deuteration of the a-position can be
avoided. In 2019, Venkatasubbaiah reported selective [Ds]
methylation of propriophenone derivatives (Scheme 3d). How-
ever, their method relies on an expensive palladacycle and does
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not deliver additional benefits compared to the mentioned Fe
and Mn catalytic systems. Renaud went a step further and
applied this BH strategy in a tandem three-component reaction
catalyzed by a Kndlker-type iron catalyst for the preparation of
a-branched methylated ketones from methanol, benzyl alcohol
and a ketone substrate.”’ When CD;OD was used instead of
MeOH, an a-CD,H-labeled ketone was obtained, indicating that
benzyl alcohol acted as a hydrogen source (Scheme 3e). All
previously discussed methods are limited to ketone substrates.
In 2018, Sortais reported for the first time a-trideuterometh-
ylation of an ester, although in low yield (20%), with a similar
Mn' pincer-catalyst as the Rueping group (Scheme 4a). The
same catalyst also achieved [Ds]methylation of 1,3-diphenylpro-
pan-1-one in high yield (82%).”® Furthermore, Obora in 2019
reported a-methylation of aryl esters by utilizing an [IrCl(cod),]/
dppe-catalyzed process. One trideuteromethylated example
obtained in 45% vyield is shown (Scheme 4b).*” It should,
however, be noted that for both methods, ester OMe-to-OCD,
exchange took place in addition to a-trideuteromethylation.

2.2.2. Trideuteromethylation of alcohols and nitriles

Based on the progress made in carbonyl a-methylation, there
has been rapid progress in f-methylation of alcohols (crossed
aldol reaction). The groups of Morrill?® and Renaud® reported
the selective f-methylation of substituted aryl alcohols in the
presence of diaminocyclopentadienone iron tricarbonyl com-
plex (Scheme 5a, b). The complex showed good reactivity
towards the selective 3-methylation of substituted 2-arylethanol
derivatives. To further demonstrate the usefulness of the Fe-
catalyzed procedure, the Morrill group showed that the process
may be extended to allyl alcohols, resulting in products with
moderate to excellent yields (Scheme 7d, below).*” During
methylation with CD,;0D there was near complete incorporation
of deuterium at the a- and for 54% at f-position. This
percentage of 54% can be understood when an iron hydride,
formed by dehydrogenation of allyl alcohol or methanol, is
involved in the mechanism. Leitner et al. recently demonstrated
p-methylation of alcohols employing highly effective air-stable
molecular manganese complex that requires only low loadings
(0.5 mol%; Scheme 5¢).°" A [D;lmethylation experiment was
conducted, but no yield was reported; however, methylated

co ‘\Br‘
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—| PiPr,

base
—a
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b) Obora (2019)

SN base
o [IrCI cod)z]

Scheme 4. o-Trideuteromethylation of esters with CD;0D. a) NaOtBu
(1 equiv.), toluene, 120°C, 20 h; b) dppe, KOtBu (0.7 equiv.), 150° C, 48 h.
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Scheme 5. C[D;]methylation of alcohols and nitriles. Reaction conditions: a)
Me;NO (0.1 equiv.), NaOH (2 equiv.), 130°C, 24 h; b) NaOH (0.1 equiv.),
NaOtBu (1 eq.), tBuOH, 110°C, 40 h; c) NaOtBu (3 equiv.), 150°C, 24 h.

products under the same reaction conditions were obtained in
85% yield.

Alkylation of the nitriles is a well-studied topic in BH-
methodology, owing to the pioneering work of Grigg and co-
workers.®? The deuteromethylation on 2-phenylpropanenitrile
was demonstrated by the Kundu group and relied on Ru
complexes (Scheme 5e).%¥ Interestingly, a transition from bipyr-
idine-type ligand to phen-py-OMe and Cs,CO; as a base instead
of KOtBu resulted in tandem C-methylation as well as N-
methylation. In this manner, a D;, compound was obtained in
one step in 81% yield (Scheme 5f).2%
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2.2.3. Borrowing Hydrogen catalytic trideuteromethylation of
aromatic substrates

Following the pioneering work of Grigg and co-workers, who
first reported the BH strategy, Cai and his colleagues reported a
simple and straightforward methylation approach in the syn-
thesis of biologically important alkylated indoles and pyrroles
with cyclopentadienyl iridium catalyst (Scheme 6a).*% [D,]
methylation of indole delivered [Ds]skatole, which is widely
used to study metabolic kinetics, in 81% yield.®” Although
noble metal catalysts such as Ir and Ru are well known to be
effective for the BH alkylation, they have limitations due to the
price, toxicity and difficulty of recovery. To address this issue,
Morrill entered the topic of indole alkylation and suggested an
inexpensive and benign Knélker-type (cyclopentadienone)iron
carbonyl complex precatalyst [Fe1] (Scheme 3), activated with
trimethylamine N-oxide for the C-methylation of a broad range
of substrates, including indole. With the new catalyst, the same
indole C2-trideuteromethylation occurred with a yield of 67%
(Scheme 6b).?"

In another study related to trideuteromethylation of
aromatic substrates, Hong and Kim in 2017 have demonstrated
ortho-aminomethylation and methylation of electron-rich phe-
nols with in situ generated (iPr)-RuH,(CO)(PPh,),. A reaction of
[D,Jmethanol with 2-naphthol, during mechanistic studies,
resulted in the formation of CDs-labeled product in 88% yield
(Scheme 6¢).”¥ Although the direct introduction of the CD,
group on the aromatic ring via CH functionalization with CD;0D
would be of high value for drug development, it has
unfortunately not yet been developed further.

2.3. Trideuteromethylation of quinolines

In 2017 a study on the use of methanol as an alkylating reagent
of electron-deficient heteroarenes was published by Li and co-
workers.®¥ The room-temperature UV-mediated reaction under
air did not require an external photosensitizer or TM catalyst.
Their strategy was based on the photochemical generation of a
hydroxymethyl radical in a mixture of CH,Cl,/MeOH. CH,Cl,
significantly increased the yield as it promoted hydroxymethyl
radical generation, the rate-limiting step. Three different routes

a) Cai (2015) Kodulled) 84%
[Cpirci; \H
CD,OD, 140 °C

NH Y
. Me3NO (0.4 eq.), /
\ KCO3(2eq.) 67% CDs

[Fet]
CD,0D, 90 °C

b) Morrill (2018)

c) Hong (2017)

-

CD50D (0.5 eq.)
Pyrrolidine (1 eq.)

88%

Ru(acac)s/Triphos
THF, 150 °C [ }

Scheme 6. [D;]methylation of indole and naphthalen-2-ol by BH-strategy.
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Scheme 7. D; methylation of quinolines with CD,0D.

are proposed for the generation of hydroxymethyl radicals: via
electron transfer to the protonated substrate, via a chlorine
radical generated from CH,Cl,, or by electron transfer between
CD,0D and CH,Cl, (Scheme 9a, below). Trifluoroacetic acid was
used for the protonation of substrates. This protonated
substrate is subsequently attacked by the nucleophilic radical.
The formed cationic radical is in resonance with an enamine
radical that, upon loss of water, forms a diene cationic radical
intermediate that undergoes an electron transfer with CD,0D.
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In the final step, tautomerization affords the end product
(Scheme 7a).

Not only quinoline but also benzothiazole, purine and
nicotinic acid derivatives underwent site-selective methylation
under the same reaction conditions. Slightly changing reaction
conditions also afforded methylated isoquinoline and pyridine
derivatives. Trideuteromethylation was only demonstrated for
one quinoline substrate. When using CD;0H instead of CD,0D
in CH,Cl, the CD,H labeled product was delivered (Scheme 7a).
Similarly, Barriault in 2017 described a photochemical alkylation
of quinolines, pyridines, and phenanthridines using UVA LED
light under argon atmosphere.*” Instead of TFA, HCl is used as
acid and no CH,Cl, was added. In the case of DCl in D,O and
[D,Jmethanol as a solvent, the CD;-product was obtained in
77 % yield (Scheme 7b). By combining the appropriate solvents
and acid also CD,H and CDH, labeling could be achieved. The
presented mechanism is very similar to the mechanism of Li,
starting with hydroxymethyl radical generation. In 2020, the
same group used a catalytic system based on an iridium
photocatalyst, DCE as the solvent and blue instead of UVA light,
which gave a lower yield of 21% instead of 73%.*" The main
difference is that for this protocol, hydroxymethyl radical
generation occurs through chlorine radical formation by the
excited photocatalyst.

