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Abstract: Sulfonyl fluorides have gained significant importance due 

to their classification as a click reaction and therefore have seen 

increased use in drug discovery and biochemistry.  Their use, 

however, is complicated by the methods by which they are 

synthesized and their general synthetic instability.  This results in 

sulfonyl fluorides being introduced late in a synthetic route with 

minimal structural diversity.  Masking the reactivity of a sulfonyl 

fluoride by protecting the parent sulfinate is one method to ameliorate 

these issues. This study outlines discovery and selection of sulfinate 

protecting groups (SPGs) based on their overall stability, ease of 

synthesis, and simple deprotection conditions.  This includes the 

discovery of two novel, photolabile sulfinate protecting groups (SPGs), 

para-methoxybenzyl Rongalite and ortho-nitrobenzyl Rongalite that 

can be directly converted to the sulfonyl fluoride using light and 

selectfluor.  Along with known SPG, 2-trimethylsilylethyl sulfone (SES), 

all three SPGs were found to possess broad stability when exposed 

to numerous common synthetic conditions and are easily coupled to 

aryl halides from their sulfinate salt precursor.   Overall, having access 

to a wide range of stable, easily functionalized SPGs will aid in 

increasing the structural diversity of sulfonyl fluorides. 

Introduction 

 Over the past decade, sulfonyl fluoride exchange (SuFEx) 

chemistry has seen an increase in popularity owing to its use as 

a biocompatible “click” reaction.1-4 First introduced in 2014, SuFEx 

chemistry relies upon the exchange of an incoming nucleophile 

with fluoride on a hexavalent sulfur forming an irreversible, 

covalent bond.3  This exchange, however, must occur under 

catalytic conditions whereby both the sulfonyl group and 

departing fluoride group are stabilized by hydrogen bonding.  This 

imparts a degree of stability and selectivity on sulfonyl fluorides 

(SFs) not seen with other electrophilic groups such as sulfonyl 

chlorides, epoxides, and acrylamides.  When placed in the context 

of an enzyme active site, this catalytic condition is the hydrogen 

bonding associated with donor residues surrounding the 

nucleophilic residue of interest.  This quiescent affinity model 

requires that the sulfonyl fluoride first establishes noncovalent 

interactions before undergoing nucleophilic attack. This selectivity 

and click-like reactivity of SFs has led to their incorporation into 

pharmaceutically active drug molecules and biochemical probes.4, 

5, 6  

   Although SFs contain enhanced stability under 

physiological conditions,7 their use is often complicated by their 

incompatibility to various common synthetic conditions such as 

nucleophiles, base, and high temperature.  This results in SFs 

being incorporated onto a core scaffold late in the synthetic route. 

There are two main approaches for introducing sulfonyl fluorides 

in a synthetic route: first, a premade aryl SF is often coupled to a 

pendant group (such as an amine) through amide bond formation 

or amine alkylation (Figure 1a).  Examples of this approach is 

evident in the synthesis of inhibitors for xIAP, MCL-1, BCL-1, and 

HSP27.6, 8  Although this approach offers high yields, it relies on 

the commercial availability of the aryl sulfonyl fluoride, thus 

restricting the functional diversity possible.  Furthermore, this 

 

  
Figure 1. Current paradigms in SF incorporation and sulfinate late 

protecting group use  
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a. Model SPG substrates used 

 
b. Copper coupling for SPG synthesis[b] 

 

c. Dual photocatalysis coupling[c]  

 

1 2 3 4  5 6    1  2  3  4 5 6 

36  0 43  92 73 93 66 0  0 80 0 80 

d. Thioether oxidation route[d] 

SH S
PG

O O

FF

1. Thio-etherification
2. oxidation

 

e. Alkyl sulfonylation[e] 

 

1 2 3 4 5 6 1a 2a 3a 4a  5a 6a 

68 n/a[f] n/a[f] 80 73 82 90 93 89 97  88 98 

Figure 2. (a) model SPG substrates used in SPG synthesis and stability studies; (b) isolated yield of copper coupling conditions, 

conditions: 4-fluoroiodobenzene (0.23 mmol, 1 equiv), NaO2S-PG (1.5-3 equiv), CuI (6-10 mol %), (2S,4R)-4-hydroxy-N-(2-

methylnaphthalen-1-yl)pyrrolidine-2-carboxamide (HMNPC, 6-10 mol %), K3PO4 (1 equiv), DMSO, 50 °C, 24 h; (c) isolated yields of 

dual photocatalysis, conditions: 4-fluoroiodobenzene (0.1 mmol, 1 equiv), NaO2S-PG (2 equiv), NiBr2DME (5 mol %), 4CzIPN (0.2 

mol %), DABCO (2.2 equiv), Et3N (0.5 equiv), DMA, blue LED, 24 h; (d) isolated yields of two-step oxidation sequence, conditions: 

