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Abstract The cyclomarins are cyclic heptapeptides from marine strep-
tomycetes containing four rather unusual amino acids. Interestingly,
the cyclomarins address two completely different targets: ClpC1, a sub-
unit of the caseinolytic protease of Mycobacterium tuberculosis (MTB), as
well as PfAp3Aase of Plasmodium falciparum. Therefore, the cyclomarins
are interesting lead structures for the development of drugs targeting
tuberculosis and malaria. As a result, several synthetic protocols to-
wards the synthesis of these unusual building blocks as well as the natu-
ral products themselves have been developed, which will be discussed
in this review.
1 Introduction
2 Synthesis of the Building Blocks
3 Total Synthesis of Cyclomarin C by Yao and Co-workers
4 Total Synthesis of Cyclomarin A and C by Barbie and Kazmaier
5 Conclusion

Key words natural products, cyclopeptides, cyclomarins, total syn-
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1 Introduction

From the last century to the present, an uncountable
number of peptidic secondary metabolites have been iso-
lated from microorganisms such as bacteria or fungi.1 Due
to their diverse and unique structures, they exhibit a re-
markable range of biological activities. This fact is not sur-
prising since they are the highly optimized result of mil-
lions of years of evolutionary selection.2 Thus, natural prod-
ucts play an important role in drug discovery, either as
direct drug candidates or as lead structures.3–7 Neverthe-
less, it should be mentioned, that the isolation from com-
plex mixtures often cannot provide the desired natural
product in amounts suitable for structure elucidation or

complete biological evaluation. Therefore, innovative meth-
ods are required to produce the desired natural product by
total synthesis. In addition, structural modifications pro-
vide important insights into the structure–activity relation-
ship (SAR).8
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An outstanding example is a small family of peptide
natural products, the cyclomarins A–C (1–3), isolated in
1999 from the marine streptomycete strain CNB-982 (Fig-
ure 1).9 The crude extract of a sample, collected from sedi-
ments at Mission Bay, showed moderate cytotoxicity
against human colon cancer cells (HCT-116). Furthermore,
the organism produced the novel cyclopeptides under sa-
line culture conditions, whereas the main metabolite cyclo-
marin A (1) shows an IC50 value of 2.6 μM against various
cancer cell lines. In addition to the anticancer properties,
anti-inflammatory and antiviral activities were also ob-
served.10 Moreover, in 2011 Schmitt, Camacho, and co-
workers from Novartis reported antibacterial activity
against Mycobacterium tuberculosis (Mtb) in concentrations
of 0.3 μM and 2.5 μM in culture broth medium and human-
derived macrophages, respectively.11 Interestingly, cyclo-
marin A (1) retains antitubercular activity against several
resistant strains and also inhibits nonreplicating intracellu-
lar bacteria in macrophages with a mortality rate of 90%
(after 5 d incubation) with a drug concentration of 2.5 μM.
This fact suggested that a completely new molecular target
structure might be involved.12 Target profiling by chemical
proteomics identified the ClpC1 subunit of the caseinolytic
protease (Clp), where Schanda and co-workers, in 2018, de-
termined the mode of action by NMR spectroscopic and
crystallographic investigations.13 In addition, cyclomarin A
(1) shows an impressive antiparasitic activity against Plas-
modium falciparum (Pfalcp), the pathogen of malaria.14 By
inhibition the growth of the blood stages of Pfalcp, cyclo-
marin A (1) binds a dimer of diadenosine triphosphate hy-
drolases (PfAp3Aase) and thereby prevents the formation of
the enzyme-substrate complex.

Figure 1  Chemical structures of cyclomarins and cyclomarazins

As already mentioned, cyclomarin B (2) and C (3) were
also isolated in 1999, but in significantly smaller quantities.
In the course of a broad screening for biologically active
substances from the culture broth of the streptomycete
strain BCC26924, cyclomarin C (3) was isolated in sufficient
quantities and biologically evaluated.15 Thus, cyclomarin C
(3) shows antitubercular activity (MIC = 0.10 μg/mL, strain
H37Ra) as well as antiplasmodial activity against multi-
drug-resistant strain K1 with an IC50 value of 0.24 μg/mL.
Furthermore the analogous cyclomarin D (4) (Figure 1), in
principle N-desmethylcyclomarin C, was identified in the
culture medium of a Palau-derived actinomycete species
(Salinospora arenicola CNS-205).16 In 2008, the structurally
related metabolites cyclomarazins A (5) and B (6) (Figure 1)
were also isolated.16 It is thought that the cyclomarins and
cyclomarazins have a common biosynthetic origin due to
the similarity of two noncanonical amino acids. The bio-
synthesis of these compounds was investigated in detail by
Moore and co-workers.16–18