3. CD;l and Its Organometallic Derivatives
Prepared in Situ

Analogous to methyl iodide, CD;l is one of the main
trideuteromethylation reagents.*” Because iodide is a good
leaving group, it is especially suitable for nucleophilic substitu-
tion reactions, and the weak C—I bond makes it very prone to
oxidative insertion of a transition-metal catalyst. Reported in
1969, trideuteromethylation of aryl bromides with CD;l was
achieved via the Wurtz-Fittig reaction, which relies on the use
of very reactive sodium (Scheme 8a)* Later, the standard
approach for trideuteromethylation of (hetero)aryl halides was
lithium-halogen exchange at —78°C, followed by trapping the
CD;l electrophile (Scheme 8b).“! This strategy was also applied
for trideuteromethylation of alkyl bromides, bromoalkenes and
terminal alkynes™ This approach, however, has numerous
drawbacks. The use of cryogenic temperatures and reactive
organolithium reagents, which are dangerous to handle, makes
this method unfit for adoption on an industrial scale. Addition-
ally, the reactive organolithium reagent is not compatible with
electrophilic substituents on the (hetero)aryl moiety.

A way to avoid these harsh conditions is direct
trideuteromethylation of (hetero)aryl halides with CD, organo-
metallic reagents by TM-catalyzed C(sp®)-C(sp? cross-coupling.
There are a few reports on cross-coupling with the correspond-
ing CD, organometallic reagent.”® Most noteworthy is the very
fast room temperature trideuteromethylation, reported by
Feringa in 2017, of bromonaphthalene by a palladium nano-
particle catalyzed Muharashi cross-coupling under air with CDsLi
generated insitu from CD;l (Scheme 8d).**' For the Suzuki-

Chem. Eur. J. 2021, 27,11751-11772 www.chemeurj.org

Br
a) Boelhouwer (1969) ©/

Lithium-halogen exchange

b) Sun (2018) ﬁBr
So N
CD;l (1.2 eq.)

Suzuki cross-coupling
K,CO; (2.5 eq.)

c) You (2019) B(OH),
Pd(PPh;),Cl,

THF/H,0, 65 °C, N,

Na, CDl
cyclohexane, RT, N,

o

60%

1) nBuLi
2) CDsl O3

- -

MTBE, -78°C,N, o~ “\*

1%

Muharashi cross-coupling CD4l (15 eq.)
d) Feringa (2017) tBuLi (3,15 eq.)
Oy e (™
Pd(PtBus),

toluene, RT, O,
65%

Reductive cross-coupling CD,l (3.5 eq.)
¢) Liao (2016) N X Zn(3eq) Nal (15 eq) A\ CDs
I _ 1N
Ry NiCly(dppp) R
THF, RT, air
mechanism: X=1,Br 60-99%
3-(Ng*
ZnlpX(Na") ANi'CD,
-Nal 1L+Nal
CDsZnlX*(Na*), Ar-CD,
CD,Znl%(Na*), Ni cycle
Ni®
CDszZnlyNa*  ArNiI'X
+NaI1L -Nal ,\
CD4zZnl ArX
Zn+CDsl

Scheme 8. Different routes for aryl halide trideuteromethylation with CD;l.

Miyaura reaction there are also some examples where the arene
organometallic nucleophile reacts with CD;l as an electrophile
(Scheme 8c).” This TM-catalyzed cross-coupling approach,
however, still suffers from some drawbacks such as the required
prefunctionalization to form a nucleophilic organometal, which
adds at least one reaction step and generates metallic waste.
Additionally, the nucleophilic nature of the CD;-organometal
still limits the number of compatible functional groups.
Reductive coupling is a strategy to circumvent these drawbacks.
In 2016 Liao et al. published a Ni-catalyzed reductive coupling
of ArX (X=l, Br) and CDsl (3.5eq.) using Zn as a reductant
(Scheme 8e)."® Both electron-donating and electron-withdraw-
ing substituents were tolerated as well as heteroaryl iodides
and a vinyl group-containing substrate. Two mechanisms were
proposed. One involves a free-radical chain process and the
other a transmetalation before reductive elimination (RE) of the
product, a mechanism very similar to Lipshutz-Negishi cross-
coupling.*?

Mechanistic studies have indicated a small preference for
the latter mechanism (Scheme 8e). In the first step, oxidative
insertion in ArX by Ni® occurs, and the formed ArNi"X species
undergoes TM with a CD;Znl;> (Na™), species. Via RE the
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product is formed and Ni° regenerated. Additionally, Osaka
prepared trideuteromethylated arenes by cross-electrophile
coupling but with CD;0Ts as an electrophilic trideuteromethyl
source (Scheme 21, below).”

CD;l has also been applied as a reagent in the C—H
trideuteromethylation of arenes, a very useful transformation
from an atom and a step-economy point of view. A classical
strategy is ortho-lithiation with nBulLi followed by trapping with
CD,.®" The scope of this approach is very limited due to the
use of very reactive organolithium; milder conditions are
needed. In 2016, ortho C—H trideuteromethylation of acetanilide
was achieved based on a method developed in 1984 by
Tremont (Scheme 9a)."? Stoichiometric use of Pd(OAc), form-
ing ortho-palladate acetanilide, is a prerequisite. This ortho-
palladate undergoes RE leading to product formation (Sche-
me 9a).

The right choice of solvent system allows selective mono- or
di-methylation. In 2015, Chen reported Pd-catalyzed C—H ortho
alkylation of quinolyl benzamides with primary and secondary
alkyl iodides (Scheme 9b).5?

Pd(OAc), (1.5 eq.)

a) Xi (2016) H H\(
T I
H HOAG, 100 °C, N, CD;
J\ 82%
=0

key intermediate: [ ‘CE’?AC

CD3l (10 eq.)

b) Chen (2015)

key intermediate: (:f‘\/N
p\d\\/— i

D,C Y L

CDsl (4 eq.)
NaHCO; (1.5 eq.)

PhO)Po2 (0.3eq)
Pd(OAc)z (0.05 eq.)
tamoylOH/DCE, 110 °C 003

93%

Scheme 9. Pd-catalyzed ortho C—H trideuteromethylation with CD;l.

1) AcONa/H,0
a) Fischer (1985) ph 2 MeONa Ph on
3) CDyl .
@ ®_ — |
Ph” 07 “Ph Ph” 0" “Ph Ph” N7 “Ph
& S
Clo, Clo,
O Ph O
key intermediate:  pp @@ Ph
a

CD;
b) Lu (2015) N CD;zMgl
—— 1D
N N
(e) |

Scheme 10. C—H trideuteromethylation of aromatic salts.
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One example is trideuteromethylation with CDsl. The
reaction was promoted by NaHCO,; and organic phosphates.
The amount of NaHCO; could be varied to achieve selective
mono- or dialkylation. A broad scope of benzamides undergoes
this reaction but the yields of electron-deficient benzamides are
significantly lower. There are also examples with a thiophene
and an indole ring instead of benzene. Mechanistically, a Pd"/
Pd" cycle undergoes carbopalladation as first step, followed by
OA of CDsl and RE (Scheme 9b). In the last step, dissociation of
the Pd" catalyst occurs. The 8-aminoquinoline auxiliary group
can easily be removed to form an ester after trideuterometh-
ylation. It was also demonstrated that C—H alkylation still occurs
with 5-methoxy-8-aminoquinoline as auxiliary group which can
then be easily transformed into a primary amide.

Fischer reported a very specific case of C—H trideuterometh-
ylation, not relying on ortho-lithiation or an auxiliary group,
where triarylpyrylium salt is converted to CD; triarylpyridine via
a 1,3,5-triarylpentene-1,5-dione enolate (Scheme 10a)."* Simi-
larly, Lu trideuteromethylated an aromatic methylacridinium
salt using CD;Mg|, in situ prepared from CD;l, forming 9-C[D;]
methylacridan (Scheme 10b).>”

In addition to the TM-catalyzed C(sp?)-H trideuterometh-
ylation of aryl groups, the even more challenging TM-catalyzed
C(sp®)-H trideuteromethylation with CD;l has been reported.
The most straightforward and a classical TM-free approach
involves generating a stabilized carbanion that is then trapped
by the electrophilic CD;l. As a consequence, this strategy is
limited to carbon atoms, which can generate a stable carbanion,
and as mostly a strong base is needed, the compatibility with
other functional groups is limited. Examples of CD;-labeling at
the a-position of carbonyl, sulfonyl and nitrile groups and the
position 2 of 1,3-dithianes have been reported.”® The benzyl
position is another accessible position for stable carbanion
generation to achieve C(sp’)-H trideuteromethylation. An
enantioselective CDs-labeled isopropyl aniline derivative was
prepared via lithiation and use of sparteine (Scheme 11).5”

In 2013, Chen described a Pd-catalyzed method for y-C(sp?)-
H alkylation of picolinamide (PA) protected aliphatic amines
with primary alkyl iodides.”® Ag,CO, and dibenzyl phosphate
were critical promotors of the reaction. The article presents one
example of trideuteromethylation (Scheme 12a).