(1)  see Supporting Information for alkylation (2) m-CPBA (3 equiv), CH2Cl2, 23 °C, 12 h, or Na2WO4 (0.5 equiv), H2O2 (5 equiv), MeOH, 

23 °C, 24 h; (e) isolated yields  of alkylation, conditions: BnBr (0.29 mmol, 1 equiv),  NaO2S-PG (1.5 equiv), DMSO, 23 °C, 24 h. [f] not 

applicable due to lack of access to corresponding alkyl halide. 

 

approach leads to a pendant SF that is exposed, and therefore 

susceptible to off-target reactivity.  The second option is direct 

late-stage SF functionalization (Figure 1b).  Many efforts have 

been made to advance this area including the direct coupling of 

aryl halides and diazonium salts to sulfur dioxide surrogate, 

DABSO and various photocatalytic methods.9 These efforts 

usually result in sulfinate salts that can then be oxidized to the SF 

using selectfluor or N-fluorobenzenesulfonimide (NFSI). In these 

cases, although the late-stage installation is elegant, the parent 

starting material (for example an aryl bromide) must be introduced 

late stage and/or be compatible with previous synthetic steps.  

Aryl sulfonyl fluorides can also be obtained from the 

corresponding sulfonic acid, sulfonamide, sulfonyl chloride, or 

thiol.1  
Sulfinate protecting groups (SPGs) represent a promising 

approach to overcome the limitations associated SF synthetic 
instability (Figure 1c).  The protected sulfinate can be carried  
through the necessary synthetic transformations and then 
subsequently deprotected.  This would allow for not only greater 
structural diversity, but also permit a more combinatorial 
approach to developing varied SF-containing structures.  

Currently, three common SPGs are used (Figure 1d).  Most 
common is 3-methoxy-3-oxopropane-1-sulfone (SMOPS),10 
which undergoes deprotection to the sulfinate in basic conditions.  
More recently, TBS-Rongalite (TBS-R),11 and Rongacyl12 have 
also been introduced and undergo deprotection with fluoride and 
hydroxide, respectively (Figure 1d).  As with any protecting group, 
high stability and orthogonal deprotection conditions are required.  
In the course of our laboratory’s efforts towards the synthesis of 
SF-containing small molecule inhibitors, we found that all three 
known SPGs had low stability in many common synthetic 
transformations.  Thus, in this study, a comprehensive analysis of 
SPG synthesis and stability was undertaken.  This ultimately 
resulted in the discovery of three additional SPGs with broad 
stability and unique, selective deprotection conditions. 
 

Results and Discussion 

Synthesis of aryl SFs  

In addition to SMOPS, TBS-R, and Rongacyl, three 

additional SPGs were envisioned.  Para-methoxybenzyl-  
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Table 1.  SPG stability study 

Reaction Conditions[a] 

Percent protected sulfinate compound recovered[b] 

1 3 4 5 6 2a 5a 6a 7 

SMOPS TBS-R PMB-R oNB-R SES Rong. oNB-R SES SF 

Amide Coupling 
RCOOH, RNH2, HATU, DIPEA, DMF, 23 

°C, 24 h 
100 100 100 100 100 88 100 100 73 

SNAr 
 Het-X, R-NH2, DIPEA, 110 °C, 16 h 

11 0 57 48 100 3 52 100 0 

Boc Deprotection 
BocNHR, TFA, DCM, 23 °C, 12 h  100 94 0 100 100 100 100 100 68 

Ester hydrolysis 
RCO2Me, NaOH, H2O:dioxane (1:1) 23 °C, 

12h 0 0 100 100 100 0 92 100 0 

Suzuki-Miyaura 
ArI, ArB(OH)2, Pd(PPh3)4, K3PO4, 

dioxane:H2O (5:1) 110 °C, 12 h 
0 41 51 82 100 33 76 100 0 

Amine SN2 
R2NH, Alk-Br, K2CO3, MeCN, 

 23 °C, 2 h 
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

Reductive Amination 
R-CHO, R-NH2, Na(CN)BH4, MeOH, 23 °C 

18 h 
82 100 100 100 100 0 54 100 0 

Hydrogenation 
Olefin, H2, Pd/C, MeOH, 23 °C 

12 h 
100 100[c] 100[c] 52 100 90 50 100 100 

Buchwald-Hartwig 
ArI, R2NH, Pd2(dba)3, P(o-tolyl)3, NaOtBu, 

Dioxane, 100 °C 24 h 
0 0 35 10 100 0 9 100 0 

[a] See supporting information for full conditions; reaction yield was greater than 70% unless otherwise noted; [b] Yields refer to percent protected 
sulfinate recovered as calculated from 19F NMR or 1H with an internal standard; [c] Parent reaction did not yield product. 