Beside the three proteinogenic amino acids (L-Ala, L-Val,
N-Me-L-Leu), the 21-membered cyclopeptides 1–4 differ by
slight variation in the methylation and oxidation pattern of
the noncanonical amino acids (blue), which were identified
using 1D and 2D NMR techniques. Determination of the ab-
solute stereochemistry was achieved by X-ray crystal struc-
ture of the diacetate derivative of cyclomarin A (1).9 Some
of the unusual amino acids, especially the β-methoxyphe-
nylalanine moiety and derivatives thereof are not only in-
corporated in cyclomarins, they also can be found as key
structural motifs in a variety of biologically active com-
pounds, ranging from discokiolides19 and callipeltins20 to
more complex cyclic depsipeptides, such as neamphamide
A,21 papuamides,22 or mirabamides.23 The β-hydroxytrypto-
phan unit can be found in two variations, either with a N′-
tert-prenyl residue or the oxidized N′-[(2S)-2,3-epoxy-1,1-
dimethylpropyl] substituent, which is also a structural mo-
tif of another antitubercular class of natural products, the
ilamycins.24–26 Furthermore the δ-hydroxyleucine fragment
is found in BZR-cotoxin II27 and in leucinostatins,28 whereas
the 2-amino-3,5-dimethylhex-4-enoic acid is unique to cy-
clomarins.

Soon after the isolation of the cyclopeptides, the first
synthesis of the noncanonical amino acids of cyclomarin A
(1) were reported by Yokokawa and co-workers.29 Due to
the highly complex heptapeptidic structure with 12 or 13
stereogenic centers and the four nonproteinogenic amino
acid building blocks, it is hardly surprising, that already in
2004 a synthetically access to cyclomarin C (3) was
achieved via a convergent strategy by Yao and co-work-
ers.30,31 Just over ten years later in 2016, Barbie and Kazmai-
er accomplished the synthesis of the natural products cy-
clomarin A (1), C (3), and D (4) and, as a simplified deriva-
tive, deoxycyclomarin C in a linear approach.32–34
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In this review we will highlight the synthetic efforts to-
wards these interesting natural products, beginning with
the synthetic approaches towards the four noncanonical
amino acids, and ending with the total synthesis of the nat-
ural products and derivatives, which will be discussed in
detail.

2 Synthesis of the Building Blocks

2.1 (2S,3R)-β-Methoxyphenylalanine

The first reported synthetic access by Yokokawa and co-
workers29 to β-methoxyphenylalanine was achieved by us-
ing Schöllkopf auxiliary 7 (Scheme 1).35 Here, 7 was first
deprotonated at low temperature with nBuLi. After
ClTi(NEt2)3 mediated transmetalation and reaction with
benzaldehyde, the secondary alcohol 8 was obtained in dia-
stereomerically pure form in 78% yield.36 Subsequent O-
methylation using Meerwein salt and Proton sponge® gave
methyl ether 9.37 Removal of the chiral auxiliary with aque-
ous TFA and final amine protection provided building block
10 in a high yield of 92%.29

Scheme 1  Synthesis of Cbz-protected (2S,3R)-β-methoxyphenylala-
nine using Schöllkopf auxiliary (Yokokawa)

The synthesis route of Hajra and co-workers also used
an auxiliary approach (Scheme 2).38 The Evans auxiliary of
cinnamic acid 11 was treated with bromine in a silver(I)-
mediated halomethoxylation (via 12) to give the desired
methyl ether as a diastereomeric mixture, from which 13
was isolated in 64% yield. This was followed by an SN2 reac-
tion with sodium azide to provide syn product 14;39 the
auxiliary was finally cleaved, giving acid 15. To get the de-
sired β-methoxyphenylalanine, the azide group just needs
to be converted into an amino group.

Joullié and co-workers followed an entirely different ap-
proach based on a diastereoselective Grignard reaction to-
wards the literature-known Lajoie’s serine aldehyde 1640

(Scheme 3).41 Via addition of phenylmagnesium bromide,
the syn amino alcohol 17 was obtained in good diastereose-
lectivity, but unfortunately in moderate yield. Next, the

methyl ether 18 was generated also here by the use of
Meerwein salt. Finally, the amino acid 19 was obtained by
Cbz deprotection via hydrogenation and cleavage of the or-
thoester under aqueous acidic conditions.