Various protected amino acids were selectively alkylated.
PA-protected 3-pentylamine containing two equivalent y-Me
groups could be sequentially alkylated. In the case of benzyl-
amine and P-arylethylamine derivatives, 5-C(sp?)-H alkylation
was observed. It was also shown that with a more easily

Pickworth (2008)
] o
1) sBuLi (2.1 eq.), -25 °C
NH H 2) sparteine (2.9 eq.), -25 °C NH CD;
3) CDsl (1.2 eq.), -78 °C :
Et,O

81%

Scheme 11. Enantioselective TM-free C(sp®)-H trideuteromethylations with
CD,l.
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a) Chen (2013)
H  NHAP

CDsl (3 eq.)
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(BnO)PO,H (0.2 eq.)

CO,Me Pd(OAc),
OtBu tamoylOH/toluene, 110 °C OBu

82%
key intermediate: Sy 27

CDsl (2 eq.)
AgOAc (2 eq.)
TFA (1 eq.)

CD; NHAP

CO,Me

b) Chen (2015)

o) o
PhthN,,J)LNHAQ PhIN,, . iaq
Pd(OAC),

H : D5C
dioxane, RT 3 89%

c) Yu (2014) CD,l (2.5 eq.) 0
(e] AgOPiv (2.5 eq.) CD; O —
_ L= N
MNHAr PA(TFA),IL N NHAr \
DCE, 80 °C 68%

Scheme 12. Pd-catalyzed C(sp)-H/ C(sp?)-H trideuteromethylations with
CDsl.

removable PA auxiliary group, methylation still occurred.
Analogous to the related ortho C—H trideuteromethylation
method developed by the same group (Scheme 9b, above) a
Pd"/PdV cycle is proposed as the mechanism. Dibenzyl
phosphate is thought to function as a phase-transfer catalyst
and slow addition of Ag* to the solution resulted in the
activation of iodides. An OA of CD;l is then proposed via Sy2
mechanism (Scheme 12a) and finally RE.

Two years later, the same group developed a strategy for [3-
C(sp®-H mono alkylation of aminoquinoline(AQ)-coupled phtha-
loyl-L-alanine with primary alkyl iodides.”” One trideuterometh-
ylation example is shown (Scheme 12b). In the next step, the
auxiliary group can be converted to a carboxylic acid, leading to
a B-CD; amino acid. No mechanistic details were provided.
Apart from C(sp®)-H activation also Pd-catalyzed vinylic C(sp®)-H
trideuteromethylation has been reported. The group of Yu
discovered that simple amides can be trideuteromethylated at
the vinyl position via Pd-catalyzed C—H functionalization.®™” The
use of 9-methylacridin as a ligand for Pd proved to be crucial.
Their method is also applicable for the C(sp®-H and aromatic
C(sp?)-H methylation of amides, but no trideuteromethyl
examples were shown. More recently, two procedures on the
trideuteromethyl functionalization of olefins with CD;l were
reported. Liao reported the enantioselective (trideutero)methyl
borylation of alkenes by a copper catalyst containing a chiral
phosphine  ligand in a three-component reaction
(Scheme 13a)."

A broad range of styrenes containing different functional
groups at different positions underwent the reaction to give
anti-Markovnikov products. However, for p-CF,;, p-CN, meta-Cl
and meta-Br substituted styrenes, the enantioselectivity was
poor. Switching to another chiral phosphine ligand, (3-substi-
tuted styrenes and aliphatic olefins underwent the reaction as
well to form syn-addition products. Scalability and late-stage

Chem. Eur. J. 2021, 27,11751-11772 www.chemeurj.org

Trideuteromethyl borylation of olefins

a) Liao (2018 CD;
) ( ) \CD3I (15ea)  pok (15eq) -
B,(pin), (1.5 eq.) CuciLA
THF, RT

95% (er: 95:5)
CD,

CD3! (1.5 €9.) MeOK (1.5 eq.) NaBO3.4H,0 @@/OH

Ba(pin); (1.5€q.)  cucliL2

THF, RT 76% (er. 98:2)
CD;
CD3l (1.5 eq.) MeOK (1.5 eq.) NaBO;.4H,0 Ph g OH
Ph_ X~ ) _ - 5 N~
By(pin), (1.5eq.) CuCl/L2 70% (er: 87:13)
THF, RT o
Bu 1By
LN P
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MeO E’
OMe tBu

Hydro trideuteromethyation of olefins

Boc Boc
CDsl (1eq)  K,COs (1 eq.), HFIP (2 eq.) N
b) Shenvi (2019%) — D
PhSiHs (3 eq.) Mn(dpm)s, Ni(acac),
25¢eq 1,2-DCE H
propylene carbonate, RT, air 39%

. R >20:1 b
mechanism: Lp4Mn Me—<NilL,
\/ R cDy
L,Mn'" R R /X
g MHAT Me—<- Nicycle  Me—&NillL,
R
R
PhSiH; \CD3
N\‘L -X
PhSiH,L Ly aMnlH
N|°L

reductant  M© ECDS

Scheme 13. Trideuteromethyl functionalization of alkenes with CD;l.

modification were also demonstrated but no mechanistic
description was given. Shenvi published a method in 2019 for
Markovnikov hydroalkylation of unactivated olefins with unac-
tivated alkyl halides®™ This transformation allows for the
preparation of quaternary C—CD; and relies on Mn/Ni dual
catalysis. One example is shown with CDsl as an alkyl halide
(Scheme 13b). A whole range of alkenes containing different
functional groups is tolerated. Additionally, heteroatoms on the
alkene were compatible. Tri- and tetrasubstituted alkenes give
higher branched to linear ratios. The reaction was even
demonstrated for different natural product scaffolds. As a
mechanism, the generation of a tertiary radical from the alkene
via Mn mediated metal-hydride hydrogen atom transfer (MHAT)
was proposed (Scheme 13b). This radical is then intercepted by
a low-valence Ni catalyst that delivers the product by RE after
OA of the alkyl halide. Notably, Baran also achieved hydro-
trideuteromethylation. His method, however, relies on a two-
step process via a hydrazone intermediate, and instead of CDjl,
the system CD,0D/CD,0 is used (Scheme 27c, below).*

CDsl and it's in situ prepared derivative like CD;Mgl have
been employed in many reduction reactions. Under Birch
reduction conditions, CD;sl facilitated reductive trideuterometh-
ylation of benzonitriles, 3,5-dimethylbenzoic acids, o,3-epoxyke-
tones and o,f3-unsaturated ketones (Scheme 14).%¥

Numerous examples for the reduction of the carbonyl group
in ketones, aldehydes and esters with CD;Mgl/CD;MgBr
Grignard reagent prepared in situ can be found.®’ Additionally,
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Scheme 14. Reductive trideuteromethylation with CD;l under Birch condi-
tions.

the reduction of an acid chloride, to only a CD;-labeled ketone,
with CD,CdCl prepared from CD;Mgl and CdCl, is described.”
Other classical reactions for Grignard reagents, namely, the
ring-opening of epoxides and 1,4 addition, involving CD;Mgl
are described in the literature as well® In transition metal-
catalyzed cross-coupling reactions, CD;Mgl reacts as a nucleo-
phile with ArX (X=Cl, Br,l), primary Rl, benzyl ether and enol
ether electrophiles.®™ In copper-catalyzed displacement reac-
tion O-TBS ether, O-Benzyl and O—Ts groups can be substituted
for a trideuteromethyl group with CD;Mgl.®" Additionally, less
classical Grignard involved reactions, such as substitutions of
carbon ether and stereoselective conversion of cyclopropane
carbinols to alkylidene cyclopropanes, CD; labeled examples are
published.” In two steps, the cuprate (CD,),Culi can be in situ
prepared from CD,l.”" Using CD,HI, also (CDH,),CuLi can be
generated for CDH, labeling. (CD;),CuLi can act as a
trideuteromethyl source that is a softer nucleophile than
CD;Mgl and CDsli. Classical reactions of cuprates, such as acid
chloride-to-ketone conversion, 1,4-addition and substitution of
OTs and phosphate groups, were also performed with
(CD,),CuLi." Less known reactions, such as Pd-catalyzed cross-
coupling with iodostyrene derivatives and conversion of
acetylenic ketones to CD;-substituted allene, have also been
reported.”>”"

Although CDsl is used for a very broad range of
trideuteromethylation, it has the disadvantages of being an
expensive, toxic, volatile and corrosive reagent.”