 

Rongalite (PMB-R) and ortho-nitrobenzyl Rongalite (oNB-R) were 

intended to be deprotected under oxidizing conditions and light, 

respectively, while 2-trimethylsilylethylsulfone (SES) would be 

deprotected with fluoride (Figure 1e).  SES is a common protecting 

group for sulfonamides; however, its use as a sulfinate protecting 

group is much rarer with only a single report showing its use in 

forming sulfinates.13  Combined with the already known protecting 

groups of TBS-R, Rongacyl, and SMOPS, PMB-R, oNB-R and SES 

should provide orthogonal deprotection conditions and stability 

profiles.   

The use of a copper catalyst and the proline-derived ligand, 

(2S,4R)-4-hydroxy-N-(2-methylnaphthalen-1-yl)pyrrolidine-2-

carboxamide (HMNPC) has been used in the S-arylation of sulfinates 

with aryl iodides under mild conditions.14 The sulfinate salts of 

SMOPS, TBS-R, and Rongacyl are all known.10-12  PMB-R and oNB-

R sulfinate salts were made from the corresponding chloromethyl 

ether in a facile manner on gram scale (see Supporting Information). 

The resulting solids were shelf stable (2+ months), non-hygroscopic 

powders.  SES sulfinate was made from vinyltrimethylsilane 

according to a modified literature procedure (See Supporting 

Information).13, 15  All reactions proceeded in high yield.  PMB-R, 

oNB-R, and SES sulfinates coupled with aryl iodides in high yields 

at 50 °C in the presence of CuI/HMNPC (Figure 2b). In contrast, 

SMOPS, TBS-R, and Rongacyl sulfinate resulted in either low yields 

or no product.  It is worth noting that higher yields for the coupling of 

TBS-R sulfinate were obtainable when the aryl iodide was held in 

excess (3 equiv) as per the original literature report.16 Only SES 

sulfinate coupled with aryl bromides albeit at elevated (100 °C) 

temperatures.   

Recently, König reported universal conditions for the coupling 

of aryl bromides and various nucleophiles, including sulfinates, using 

nickel and the photocatalyst 4CzIPN.17  SMOPS, PMB-R, and SES 

sulfinate were effectively coupled with aryl bromides using 

NiBr2(DME), 4CzIPN, and DABCO in 80%, 80%, and 75% yield, 

respectively (Figure 2c).  The PMB-R sulfinate coupling required air-

free conditions while both SMOPS and SES required the presence 

of oxygen (air).  oNB-R sulfinate failed to engage and Rongacyl 

degraded. This photocatalytic method provides a straightforward 

method to access protected sulfinates from the much more readily 

accessible aryl bromide.  Efforts are ongoing to further the utility of 

this reaction.   

It is also possible to access the aryl SPG from the thiol via 

alkylation and subsequent oxidation with sodium tungstate (Figure 

2d).  PMB-R and oNB-R can all be made via this route in high yield.  

SES and SMOPS are made via the addition of the thiol to the vinyl 

trimethylsilane and methyl acrylate with AIBN, respectively (See 

Supporting Information).  TBS-R and Rongacyl cannot be accessed 

via this method due to the inability to obtain the corresponding alkyl 

halide. To access alkyl SPGs, benzyl bromide was reacted with the 

corresponding sulfinate in high yield (Figure 2e).   

As with any protecting group, broad stability is required.  To 

provide insight for their use in any synthetic endeavor, the stability of 

SPGs was investigated in a variety of synthetic conditions.  The top 

ten most used synthetic transformations in medicinal chemistry were 

chosen for SPG stability testing (Table 1).18  These conditions 

included: amide coupling (HATU), SNAr (Et2NiPr, 110 °C), acidic Boc 

deprotection (4 M HCl), ester hydrolysis (NaOH), Suzuki coupling 

(Pd(PPh3)4, K3PO4, 110 °C), amine SN2 (K2CO3), reductive amination 

(Na(CN)BH3), hydrogenation (Pd/C, H2), and Buchwald-Hartwig 

amination (Pd2(dba)3, P(o-tolyl)3, NaOtBu, 100 °C). Model aryl 

protected sulfinates 1-6 and benzyl protected sulfinates 2a, 5a, and 

6a, were added to the reaction mixture for a certain transformation, 

and upon completion of the reaction, the percentage of recovered 

SPG was calculated. Sulfonyl fluoride 7 was also subjected to these 

same conditions. The conditions chosen were the most common 

conditions found for each transformation.  It is possible that in 

optimizing a reaction, one may find specific conditions that are less 

harsh and therefore result in greater retention of the SPG.  In each 
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transformation, the reaction itself proceeded in greater than 70% 

yield unless otherwise noted (see Supporting Information). 