Scheme 3  Synthesis of (2S,3R)-β-methoxyphenylalanine via diastereo-
selective Grignard reaction as key step (Joullié)

2.2 (2S,4R)-γ-Hydroxyleucine

Yokokawa and co-workers also utilized an auxiliary-
based approach for the synthesis of the δ-hydroxyleucine
building block (Scheme 4).29 For this purpose, the silyl-pro-
tected Roche ester 20 was reduced to the corresponding al-
dehyde using DIBAL-H. Subsequent Horner–Wadsworth–
Emmons reaction with phosphonate A gave the α,β-unsatu-
rated amide 21 in 79% yield over both steps.42 After hydro-
genation of the double bond in 21, 22 was deprotonated us-
ing KHMDS at –78 °C; quenching the potassium enolate
with 2,4,6-triisopropylphenylsulfonyl azide (trisyl azide)
provided the diastereomerically pure azide 23.43,44 Subse-
quent hydrogenation of the azide group with palladium in
the presence of Boc2O afforded the protected amine 24 in
good yield. Oxidative cleavage of the Evans auxiliary,45 N-
methylation, and esterification gave the desired product 25
in 85% yield over three steps.

According to Joullié and co-workers the protected (S)-
pyroglutamic acid 26 was used as starting material (Scheme
4).46 α-Methylation of 26 gave 27 in a diastereomeric ratio
of 7:1 in favor of the undesired diastereomer. However, to
obtain the correct configuration in the product, the stereo-
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genic center was inverted under basic conditions. The dia-
stereomeric ratio of 28 was now 3.1:1 for the favored dia-
stereomer. Acyclic building block 29 was obtained after hy-
drolysis with LiOH. To generate the desired alcohol, acid 29
was first activated as the mixed anhydride and then re-
duced with NaBH4. Additional protection gave TBS ether 30.
For the final N-methylation, 30 was first deprotonated with
excess NaHMDS and then treated with methyl iodide. The
fully protected δ-hydroxyleucine 31 was thus obtained in
57% yield without epimerization.

Besides the ex-chiral pool strategy, Joullié and co-work-
ers developed a synthetic method based on an asymmetric
Evans alkylation and an asymmetric Strecker reaction47 as
key steps (Scheme 5).48 First, deprotonation of 32, followed
by the addition of allyl iodide gave oxazolidine 33 with a di-
astereomeric excess of >96%. Cleavage of the chiral Evans
auxiliary under reductive conditions afforded alcohol 34,
which was subsequently protected as benzyl ether 35. Next,
the terminal double bond was oxidized in a one-pot se-
quence via dihydroxylation/periodate cleavage to obtain the
corresponding aldehyde 36. Subsequent condensation with
an enantiopure (+)-(S)-p-toluenesufinamide B in the pres-
ence of Ti(OEt)4 gave the desired chiral sulfinimine 37. Car-
bonyl addition of Et2AlCN provided amino nitrile 38 in 92%
yield with a diastereomeric excess of 91%. Final cleavage of
the sulfinyl auxiliary and hydrolysis of the nitrile group un-
der acid conditions afforded the benzyl-protected methyl
ester of (2S,4R)-δ-hydroxyleucine 40.

Scheme 5  δ-Hydroxyleucine fragment via asymmetric Evans alkylation 
and an asymmetric Strecker reaction (Joullié)

The synthesis of Chandrasekhar and co-workers in 2011
was achieved from amino lactone 41, which was prepared
according to the literature (Scheme 6).49 Reductive ring
opening of lactone 41 gave the amino alcohol, which subse-
quently protected as dimethyloxazolidine 42. Next the pri-
mary alcohol function was silylated with TBDPSCl and im-
idazole. After removal of the oxazolidine under acidic con-

Scheme 4  Comparison of two ex-chiral pool approaches for δ-hydroxyleucine (Yokokawa and Joullié)
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ditions, the resulting alcohol 43 was oxidized to the
corresponding acid using (diacetoxyiodo)benzene and a
catalytic amount of TEMPO in 71% yield. Final N-methyla-
tion afforded the building block 44.50

Scheme 6  Synthesis of δ-hydroxyleucine from an amino lactone via a 
dimethyloxazolidine (Chandrasekhar)

In 2018, Zwick III and Renata reported the syntheses of
δ-hydroxyleucine 46 via selective chemoenzymatic C–H
functionalization (Scheme 7).51 Thereby, they used an α-ke-
toglutarate-dependent dioxygenase (Fe/αKG) GriE as bio-
catalyst for the C5-hydroxylation of 45 to obtain the desired
δ-hydroxyleucine 46 in 90% yield and perfect diastereose-
lectivity.