4. [DJDMSO

In contrast to CD;l, [DcJDMSO is a cheap, nontoxic and widely
available solvent making it a particularly interesting reagent for
the production of CDs;-labeled drugs. In 2012, the first
publication on carbon trideuteromethylation with [DgJDMSO

Chem. Eur. J. 2021, 27,11751-11772 www.chemeurj.org

appeared. Isoquinoline N-oxides were converted into 1-CD5-
isoquinolines by  palladium-catalyzed C—H  oxidation
(Scheme 15).7) The N-oxide group functions as a directing
group that is removed during the reaction.

According to the proposed mechanism, PdL, initially
coordinates with the oxygen of the N-oxide, activating the C—H
bond next to it (Scheme 15). This leads to oxidation—carbopalla-
dation of the C—H bond and complexation of [DgDMSO with
the palladium catalyst. Base and air-assisted oxidative cleavage
of the C—S bond followed by CD; insertion is the next step.
Upon RE, trideuteromethylated isoquinoline N-oxide is formed.
This N-oxide will then be removed with the aid of PdL,/
(nBu),OAc (phase-transfer catalyst)/base.

In recent years, multiple strategies were developed for CD,
installation using a trideuteromethyl radical derived from [Dg]
DMSO. In 2016, Antonchick reported radical trideuterometh-
ylation of isoquinoline in [DgJDMSO using FeCl, hydrogen
peroxide and TFA. As the trideuteromethyl radical has nucleo-
philic character, the attack occurs on the most electron-poor
position. As a consequence, no directing group was required, as
in the previous described method. The method was applied to
many scaffolds (Scheme 16).7 Apart from trideuterometh-
ylation of different isoquinoline derivatives with electron-with-
drawing and electron-donating substituents, the method could
also be applied to transforming a broad range of N-methyl-N-
aryl-methacrylamides to trideuteromethylated oxindole deri-
vates. This occurs by nucleophilic attack of the alkene, followed
by cyclization and rearomatization. Various acrylamides were
converted into CD;-containing a-haloamides. Even an a-aryl-3-
trideuteromethyl amide containing a quaternary carbon center

Deng (2012) H (nBu)4NOAC (2 eq.)

cD,
® o  ZnO (2eq)BusN (2q)
N7 SN
PdCl,(MeCN),
Z>Ph  CD,SOCD, Zpn

120 °C, air 60%
Mechanism: CDs
@f\i
H
Z>ph © o°
PdL,/nBusOAc/bases SN
=
PdL,, L
CD L
3
® 0
- N’
Z>ph
DsC H  Fdbn
PdL, ® 60

1.8,
\&oo N
P Z>ph
Ph

N
[¢] DsC -
of % D700,
0" "CDs 0 air + bases
L,.1Pd
®

air + bases+L = Ph

Scheme 15. Pd-catalyzed conversion of isoquinoline N-oxides to 1-CD;-
isoquinolines in [Dg]DMSO.
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Scheme 16. Radical TM-catalyzed trideuteromethylation on different scaf-
folds and the proposed mechanism for CD; radical generation from [D]
DMSO.

could be obtained from N-(arylsulfonyl)acrylamide in a tandem
process (Scheme 16).

The generation of the CD; radical is presented as a three-
step process (Scheme 16), starting with the reaction between
Fe?* and H,0, Equation (1), also called the Fenton reaction.””
As a result of this reaction, a hydroxyl radical is formed together
with Fe*™ and OH™ Equation (2). This OH radical will attack [D]
DMSO, and the newly formed radical will fragment to a CD,
radical and CD;SOOH Equation (3).

The Wang group also achieved the transformation of
methyl-N-aryl-methacrylamides to trideuteromethylated oxin-
dole derivates with [Dg]DMSO. Unlike Antonchick, they per-
formed the reaction under visible-light promoted conditions,
and no TFA was required.” The exact role of light is unclear.
Previous research proposes a double role: to photoreduce Fe**
and regenerate Fe’™ and to increase hydroxyl radical gener-
ation. Li developed the method further. Using inert conditions,
biphenylisocyanides derivatives were converted into CDs-
labeled phenanthridines and isoquinolines, which are medicinal
relevant building blocks, by radical cascade cyclization
(Scheme 17).%% A wide variety of substituents were tolerated
but not the strongly withdrawing nitrile and nitro functional
groups. The mechanism presented for CD; radical formation is
somewhat different as in the work of Antonchick (Scheme 17)
and preceding literature reports.®” Here, hydrogen peroxide
attacks [Dg]DMSO via nucleophilic addition, and the formed
adduct is subsequently reduced by Fe". The radical adduct

Chem. Eur. J. 2021, 27,11751-11772 www.chemeurj.org
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Scheme 17. Radical trideuteromethylation of biphenylisocyanides to phe-
nanthridines and isoquinolines.

fragmentates to the CD; radical, which attacks the isocyanide.
Radical cyclization followed by deprotonation/rearomatization
affords final product.

In the presence of TMSN; and under N,, the same method
was also adopted for 1-step azido-trideuteromethylation of
active alkenes, which can then be further transformed to
amines and heterocycles (Scheme 18).%?

In 2019, Chen achieved radical trideuteromethylation with-
out a TM catalyst. With NaOtBu as a base, PhEtOH as hydrogen
donor, [Dg]DMSO as a solvent and visible light irradiation a
whole range of 1,8-naphthyridine derivatives were
trideuteromethylated (Scheme 19).%¥ For methylation, hetero-
aryls, and electron-withdrawing/donating substituents were
tolerated. When the conditions were applied for other hetero-
cycles such as indole, pyridine, isoquinoline, quinoline or
quinoxaline no or very little product was formed. Two plausible
mechanistic pathways are presented, but one is preferred by
the authors on the basis of control experiments and recent
literature reports.®” In this mechanism, a sodium alkoxide
formed by deprotonation of PhEtOH interacts with an iminium
(Scheme 19). In a subsequent step, a Meerwein-Pondof-Verley-

Sun (2018) o

o
1 H,0, (5 eq.)
R + TMSN, " R“\NJ\(\CD
o FeSO, (0.3 eq.) o 2
CD;SOCD;, 50 °C, N, N,
15eq. 56-95%
H;0, (5 eq.) N,
: NH,0S04H (1.5 eq.)
‘ R cD;
A *TMSNs Ees0, (03 eq.) Af)l\’
CD5S0CD; 50 °C, N,
15eq. 51-75%

Scheme 18. Radical azidotrideuteromethylation of acrylamides and styrenes.
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Scheme 19. TM-free, light-induced radical a-trideuteromethylation of 1,8-
naphthyridines.

Oppenauer (MPV—0) type hydrogen transfer and a protonation
take place, leading to allyl amine formation, which tautomerizes
to an enamine. This enamine is attacked by a CD; radical
generated from [Dg]DMSO by single electron transfer (SET) in
the presence of light and NaOtBu. The formed radical adduct
undergoes another SET to an imine, which is converted to end
product by dehydroaromatization.

Furthermore, Glorius reported a mild method for regiose-
lective radical trideuteromethylation of quinolines/isoquinolines
with [DgJDMSO under photoredox conditions (Scheme 20).%

In the presence of the electrophilic activator, PhPOCI,
trideuteromethyl radicals are generated from [Dg]DMSO via the
formation of chlorodi(trideuteromethyl)sulfonium  species
(Scheme 20), which is subsequently reduced via an electron
shuttle process. The formed radical fragments generate the CD,
radical. To form product, the protonated starting material is
reduced by SET in the presence of excited Iridium photocatalyst
(PQ) Ir'". Electron shuttling from the generated radical and
chlorodi(trideuteromethyl)sulfonium species forms the CD,
radical, which attacks the substrate. The formed radical
intermediate is oxidized via SET with the Ir PC and deproto-
nated to give the product.