Overall, all SPGs were stable under mild reaction conditions 

such as amide coupling, amine SN2, and acidic Boc deprotection.  

Similarly, under reductive amination and hydrogenation conditions, 

most SPGs demonstrated high stability.  The oNB-R protecting group 

(5 and 5a) was partially reduced to the aniline under hydrogenation 

conditions and did not deprotect.  It is worth noting that under 

hydrogenation conditions the PMB-R (4) protecting group was stable.  

In reactions with harsher conditions, such as SNAr, Suzuki coupling, 

and ester hydrolysis, PMB-R, oNB-R and SES (4, 5, and 6) were 

superior to known SPGs, which degraded under these conditions.  

Only the SES protecting group was stable under Buchwald-Hartwig 

coupling conditions with potassium tert-butoxide as base.  Switching 

the base, however, to cesium carbonate and Xantphos as ligand, 

resulted in a higher retention of oNB-R, 5 (see Supporting 

Information).    As a point of comparison, the parent sulfonyl fluoride 

(7) only survived SN2, acidic deprotection, and amide coupling, 

highlighting the need for SPGs.    

 
Deprotection 

Deprotection of TBS-R (3) and Rongacyl (7) were 

accomplished according to their literature methods.11, 12  TBS-R (3) 

has the benefit of being a one-pot deprotection (CsF, Selectfluor).  

SMOPS (1) and Rongacyl (7) requires a two-step procedure with 

deprotection via sodium hydride (SMOPS) and sodium hydroxide 

(Rongacyl) followed by workup and selectfluor addition (Table 2). 

Given that PMB groups are generally deprotected under oxidizing 

conditions, we first looked for methods that would allow for 

selectfluor to act as the oxidant.  This led to the photocatalytic 

deprotection of the PMB group following conditions first reported by 

Stephenson.19  Using either iridium or acridinium photocatalysis in 

the presence of blue light and selectfluor led directly to sulfonyl 

fluoride (Table 3, entry 2 and 3).  Interestingly, however, deprotection 

and fluorination was able to occur (89% yield) in the absence of 

photocatalyst provided that three equivalents of selectfluor were 

present (entry 1).  These conditions provide a direct, metal-free 

method to mildly deprotect and fluorinate PMB-R-protected aryl 

sulfones.  Lower yields were obtained when 1 or 2 equivalents of 

selectfluor was used (entry 4 and 5).  The presence of water is 

essential for the successful removal of the protecting group (entry 6). 

Switching to NFSI or addition of TEMPO resulted in little to no 

product confirming a radical-based mechanism involving the 1,4-

diazoniabicyclo[2.2.2]octane (TEDA) radical cation (See Supporting 

Information for a plausible mechanism).20  No reaction occurred in 

the absence of selectfluor and light (entry 8 and 12, respectively). 

A small scope was investigated for this deprotection (Table 4).  

The deprotection of the PMB was tolerable to both electron deficient 

(11b, 13b, and 15b) ring systems as well as electron rich (12b), ring 

Table 2.  Overview of stability and deprotection/ fluorination of SPGs 
 

1 3 4 5 6 2b 

Stability 
Ranking[a] 

5 4 3 2 1 6 

Deprotection 
Conditions[b] 

1. NaH 
2. 10 

10 
CsF 

10 
hn 

10 
hn 

TBAF 
70 °C 

then 10 

1. NaOH 
2. NFSI 

One-pot ×     × 

Yield[c] 44% 91% 84% 86% 89% 76% 

 [a] based off average yield of all 10 reactions from Table 2. [b] See Supporting 
Information for detailed conditions; temperature of the reaction is 23 °C unless 
otherwise noted. [c] yields refer to isolated yield. 

 

 

Table 3. Optimization of PMB-R deprotection / fluorination[a] 

 

systems.  Amides were tolerable, as well as pyridine and thiophene 

heterocycles (17b and 18b). Alcohols were also well tolerated (14b). 

Alkyl benzyl sulfinates were also deprotected cleanly (19b).   

Turning to the oNB-R protecting group, deprotection and 

fluorination can occur cleanly under irradiation with blue light in the 

presence of selectfluor via a Norrish-type II deprotection mechanism.  

The scope of this reaction was similarly wide with high yields for 

electron rich, electron poor, and heterocyclic ring systems (Table 3, 

11a-19a).  Finally, the SES protecting group was deprotected using 

TBAF at 70 °C followed by cooling and addition of selectfluor.  The 

yield, although slightly lower than the deprotection for oNB-R and 

PMB-R groups, was still high across all substrates tested (11c-19c). 
 
Summary  

Overall, considering the synthesis, stability, and deprotection, 

SES and oNB-R proved to be the most useful SPGs.  SES was the 

most stable across all conditions tested and could be synthesized 

from the aryl bromide via copper coupling or nickel dual 

photocatalysis.  SES was amenable to most sulfinate coupling 

chemistry, further demonstrating its utility. SES, however, had 

harsher deprotection conditions with TBAF at elevated temperatures.  

oNB-R on the other hand, had stability across most conditions and 

had extremely mild and orthogonal deprotection conditions.  PMB-R 

was a useful SPG in basic conditions but showed instability under 

harsher conditions.  PMB-R, however, has a selective and unique 

deprotection method.  SMOPS, the most common SPG used, had 

limited stability across numerous reaction conditions.  It also cannot 

be excluded the ease of synthesis and availability of the 

corresponding SPG and its precursors.  SMOPS benefits from being 

derived from inexpensive methyl 3-mercaptopropionate.  For this 

reason, SMOPS is also used in making some of the other SPG 

sulfinates.  oNB-R and PMB-R are more cost intensive to make and 

 

 

 

 

Entry Variation from standard conditions Yield (%)[b] 

1 As above 97 (89%)[c] 

2 2 mol% (Ir[dF(CF3)ppy]2(dtbpy))PF6 85 

3 2 mol%  Mes-Acr catalyst 52 

4 1.0 equiv of 10 instead of 3.0 equiv 10 

5 2.0 equiv of 10 instead of 3.0 equiv 22 

6 MeCN only, no H2O 0 

7 NFSI instead of 10 17 

8 No selectfluor 0 

9 Open atmosphere 25 

10 60 °C trace 

11 4.0 equiv TEMPO 0 

12 No Light 0 

[a]
 Conditions: 8 (0.2 mmol), 10 (3.0 equiv), (MeCN:H2O (0.2 M), 

23 °C, 16 h, N2. [b] yields determined by 1H NMR analysis with 4-
fluoroacetophenone as an internal standard.  [c] isolated yields are in 
parentheses, Mes-Acr = 9-Mesityl-3,6-di-tert-butyl-10-phenylacridinium 
tetrafluoroborate TEMPO = 2,2,6,6-tetramethyl-1-piperidinyloxy, NFSI = N-
fluorobenzenesulfonimide 
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Table 4. Scope of deprotection/fluorination [a] 

 

 
[a] yields refer to isolated yields; yields in brackets refer to NMR yields with 4-
fluoroacetophenone as an internal standard. Conditions for deprotection of 11a-
19a:  11 (0.2 mmol), selectfluor (5.0 equiv), (MeCN:H2O (0.2 M), 40 °C, 16 h, N2; 
for deprotection of 11b-19b: 11b (0.2 mmol), selectfluor (3.0 equiv), (MeCN:H2O 
(0.2 M), 40 °C, 16 h, N2; for deprotection of 11c-19c: 11c (0.2 mmol), TBAF (1.1 
equiv, 1M in THF), THF 70 °C 16 h, then selectfluor (1.2 equiv), MeCN, 23 °C, 1 h. 

 

employ (yet can still be made on multigram scale).  SES, once again, 

is not overly cost and time intensive to synthesize and when 

combined with its favorable stability, proves to be a useful SPG. 

Conclusions 

In conclusion, we have undertaken a comprehensive study of 

sulfinate protecting group stability by subjecting six different sulfinate 

protecting groups to a variety of common synthetic transformations.   

Additionally, methods to synthesize aryl containing SPGs were also 

assessed. From these studies, it was found that 2-

trimethylsilylsulfone (SES) and the newly disclosed ortho-nitrobenzyl 

Rongalite sulfone (oNB-R) possessed a broad stability profile, a 

facile method of synthesis, and a selective and orthogonal 

deprotection/fluorination procedure.  An additional SPG, para-

methoxybenzyl Rongalite was also found to have broad stability and 

an intriguing deprotection/fluorination condition of selectfluor and 

light.  Ultimately, the SPG chosen in a synthetic endeavor should be 

tailored to the synthetic conditions used and the functionality present.  