Very recently, a new trideuteromethylation reagent was
developed by a metathesis reaction between [DgDMSO and
trimethylsulfoxonium iodide (TMSOI).*® This reagent can be-
come a cheap and nontoxic alternative for CD;l. The reagent
was used as electrophilic CD;-reagent (Scheme 21). The in situ
preparation of the reagent and subsequent reaction were
performed in one pot. One disadvantage of this reagent is that
the deuteration is not always completely 100 %.

5. CD,OTs

Analogously to methyl tosylate, CD;OTs was recently employed
as an electrophilic trideuteromethylation reagent that can be
easily prepared from CD,0OD and TsCl in one step.”” In 2018,

Chem. Eur. J. 2021, 27,11751-11772 www.chemeurj.org

Glorius (2018) PhPOCIz @eq)
A
IrPC(01eq) N/ ch
3

CD3SOCDs, RT, hv

CD;
o PhPOCI, (2 eq.) N
-
) N Ir-PC (01 eq.) N
r
CD;SOCD;, RT, hv A 45%
Xr
AN PhPOCI, (2 eq.) R
R AN
A~ N Ir-PC (0.1 eq.)
CD3SOCD;, RT, hv CD;
41-79%
CD; radical generation: 9
€ Cl—P-ClI
9 (0] F',h OPOPNKCI
o oot et of
D5C”" ~CDs D3C” @ CD; D;C g CD; Cl
-OPOPNCI
cl e ¢l
°CD; = _S. -—_— N
D;C”®°CD; electron shuttle D;C” ¢ "CD3
Mechanism:
(TTI
mc’%‘coa X
o) ® ) °CDhy =
N N~ electron shuttle N7 — GD;
H H H*
I--PC (IV)
Ir PC (Il
Ir-PC (Ill)"
O

\
®/
N
H

Scheme 20. Radical trideuteromethylation of quinolines/isoquinolines by
photo-redox catalysis with [Dg]DMSO.

Wang (2019) o 9

ol N 0 I®
Ife) DsC CDj3 1@ RXH

HsC (S;HCH3 120 °C, 6h DsC/SéE,%Da base
Et0,C.__CO,Et PhO,S.__SO,Ph
Ph7<CD3 Br?<CD3
99% (96% D) 89% (92% D)

0,
@s CN
|33<?<c|33
90% (96% D)

RXCDj

EtOQCXCOZEt
X= active methylene
Y Bn CD;

98% (95% D)

Et0,C.__CN
Bn CD;

PhO,S.__CO,Me
D;C CD;

79% (96% D) 94% (96% D)

Scheme 21. Trideuteromethylation of active methylenes with a [Dg]DMSO-
derived reagent prepared by sulfoxonium metathesis (one pot).

Osaka reported the transformation of ArX (X=I, Br, Cl, OTf) into
ArCD; by reductive coupling with CD;OTs using Ni/Co dual
catalysis (Scheme 22a)."” The Co catalyst plays a crucial role in
transmethylation. Arenes with electron-withdrawing/donating
substituents underwent a smooth reaction. Heteroaryl iodides
and even aryl triflate were compatible. Liao published another
method for reductive trideuteromethylation in 2016, but in that
case CD;l was applied as an electrophile (Scheme 8e).* For this
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Reductive cross-coupling

a) Osaka (2018) CD,OTs (1.5 eq.)

Mn (2 eq.)
Kl (1
ArX Kided) . acp,
NiBrybpy, Co''salen
X=l, Br, Cl, OTf 40-62%
' DMF, 30 °C °
mechanism:
—Man
cD3
Nil-Ar
N |||
2 o
/ \O
Nil — Ni©
Ni cycle Co cycle CD;0Ts
1 2 Nj'
= MnX, i
2 CO' <«—— Co''salen
1
EMn D3
Ar—CD,
b) MacMillan (2020)
o) (o] 0 o9
\\s/io B CD;0Ts (4 eq.) 57 )J\
N~ “NH (TMS)3SiH (5 eq.) N
H 2,6-lutidine (5 eq.)
TBAI (4 eq)
NH NiBry DME/L
N acetone, RT, hv
o X | X
L /l
N"Br Bu Bu N cp
L= 7 N\ /)
=N N

Scheme 22. Trideuteromethylation of ArX with CD;OTs by reductive cross-
coupling a) using Co/Ni dual catalysis and b) under photoredox conditions.

Co/Ni-catalyzed reaction, a mechanism was also proposed. First,
Mn generates active Ni° and Co' catalysts by reduction
(Scheme 22a). Then, OA of ArX to Ni° occurs, followed by a
reduction to a Ar-Ni' species. In the other cycle, the oxidative
addition of CD,OTs to the nucleophilic Co' catalyst takes place.
The two cycles come together during a transmetalation
involving SET. By this process, high-valent Ar-Ni"X-R is formed,
and the Co' catalyst is regenerated. Finally, RE gives ArCD; and
Ni'X, which are converted back to active Ni° by reduction with
Mn.

MacMillan and co-workers developed a method for meth-
ylation of aryl bromides and alkyl bromides under metal-
laphotoredox conditions in 2018.%% They developed their
method further in later work to also facilitate radiomethylation
of alkyl- and aryl bromides.® The main focus of the article is on
late-stage functionalization of pharmaceutical derivatives with
CT; and "'CH; units, but also one example was shown for CD,
installation (Scheme 22b). For the original metallaphotoredox
methylation protocol, a clear mechanism was proposed, but for
the trideuteromethylation under slightly adapted conditions,
the authors did not provide the particular mechanism. However,
it is likely that both reaction pathways are similar.

Apart from C—X, different C—H trideuteromethylation strat-
egies with trideuterotosylate have been reported. The C—H of
terminal alkynes can be transformed into C—CD; via lithiation
with nBuli and trapping with CD;OTs as electrophile

Chem. Eur. J. 2021, 27,11751-11772 www.chemeurj.org

(Scheme 23a)."® Two papers report TM-catalyzed ortho-
trideuteromethylation relying on CD;0Ts and various N-direct-
ing groups, such as pyridine, para-methoxyaniline and amino-
quinoline (Scheme 23b).°"

Recently, two further reports of trideuteromethylation
reactions where CD;0Ts was not the sole reagent appeared. In
2019, Zhou and co-workers achieved the dual-task
trideuteromethylation of (hetero)aryliodides by a Catellani
strategy using cooperative Pd/norbornene (NBE) catalysis and
CD,OTs as trideuteromethyl source (Scheme 24a)."” The meth-
od offers a toolbox to prepare a very wide array of
trideuteromethylated arenes due to the combination of ortho
C—H trideuteromethylation with an ipso cross-coupling termi-
nation reaction using aryl iodide substrates. Heck, Suzuki and
hydrogen ipso termination were achieved.

In the case of methylation with the analog CH;OTs, the
Sonogashira reaction, borylation and cyanation termination
were shown. Scalability and late-stage trideuteromethylation of
drug-like compounds with stereoretention were also demon-
strated.

Notably, in the absence of another ortho-substituent on the
substrate di-trideuteromethylation takes place. No mechanism
is presented, but in literature some examples are shown with
same type of dual-task methylation via Catellani strategy.””
However, in those cases, Mel was used as methylation reagent.
Zhou et al. claimed that the use of MeOTs, which is less reactive
and less volatile than Mel, was crucial for the success and wide
scope of their strategy. The So group constructed quaternary

Lithiation
a) Guiry (2020)

1) nBuLi (1.1 eq.)
0- ské THF, -78 °C

2) CD;0Ts (1.3 eq.)

/
o-si
D;C—= \

64%
Ortho-trideuteromethylation
b) Yoshikai (2018)
NPMP CD3OTs (2 eq.) CD; NPMP
tBuCH,MgBr (2.7 eq.)
+ CDgOTs
Co(acac),/L
THF, RT PMP:

81% p-methoxyphenyl

other substrates:
X L=
CD; O cDh; O | _N Q
N N
cmv \7+{
eO Br
OMe OMe

64% 81% 68%

_NPMP
\ CD, C
53% 64%

Scheme 23. C—H Trideuteromethylation strategies with CD;OTs.
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Catellani strategy

a) Zhou (2020)
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N 2C BSOTS Cs,CO;5 (25 €q.)
Ri- , 20eaq
" Pd,(dba)y/TFP, N3 (2 eq.)
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2.0eq. ’

N2= ﬂ§ Ne= [
CN

TFP=

0]

a-trideuteromethylation of nitriles

b) So (2020)

0]

Hartwig (2018)

PO(OCD3); (1.1 €q.)
LiOtBu (1.1 eq.)