The studies above outline the benefits and drawbacks of each SPG 

while providing additional groups with novel, orthogonal deprotection 

conditions.  Overall, these groups should allow for more structural 

diversity in the synthesis of SF containing small molecule inhibitors 

or probes. 

Acknowledgements 

This work was supported by funding from Rutgers University and 

from the New Jersey Health Foundation (to M.J.M). 

Conflicts of interest 
 
A provisional patent application has been filed by Rutgers 
University, which covers the synthesis and use of benzyloxy 
sulfinate protecting groups. 
 
 

Author Contributions 
 
T.I.P, R.L., and M.J.M conceived the program. T.I.P performed synthesis, 
stability, deprotection studies. Y.C aided in sulfinate synthesis. T.I.P and 
M.J.M. wrote and contributed to the manuscript. 
 
References 
 
(1) Lou, T. S.; Willis, M. C. Sulfonyl fluorides as targets and substrates in the 

development of new synthetic methods. Nat Rev Chem 2022, 6 (2), 146-162. 

DOI: 10.1038/s41570-021-00352-8. 

(2) Liu, Z.; Li, J.; Li, S.; Li, G.; Sharpless, K. B.; Wu, P. SuFEx Click Chemistry 

Enabled Late-Stage Drug Functionalization. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2018, 140 

(8), 2919-2925. DOI: 10.1021/jacs.7b12788. 

(3) Dong, J.; Krasnova, L.; Finn, M. G.; Sharpless, K. B. Sulfur(VI) fluoride 

exchange (SuFEx): another good reaction for click chemistry. Angew. Chem. 

Int. Ed. 2014, 53 (36), 9430-9448. DOI: 10.1002/anie.201309399. 

(4) Barrow, A. S.; Smedley, C. J.; Zheng, Q.; Li, S.; Dong, J.; Moses, J. E. The 

growing applications of SuFEx click chemistry. Chem. Soc. Rev. 2019, 48 

(17), 4731-4758. DOI: 10.1039/c8cs00960k (acccessed 2023-07-

07T18:06:16). 

(5) Kitamura, S.; Zheng, Q.; Woehl, J. L.; Solania, A.; Chen, E.; Dillon, N.; Hull, M. 

V.; Kotaniguchi, M.; Cappiello, J. R.; Kitamura, S.; et al. Sulfur(VI) Fluoride 

Exchange (SuFEx)-Enabled High-Throughput Medicinal Chemistry. J. Am. 

Chem. Soc. 2020, 142 (25), 10899-10904. DOI: 10.1021/jacs.9b13652. 

Mortenson, D. E.; Brighty, G. J.; Plate, L.; Bare, G.; Chen, W.; Li, S.; Wang, 

H.; Cravatt, B. F.; Forli, S.; Powers, E. T.; et al. "Inverse Drug Discovery" 

Strategy To Identify Proteins That Are Targeted by Latent Electrophiles As 

Exemplified by Aryl Fluorosulfates. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2018, 140 (1), 200-

210. DOI: 10.1021/jacs.7b08366. Wan, X.; Yang, T.; Cuesta, A.; Pang, X.; 

Balius, T. E.; Irwin, J. J.; Shoichet, B. K.; Taunton, J. Discovery of Lysine-

Targeted eIF4E Inhibitors through Covalent Docking. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 

2020, 142 (11), 4960-4964. DOI: 10.1021/jacs.9b10377. Zhao, Q.; Ouyang, 

X.; Wan, X.; Gajiwala, K. S.; Kath, J. C.; Jones, L. H.; Burlingame, A. L.; 

Taunton, J. Broad-Spectrum Kinase Profiling in Live Cells with Lysine-

Targeted Sulfonyl Fluoride Probes. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2017, 139 (2), 680-

685. DOI: 10.1021/jacs.6b08536. Gambini, L.; Baggio, C.; Udompholkul, P.; 

Jossart, J.; Salem, A. F.; Perry, J. J. P.; Pellecchia, M. Covalent Inhibitors of 

Protein-Protein Interactions Targeting Lysine, Tyrosine, or Histidine 

Residues. J. Med. Chem. 2019, 62 (11), 5616-5627. DOI: 

10.1021/acs.jmedchem.9b00561. Gambini, L.; Udompholkul, P.; Baggio, C.; 

Muralidharan, A.; Kenjic, N.; Assar, Z.; Perry, J. J. P.; Pellecchia, M. Design, 

Synthesis, and Structural Characterization of Lysine Covalent BH3 Peptides 

Targeting Mcl-1. J. Med. Chem. 2021, 64 (8), 4903-4912. DOI: 

10.1021/acs.jmedchem.1c00005. Narayanan, A.; Jones, L. H. Sulfonyl 

fluorides as privileged warheads in chemical biology. Chem. Sci. 2015, 6 (5), 

2650-2659. DOI: 10.1039/c5sc00408j. 

(6) Udompholkul, P.; Garza-Granados, A.; Alboreggia, G.; Baggio, C.; Mcguire, J.; 

Pegan, S. D.; Pellecchia, M. Characterization of a Potent and Orally 

Bioavailable Lys-Covalent Inhibitor of Apoptosis Protein (IAP) Antagonist. J. 

Med. Chem. 2023. DOI: 10.1021/acs.jmedchem.3c00467 (acccessed 2023-

06-02T20:35:12). Teng, M.; Ficarro, S. B.; Yoon, H.; Che, J.; Zhou, J.; 

Fischer, E. S.; Marto, J. A.; Zhang, T.; Gray, N. S. Rationally Designed 

Covalent BCL6 Inhibitor That Targets a Tyrosine Residue in the Homodimer 

Interface. ACS Med. Chem. Lett. 2020, 11 (6), 1269-1273. DOI: 

10.1021/acsmedchemlett.0c00111. Gambini, L.; Udompholkul, P.; Salem, A. 

F.; Baggio, C.; Pellecchia, M. Stability and Cell Permeability of Sulfonyl 

Fluorides in the Design of Lys-Covalent Antagonists of Protein-Protein 

Interactions. ChemMedChem 2020, 15 (22), 2176-2184. DOI: 

10.1002/cmdc.202000355. Pettinger, J.; Carter, M.; Jones, K.; Cheeseman, 

M. D. Kinetic Optimization of Lysine-Targeting Covalent Inhibitors of HSP72. 

J. Med. Chem. 2019, 62 (24), 11383-11398. DOI: 

10.1021/acs.jmedchem.9b01709. 

(7) Gilbert, K. E.; Vuorinen, A.; Aatkar, A.; Pogany, P.; Pettinger, J.; Grant, E. K.; 

Kirkpatrick, J. M.; Rittinger, K.; House, D.; Burley, G. A.; et al. Profiling 

Sulfur(VI) Fluorides as Reactive Functionalities for Chemical Biology Tools 

and Expansion of the Ligandable Proteome. ACS Chem. Biol. 2023. DOI: 

10.1021/acschembio.2c00633. King, A. T.; Matesic, L.; Keaveney, S. T.; 

Jamie, J. F. An Investigation into the In Vitro Metabolic Stability of Aryl 

Sulfonyl Fluorides for their Application in Medicinal Chemistry and 

Radiochemistry. Mol. Pharm. 2023, 20 (2), 1061-1071. DOI: 

10.1021/acs.molpharmaceut.2c00806. 

(8) Mukherjee, H.; Su, N.; Belmonte, M. A.; Hargreaves, D.; Patel, J.; Tentarelli, S.; 

Aquila, B.; Grimster, N. P. Discovery and optimization of covalent Bcl-xL 

https://doi.org/10.26434/chemrxiv-2024-b2t53 ORCID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6758-7892 Content not peer-reviewed by ChemRxiv. License: CC BY 4.0

https://doi.org/10.26434/chemrxiv-2024-b2t53
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6758-7892
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


6 
 

antagonists. Bioorg Med Chem Lett 2019, 29 (23), 126682. DOI: 

10.1016/j.bmcl.2019.126682. 

(9) Deeming, A. S.; Russell, C. J.; Willis, M. C. Palladium(II)-Catalyzed Synthesis 

of Sulfinates from Boronic Acids and DABSO: A Redox-Neutral, Phosphine-

Free Transformation. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2016, 55 (2), 747-750. DOI: 

10.1002/anie.201508370. Emmett, E. J.; Hayter, B. R.; Willis, M. C. 

Palladium-Catalyzed Synthesis of Ammonium Sulfinates from Aryl Halides 

and a Sulfur Dioxide Surrogate: A Gas- and Reductant-Free Process. Angew. 

Chem. 2014, 126 (38), 10368-10372. DOI: 10.1002/ange.201404527. Wang, 

Y.; Deng, L.; Deng, Y.; Han, J. Copper-Catalyzed Multicomponent Reaction 

of DABCO.(SO2)2, Alcohols, and Aryl Diazoniums for the Synthesis of 

Sulfonic Esters. J. Org. Chem. 2018, 83 (8), 4674-4680. DOI: 

10.1021/acs.joc.8b00447. 