Cul (0.1 eq.), Lil (0.2 eq.)

o CO,tBu
~ .
R DMI, 50 °C 75-89%
“ZNep
52-94%  ° mechanism: {BuOBpin
DN Ar
e,
83-84%
fBUO-CuL, _fLiosu L, Cu-Ar
H ArBpin ——___~ Li*[ArBpin(OtBu)]” "
[ -LiOtBu
2
53-80% = °

Li*
Li[OP(O)(OCD3),]

rate-determining step CD.l
3

o

1)KsPO, (2 eq.) D;C CN LiotBu L,Cul Ar—CDs
CN Pd(OAc),/XPhos, (Het)aryl
tBuOH, 110 °C
+ (Het)ArTe _— ) ) . )
R Uk 2) CD,0Ts (1.5 eq.) R Scheme 25. Trideuteromethylation (hetero)arylboronic ester with PO(OCD;)s.
1.1eq. 1eq. 60-68 %

Scheme 24. Trideuteromethylation with CD;0Ts in multicomponent reac-
tions.

C—CD; bonds in a two-step, one-pot 3-component reaction. The
first step consists of a-arylation of arylacetontrile with aryltosy-
late, and in the second step, CD;OTs is employed as the second
electrophile (Scheme 24b).*"

6. [D¢]Dimethyl sulfate and [D;]methyl triflate

Some examples of trideuteromethylation with (CD,),SO, as an
electrophile, such as lithiation followed by trapping and Wurtz
coupling, can be found.®”™ However, (CD,),S0O, is an expensive,
non-abundant and toxic reagent that can be replaced by
greener and more inexpensive electrophilic CD; sources. Addi-
tionally, for the related [D;]methyl triflate (CD;SO5CF;) there is
one example for lithiation of thiazole followed by trapping with
[D;Imethyl triflate as an electrophile.”

7. [Do]Trimethyl phosphate PO(OCD;),

In 2018, Hartwig reported for the first time methylation with
trimethyl phosphate as an inexpensive electrophilic methyl
source.” Under the described reaction conditions, a whole
range of (hetero)aryl boronic esters were methylated. As the
trideuteromethyl analog, PO(OCD,);, is also accessible, this
method was equally demonstrated for trideuteromethylation
(Scheme 25). Scalable and late-stage site-selective

Chem. Eur. J. 2021, 27,11751-11772 www.chemeurj.org

trideuteromethylation of a drug by one-pot, two-step borylation
and trideuteromethylation is shown as well.

After mechanistic studies, the authors proposed a mecha-
nism starting with an exchange of iodine for tert-butoxide on a
Cu'l catalyst (Scheme 25). This free iodide ion is responsible for
the slow generation of CD;l from PO(OCD;); in the presence of
a Li™ Lewis-acid catalyst, which makes CD; more electrophilic.
This free Li* is taught to form by reaction of ArBpin with LiOtBu
forming a Li*[ArBpin(OtBu)]~ species. The Cu'OtBu species,
newly formed after OtBu™/I~ exchange, undergoes transmetala-
tion with ArBpin to form a copper aryl species that reacts with
the generated CDsl, forming ArCD;. Slow generation of Mel is
claimed to be crucial to ensure selective reaction with
arylcopper species over basic groups on aryl boronate sub-
strates. The need for PO(OCH,); as a methylation reagent was
also demonstrated because with Mel and MeOTs, the yields
were significantly lower under the same reaction conditions.

8. Bis(trideuteromethyl)sulfonium Ylide

Dimethyl sulfonium ylides can act as methyl electrophiles and
cross-coupled with terminal alkynes in presence of a Pd
catalyst.”” Unlike the classical Sonogashira reaction for C(sp)-
C(sp®) bond formation, this reaction is copper-free. It was
demonstrated that interchanging the two methyl groups of the
sulfonium ylide for CD; groups leads to trideuteromethylation
of terminal alkynes (Scheme 26). Preparation of the CD;-analog
was done by the reaction of [D¢ldimethylsulfide with 2-
bromoacetophenone. A broad range of electron-rich and
electron-deficient aryl alkynes smoothly underwent the reac-
tion. Additionally, aliphatic, vinyl, O/N/Si substituted alkynes are
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Scheme 26. Trideuteromethylation of terminal alkyne via Pd-catalyzed cross-
coupling with bis(trideuteromethyl)sulfonium ylide.

compatible with the protocol. Following a mechanistic study, it
was proposed that first, oxidative insertion of Pd° in S-CD;
occurs (Scheme 26), followed by ylide- to-alkyne exchange and
finally RE of the product.

9. CD,B(OH),/CD,BF,K

The Hassner group achieved trideuteromethylation of a
bromopyridine unit by the Suzuki-Miyaura reaction using
trideuteromethyl boronic acid and potassium trideuteromethyl
trifluoroborate as nucleophilic CD; sources.*® These reagents
can be prepared from CD;l in one and two steps, respectively.

The method was demonstrated for the noncryogenic
preparation of the 5-CD; version of the drug pirfenidone
(Scheme 27). The use of the RuPhos ligand was critical to obtain
a high yield. This method can still be explored much further
and become an important strategy for late-stage
trideuteromethylation in drug development.

Very recently, a method has been reported for ortho C—H
(trideutero)methylation of aryl carboxylic acids with CD;BF;K as
trideuteromethylation reagent, under air (Scheme 28)."% The
method requires a [Cp*IrCl,] precatalyst, KHPO, as base and
Ag,CO; as stoichiometric oxidant. Both electron-donating and
electron-withdrawing substituents on the aryl ring are tolerated
and other potential directing groups did not interfere. In the
case of ortho-methylation also heteroaryl moieties could be
applied. Interestingly, this method allows C—H methylations of
benzoic acid-containing drugs with high functional group
diversity and multiple potential C—H activation sites. No
mechanism was presented.

Hassner (2017)

CD4B(OH), or
Br CD3BF;K (1.3 eq.) CD;
& K,COs (3 eq.) ﬁ
e,
0" N Pd(OAC),/RuPhos, o” N
Ph toluene/H,0, 87 °C, N, Ph

92% (for CD3B(OH,)
90% (for CD3BF;K)

Scheme 27. Noncryogenic route towards 5-CD; pirfenidone.
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Martin-Matute (2021)

CD3BF5K (2.5 eq.) o

e e KHPO, 20eq)
@\)ko,_i Ag,CO; (1.25 eq.) S o
Ay [Cp'IrCly), Neb,

HFIP, 60 °C, air
other substrates
F O O o} o}
Cﬁj\OH F3C@OH \O)J\@LOH
CD; CD; CD;

85% 87% 79%
~

cD; O ..
)N )(L/@fmo'* HO O O‘
SN

(from Repaglinide) (from Bexaronete)
40% 38%

T

(from Tranilast)
21%

Scheme 28. Ir-catalyzed ortho-trideuteromethylation of aryl carboxylic acids.

10. [D,]Formaldehyde and (CD,0),

In literature, some reports can be found on the use of [D,]
formaldehyde and deuterated paraformaldehyde in combina-
tion with another deuterated reagent for C—CD; formation.
Burton, for example, depended on (CD,0),/DCI/D,0O as deuter-
ated compound mixture for the di-trideuteromethylation of a
a-tocopherol (Scheme 29a). The reaction is based on SnCl,-

a) Burton (1986) HO.

(CD20),

SnCl, iPr,0
DClin D,O, 65 °C

b) Cadet (1990) o]
(CD20),
fJ\NH NaOD (1 eq.)
HO N/gO
le) D,0, reflux
OH
c) Baran (2015)
CD,0 (6 eq.)
nOctSO,NHNH, (5 eq.) O¢ _HN- NH
l;lHFmoc PhSiH; (4 eq.) Sh CD2 NHFmoc
Z"Sco,Me Fe(acac); (3 eq.) \/I\/\CO M
THF, RT 2Me
removal of THF CDs l\?lHFmoc o /@\JHFmOC
CD30D or CH30H, 60 °C CO,Me CO,Me
40% 44%

78% deuteration 75% deuteration

Scheme 29. CD,0-mediated trideuteromethylation.
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catalyzed methylation protocol.™ Cadet used deuterated
paraformaldehyde in presence of NaOD and D,O (reflux) for
trideuteromethylation of 2'-deoxyuridine (Scheme 29b) to af-
ford CD,-thymidine.'* Baran developed a protocol for one-pot,
two-step Markovnikov hydromethylation that relies on d,-
formaldehyde.® In the first step, the iron-catalyzed preparation
of hydrazide is achieved from in situ-formed formaldehyde,
hydrazine and an alkene substrate (Scheme 28c). A solvent
switch from THF to methanol and gentle heating to 60°C in the
second step facilitates the C—N reduction to deliver the final
product. The protocol was demonstrated for hydromethylation
of mono-, di- and trisubstituted alkenes containing acid-labile,
Lewis basic, acid and reducible functional groups. For deute-
rium labeling L-Fmoc-allylglycine-OMe was transformed to L-
Fmoc-leucine-OMe. Using CD,0/CD,0D afforded CD;-product in
a 40% yield with 78% deuteration (Scheme 29c¢). Incomplete
deuteration of alkyl hydrazide intermediate is presumably
responsible for not reaching 100% deuteration overall. In the
case of CD,0/CH;OH, a perfectly CD,H-labeled product was
acquired in 44 % yield.