(10) Baskin, J. M.; Wang, Z. A mild, convenient synthesis of sulfinic acid salts and 

sulfonamides from alkyl and aryl halides. Tetrahedron Lett. 2002, 43 (47), 

8479-8483. DOI: 10.1016/s0040-4039(02)02073-7. 

(11) Kim, D. K.; Um, H. S.; Park, H.; Kim, S.; Choi, J.; Lee, C. 

Silyloxymethanesulfinate as a sulfoxylate equivalent for the modular 

synthesis of sulfones and sulfonyl derivatives. Chem. Sci. 2020, 11 (48), 

13071-13078. DOI: 10.1039/d0sc02947e. 

(12) Shavnya, A.; Hesp, K. D.; Tsai, A. S. A Versatile Reagent and Method for Direct 

Aliphatic Sulfonylation. Adv. Synth. Catal. 2018, 360 (9), 1768-1774. DOI: 

10.1002/adsc.201800071. 

(13) Chu, G. H.; Li, P. K. Synthesis of sodium androst-5-ene-17-one-3 beta-

methylene sulfonate. Steroids 1997, 62 (7), 543-545. DOI: 10.1016/s0039-

128x(97)00039-1. 

(14) Zhao, J.; Niu, S.; Jiang, X.; Jiang, Y.; Zhang, X.; Sun, T.; Ma, D. A Class of 

Amide Ligands Enable Cu-Catalyzed Coupling of (Hetero)aryl Halides with 

Sulfinic Acid Salts under Mild Conditions. J. Org. Chem. 2018, 83 (12), 6589-

6598. DOI: 10.1021/acs.joc.8b00888. 

(15) Schwan, A. L.; Brillon, D.; Dufault, R. Synthesis, reactions, and 

interconversions of some 2-(trimethylsilyl)ethyl substituted sulfur 

compounds. Can. J. Chem. 1994, 72 (2), 325-333. DOI: 10.1139/v94-050. 

(16) Kim, D.-K.; Um, H.-S.; Park, H.; Kim, S.; Choi, J.; Lee, C. 

Silyloxymethanesulfinate as a sulfoxylate equivalent for the modular 

synthesis of sulfones and sulfonyl derivatives. Chem. Sci. 2020, 11 (48), 

13071-13078, 10.1039/D0SC02947E. DOI: 10.1039/D0SC02947E. 

(17) Ghosh, I.; Shlapakov, N.; Karl, T. A.; Duker, J.; Nikitin, M.; Burykina, J. V.; 

Ananikov, V. P.; Konig, B. General cross-coupling reactions with adaptive 

dynamic homogeneous catalysis. Nature 2023, 619 (7968), 87-93. DOI: 

10.1038/s41586-023-06087-4 (acccessed 2023-07-31T18:05:14). 

(18) Brown, D. G.; Boström, J. Analysis of Past and Present Synthetic 

Methodologies on Medicinal Chemistry: Where Have All the New Reactions 

Gone? J. Med. Chem. 2016, 59 (10), 4443-4458. DOI: 

10.1021/acs.jmedchem.5b01409 (acccessed 2023-07-31T18:49:08). 

(19) Tucker, J. W.; Narayanam, J. M.; Shah, P. S.; Stephenson, C. R. Oxidative 

photoredox catalysis: mild and selective deprotection of PMB ethers 

mediated by visible light. Chem Commun (Camb) 2011, 47 (17), 5040-5042. 

DOI: 10.1039/c1cc10827a (acccessed 2023-07-31T18:53:01). 

(20) Niu, L.; Liu, J.; Liang, X. A.; Wang, S.; Lei, A. Visible light-induced direct alpha 

C-H functionalization of alcohols. Nat. Commun. 2019, 10 (1), 467. DOI: 

10.1038/s41467-019-08413-9. Aguilar Troyano, F. J.; Merkens, K.; Gómez-
Suárez, A. Selectfluor® Radical Dication (TEDA 2+) – A Versatile Species 

in Modern Synthetic Organic Chemistry. Asian J. Org. Chem. 2020, 9 (7), 

992-1007. DOI: 10.1002/ajoc.202000196 (acccessed 2023-05-

01T20:27:41). 

 

https://doi.org/10.26434/chemrxiv-2024-b2t53 ORCID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6758-7892 Content not peer-reviewed by ChemRxiv. License: CC BY 4.0

https://doi.org/10.26434/chemrxiv-2024-b2t53
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6758-7892
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