Although [D,]formaldehyde is a unique reagent that facili-
tates very specific transformations towards CD; labeled com-
pounds, there are a number of drawbacks connected to its use,
such as high toxicity, price and volatility.

Wang (2018)

11. The [D,]-DMF/NMe;-BD; System

Direct TM-free mono a-trideuteromethylation of aryl acetoni-
triles and aryl acetamides is possible under mild conditions
using the combined system  NMe;-BDsy/DCON(CD;),
(Scheme 30).1%

Mechanistic studies with isotopically labeled reagents
demonstrated that the formyl group of DMF delivers the carbon
atom and one hydrogen atom.

BH; was then the source of the other 2 hydrogen atoms.
The mechanism, which was finally proposed on the basis of
these studies, initiates with deprotonation at the a-position,
followed by nucleophilic addition of the carbanion on [D,JDMF
(Scheme 30). In the next step, hydroxyl elimination occurs, and
the formed iminium ion is reduced by a deuteride anion
originating from  NMe;-BD;. The  di(trideuteromethyl)
arylacetonitrile undergoes an E,, elimination of (CD,),NH,
leading to the formation of an acrylonitrile. A second deuteride
reduction finally affords the product. As such, this approach
allows selective installation of CH;, CD,;, CH,D and CD,H units
by using the right combination of Me,NH-BH;/Me;N-BD; and
DMF/[D,;,]IDMF (Scheme 31). As both BD; and DCON(CD,), are
relatively inexpensive and abundant deuterium sources and no
transition metal catalyst is used, this method can be adopted
on an industrial scale.

cD
. Me;N-BDj; (4 eq.) . 3 12. The COlez System
:@ACN NaOtBu (2.5 eq.) NaOH CN
D,]DMF, 80 °C , 110 ° . .
Ph (7] EOHMA0, 110°C The Beller group is the only group to date to achieve C—H
o) co, methylation of (hetero)arenes using abundant and inexpensive
mechanism: D)J\N/CDs HOD ,{,\CD CO, as a green C-1 carbon source."™ Inexpensive H, is used as
= ! 3 . . .
o~ tBuO o~ CDy ji reductant. By replacing H, by D, CD; installation was also
AN ——— A7 CN ————— A enN 2 )
demonstrated. The reaction is catalyzed by a ruthenium catalyst
CD,4 o CDs D._D and Lewis acid (Scheme 32).
U |
D Neep. D7 P PNop | The method is so far limited to electron-rich (hetero)arenes,
- 3— 3 —
- NHEDy, AN and dimethylation also occurs. In the case of CD; installation, H/
-OH A" “CN Ar” CN T 3 o
D exchange on the aromatic ring also takes place, yielding a
0.2 p mixture of products.
o T
-D
Ar”CN
Scheme 30. Preparation of the CD,-flurbiprofen precursor by a-
trideuteromethylation of aryl acetonitriles.
Wang (2018) ; ;
CN tBuONa (1.5 eq.) CN CN {BuONa (1.5 eq.) CN : CN BuONa (1.5 eq.) CN
Me;N-BD; (1 eq. ; Me,NH-BH; (1 eq. 1 Me,NH-BH; (1 eq.
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on DMF, 80 °C on - [D/IDMF, 80°C " Ph DMF, 80 °C -
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> 96% D,

Scheme 31. Preparation of CD,H/CDH,/CH; flurbiprofen precursors by a-trideuteromethylation of arylacetonitriles.
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Scheme 32. C—H trideuteromethylation of an arene relying on CO,/D,
system.

13. The Zn(CN),+CD;0D/D, System

CD; installation under reductive conditions can also be
performed by reduction of a nitrile group with D, and Pd/C
catalyst in deuterated methanol (Scheme 33).1'%

Nitrile groups, which act as the carbon source, were
introduced by the reaction of Arl with Zn(CN), via Negishi
coupling. This method enables the introduction of different
types of labeled methyl groups by choosing the appropriate
nitrile and reduction reagent.

14. [D¢]Acetic Anhydride

In 2019, the use of the cheap and abundant [Dglacetic
anhydride as a trideuteromethylation reagent was reported. C7
site-selective decarbonylative trideuteromethylation of PtBu,N-
substituted indoles is performed in the presence of a Rhodium
catalyst (Scheme 34).1%9

With CD,0Ts and CD,0D, trideuteromethylation of the C1
and C2 positions could already be achieved (Schemes 23 and 6,
respectively).?®?" ®1 This C7- trideuteromethylation is very

Hickey (2016)
TMEDA (0.3 eq.)

Ph p Ph
N Z0CN) (08e) 3
|y | paydoagxantphos L) < > s

CF3 DMF, 160 °C CF3 70%

D, u

N/N 13
Pd/C (0.1 eq.) Ly C™Ds
CD40D, RT  CF3 93%

Scheme 33. Preparation of the '*CD; version of Celecoxib by nitrile
introduction followed by reduction with D, in CD;0D.

Shi (2019)

)L Jk (3eq)
R?2  DsC CD; R? R2
A KH,PO, (3 eq.) N\ TBAF A
_— —_—
R! N [Rh(cod)CI] R? N THF,60°C R! H
H PtBuz toluene, 150 °C, Ar CDs PtBu, CD,
50-95%
N\
N Bu
i i . 1
key intermediate: \\/ (‘jh P‘tBu
DiC \fo
D;C

Scheme 34. Rhodium-catalyzed C7 trideuteromethylation of indole and
subsequent removal of the directing group.

Chem. Eur. J. 2021, 27,11751-11772 www.chemeurj.org

unique and occurs due to the PtBu,-directing group. Another
asset of this method is that the directing group can be easily
removed. One small drawback is that partial deuteration of the
C2 position occurs when that position is not substituted.
Mechanistically, the authors propose formation of a rhodacycle
followed by OA of [Dglacetic anhydride (Scheme 33) and
decarbonylation. RE as the final step gives the product.

15. CD,COOD

Very recently, the Xu's group achieved C—H functionalization of
heteroarenes under decarboxylative electro-photocatalytic con-
ditions (Scheme 35)."" This Minisci-type reaction occurs
through hydrogen evolution and could be performed oxidant-
free by merging electrochemistry and photocatalysis.

Additionally, one trideuteromethylation example was shown
for their method (Scheme 35), using CD;COOD which can be
prepared by pyrolysis of [D,Jmalonic acid."® Apart from light
and electricity, the method also relies on a cerium catalyst. The
proposed mechanism is described as follows: The Ce" catalyst is
anodically oxidized to Ce", which coordinates to CD,;COOH
(Scheme 36). This complex undergoes photoinduced ligand-to-
metal charge transfer (MLCT) to revert to Ce" and to form a
carboxyl radical, which leads to the CD;-radical after decarbox-
ylation. The CDs-radical will then attack the protonated lepidine,
that subsequently will undergo deprotonation. Finally, oxida-
tion by Ce" affords trideuteromethylated product. The method
was demonstrated to be scalable and applicable for late-stage
functionalization. The described transformation has also been
achieved with [Dg]DMSO under photoredox conditions by
Glorius (Scheme 20).

Xu (2020) CD3COOD (10 eq.)
nBu,Cl (0.5 eq)
. X
P2 CeClg7TH,0 P
N TFE, t N~ cDs
10W 392 nm LED 33%
(+) RVC-Pt (-), 2 mA
mechanism: undivided cell
12 H
anode ] cathode H e /’ 2
' . .
0
ce'Vel, Y
€ CJ\ _celvel, Q
@
N
AL H
ce''cl,
[Epp™=0.45V]
CE”‘CM\ ce'Vel,
N RS -H* N
P —— L
i H *Chs H CDs3
[Epn®%=-1.19 V]

Scheme 35. Decarboxylative trideuteromethylation of heteroarene under
electro-photocatalytic conditions.
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Scheme 36. - Site-selective di-trideuteromethylation of ortho-substituted
iodoarenes.

16. [Dg]Dimethyl Carbonate ([D;]DMC)

Very recently, [D¢gldimethyl carbonate was introduced as a new
trideuteromethylation reagent. The Zhang group developed a
new strategy for site-selective di(trideutero)methylation using
ortho-substituted iodoarenes as substrates, K,CO; as a base,
PdCl, as «catalyst and [Dgldimethyl carbonate as the
trideuteromethyl source (Scheme 36a)."* [DJDMC is a very
interesting reagent. It can be readily prepared from CD,0D and
CO and can be easily handled!'” The described di-
trideuteromethylation occurs at the ipso- and meta-position in
relation to the iodide, thus leading to meta-C—H functionaliza-
tion. The iodide group can thus be seen as a traceless directing
group. Heteroaryl substituents and groups in meta-position of
iodide were compatible with the reaction conditions. Apart
from ortho-methoxy, also ortho-benzyl furnished the expected
products. For the methylation process, it was shown that also 2-
bromoanisoles are good substrates. However, Pd(o-tol); had to

Chem. Eur. J. 2021, 27,11751-11772 www.chemeurj.org

be used as a catalyst. In the case of methylation, both late-stage
modification and upscaling were demonstrated. If KOAc was
used as a base, instead of K,COs, subsequent oxidative C(sp?)-H/
C(sp®)-H oxidative coupling can take place (Scheme 35b),
leading to CDs-labeled dihydrobenzofurane derivatives, when a
methoxy ortho-substituent is present. It was also shown that in
case of an ortho-alkyl substituent, CH;-functionalized indanes
can be prepared.

Mechanistic studies suggested the following reaction path-
way (Scheme 36): After oxidative insertion of Pd" in the aryl-I
bond, a palladacycle is formed due to C—H activation. This
palladacycle undergoes an OA with CD;X, generated from [Dg]
DMC and probably nBu,Br. RE leads to ipso-trideuterometh-
ylation and cleavage of an aryl C—H bond, furnishing a second
palladacycle. This second palladacycle is involved in the same
process and affords meta-trideuteromethylation. In case of
K,CO;, the complex formed after RE will be reduced by DMAC
or CD;0D (generated from [Dg]DMC) to furnish the product. If
on the other hand KOAc is used as a base, another C—H
activation can occur to form a palladacycle for a third time,
which finally undergoes RE to afford the dihydrobenzofurane
derivative.

17. [D¢]PhIOAC,/2-Nitropropane

The hypervalent iodine reagent PhlOAc, in the presence of 2-
nitropropane can act as a source of methyl radicals.""" This
interesting method has many advantages over the more
established methods for methyl radical generation from DMSO
and peroxides. The reaction conditions are milder, and no
metals are involved. PhlOAc, acts as both an oxidant and a
methyl radical source, and the generated by-product Phl can be
reused to synthesize PhlOAc,. 6-methyl-phenanthridines con-
taining a wide variety of functional groups can be prepared
from biphenylisocyanides via radical cascade cyclization. In a
mechanistic study, trideuteromethylation was demonstrated by
using [Dg]PhIOAc, (Phl(O,CCD;), instead of PhIOAc, clearly
proving that hypervalent iodine is the source of the methyl/
trideuteromethyl group. Site-selective methylation of isoquino-
lines was also demonstrated using this protocol but no example
of trideuteromethylation was shown. However, for other
aromatic heterocycles, such as benzoxazoles and benzothiazole,
no product was formed. For the generation of (trideutero)
methyl radicals, a mechanism is proposed whereby 2-nitro-
propane is first deprotonated by DBU (Scheme 37).

In the next step, the resonance-stabilized nitronate anion
reacts with PhI(O,CCD;) by SET. The iodoanyl radical formed by
this reduction step undergoes fragmentation via homolytic
cleavage of the I-O bond. Decarboxylation of the [D;]acetoxyl
radical generates the CD; radical that can react with the
isocyanide. Radical cyclization, followed by deprotonation/
aromatization affords end product.
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Scheme 37. 6-CD;-phenanthridine preparation by radical trideuterometh-
ylation of biphenylisocyanide with PhI(O,CCD;) as trideuteromethyl radical
source.

18. 5-([D;]Methyl)-5H-dibenzo[b,d]
thiophen-5-ium Trifluoromethane Sulfonate
(DMTT)

Inspired by the reactivity profile of S-adenosylmethionine (SAM)
and making use of the design principle of the Umemoto
reagent, the Shi group developed 5-([D;lmethyl)-5H-dibenzo
[b,d]thiophen-5-ium trifluoromethane sulfonate (DMTT) as a [Ds]
methylating S-adenosylmethionine (SAM) analog.""?

[D;]Methylation with this reagent occurs biomimetically and
analogous to SAM chemistry in living organisms, thus exhibiting
high chemoselectivity under very mild conditions. This reagent
is stable at ambient temperature and can be easily prepared on
a large scale from dibenzothiophene and CD,OD. It was
demonstrated that this reagent could be applied in TM-
catalyzed directed ortho-trideuteromethylation of arenes with
pyridyl and acetylamino directing groups (Scheme 38). More
classical CD; reagents, such as CD;l and (CD,),SO,, could not
deliver products under the same reaction conditions.

19. Zinc Bis(phenylsulfonylmethanesulfinate)
(PSMS)/CD;0D/D,0

The Baran group developed a biomimetic and SAM-inspired
protocol. Their method affords C—H methylation of
heteroarenes."'™ Slightly adapting the conditions and one extra
reaction step made this protocol applicable for trideuterometh-
ylation (Scheme 39). For this protocol, a new bench-stable
reagent, zinc bis(phenylsulfonylmethanesulfinate) (PSMS), was

Chem. Eur. J. 2021, 27,11751-11772 www.chemeurj.org
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Scheme 38. TM-catalyzed ortho-trideuteromethylation of arenes with DMTT.
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Scheme 39. C—H trideuteromethylation of heteroarene by using PSMS/
CD;0D/D,0.

developed as a methyl radical surrogate. This reagent will react
chemoselective with the heteroarene at the most electron-rich
position, at room temperature and under air, to form (phenyl-
sulfonyl)methylated intermediate, which can be easily desulfo-
nylated to form the methylated product. If CD,OD is used
instead of MeOH, and an extra step with Sml, in THF/D,O is
performed, trideuteromethylation is achieved instead of meth-
ylation.

This method has multiple advantages. The sulfonylated
intermediate is very easy to separate from starting material due
to the difference in polarity. Unlike for other methyl radical
sources, the reaction can be conducted under air at room
temperature, and the conditions are mild, allowing late-stage
functionalization/ compatibility with sensitive functional
groups. Despite these advantages, this method also has
limitations: as PSMS reacts as an electrophilic radical, the
reaction with electron-poor pyridine gives poor yields and in
the case of CD; installation, the degree of deuteration is not a
complete 100 %.
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20. Summary and Perspective

In this article, we have presented the currently established
methods for site-selective installation of a CD; group, classified
on the basis of the reagent. This review can function as a guide
for choosing the most appropriate strategy to prepare new site-
selectively CD;-labeled organic molecules. Trideuterometh-
ylation has been less explored than site-selective methylation.
Not surprisingly, most of the methods known make use of a
CD; reagent, which is readily available or can be -easily
prepared. Often new methylation methods do not present CD,
examples, whereas in most cases, the analogous CD; reagent is
readily available or can easily be prepared." Examples of
C—CD; bond formation reactions involving reactants such as
Sn(CD,),, ZnCD,/CD5ZnBr, PAN*(CD;); or Al(CDs); analogs are
not reported. Peroxides, an important class for radical meth-
ylation, were also not applied in trideuteromethylation. This is,
however, more understandable, as CD; analogs of the classically
used peroxide reagents are synthetically difficult to attain.
Considering the renewed interest in trideuteromethylated drugs
and the fact that the majority of top-selling drugs contain a
methyl group, publications on new methylation strategies
should include trideuteromethylation examples in their scope
whenever possible. To further advance drug development, mild
late-stage and green (trideutero)methylation strategies are still
in high demand.
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