Scheme 7  Chemoenzymatic approach to δ-hydroxyleucine (Renata)

2.3 (2S,3R)-N′-[(2R)-2,3-Epoxy-1,1-dimethylpro-
pyl]-3-hydroxytryptophan

For the third noncanonical amino acid unit Yokokawa
and co-workers29 used a literature-known protocol to gain
access to N-propargylindoline 49 (Scheme 8).45 Here, indo-
line (47) was reacted with 3-acetoxy-3-methylbut-1-yne
(48) in a copper(I) chloride mediated substitution reaction
to give N-propargylindoline 49 in excellent yield. Subse-
quent Lindlar hydrogenation afforded the N-tert-prenylated
indoline 50, which was oxidized with MnO2 to the N-tert-
prenylated indole 51. In the subsequent Vilsmeier–Haack
formylation, indole-3-carbaldehyde 52 was isolated quanti-
tatively. Subsequently, the double bond in the tert-prenyl
group was transformed into chiral diol 53 via Sharpless di-
hydroxylation;45 using the cinchona alkaloid based ligand
(DHQD)2Pyr, the enantiomeric excess was 85%. Next, the
primary alcohol function of 53 was tosylated and converted
under basic conditions into the epoxide 54. Additional
Horner–Wadsworth–Emmons reaction with triethyl phos-
phonoacetate provided the required E-configured olefin 55.
Final Sharpless aminohydroxylation45 released the desired

β-hydroxytryptophan derivative 56 in moderate yield. In
this reaction the regio- and diastereoselectivity were con-
trolled by the cinchona alkaloid based ligand (DHQD)2AQN,
which gave product 56 with a diastereoselectivity of 95%.

In addition to this synthesis, a further partial synthesis
was developed by Spinella and co-workers, that gave access
to substrates for Sharpless aminohydroxylations. They used
a transition-metal-catalyzed cross-coupling reaction as the
key step (Scheme 8).52 The synthesis started with bromide
57. Sharpless dihydroxylation of bromide 57 gave diol 58
with 76% ee, which was converted into acetal 59 in an over-
all yield of 85% over two steps. Building block 59 was then
reacted in a Heck coupling with ethyl acrylate to give α,β-
unsaturated ester 61. However, very high amounts of cata-
lyst were required and the desired product 61 was still only
obtained in 36% yield. Furthermore, large amounts of the
reduced indole 60 were formed as a side product. Alterna-
tive approaches using the analogous iodoindole or an acryl-
ic stannane in the Stille coupling were also not successful.
Thus, an alternative oxidative coupling of the nonhaloge-
nated indole 60 with acrylic ester was investigated.52 After
optimization of reaction conditions, the desired building
block 61 was finally obtained in a very good yield of 86%.
After cleavage of the acetal, the epoxide 62 was synthesized
according to the protocol of Yokokawa and co-workers.29

Joullié and co-workers also reported a synthesis for this
building block (Scheme 9).53 In analogy to their synthesis of
β-methoxyphenylalanine, the hydroxytryptophan moiety
was prepared by Grignard addition of an arylmagnesium
compound to the Lajoie serine aldehyde 16. The required
tert-prenylindole 51 was synthesized according to Yokoka-
wa and co-workers.29 tert-Prenylindole 51 was converted by
NBS-mediated bromination into 57, which was treated with
magnesium turnings to give the corresponding organomag-
nesium species; subsequent addition of this nucleophile to
the aldehyde 16 gave the secondary alcohol 63 in moderate
yield, but in a good diastereoselectivity of 85%.

Furthermore, long reaction times and high tempera-
tures were required to gain the desired organometallic spe-
cies; therefore the use of iodoindole building block 64 was
appropriated (Scheme 10). In analogy to the first proposed
synthesis of this building block, the epoxide moiety was
prepared by Sharpless dihydroxylation, followed by tosyla-
tion and subsequently elimination. It was found that the di-
hydroxylation of 64 provided 65 with 91% ee, while the for-
mation of the epoxide 66 proceeded in comparable yields to
the first synthesis. Next, halogen–metal exchange using
nBuLi at low temperature and subsequent transmetalation
with magnesium bromide gave the corresponding organo-
magnesium compound 67, which reacted with aldehyde 16
to give secondary alcohol 68. Despite the good diastereose-
lectivity, the yield was quite low. An additional disadvan-
tage in the synthesis route is the fact that two equivalents
of 67 need to be used with the aldehyde 16. The secondary
alcohol 68 was subsequently protected as TBS ether 69. Af-
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ter cleaving the orthoester under acetic acid conditions and
saponification with lithium hydroxide, the acid was con-
verted into its methyl ester 70.

A similar strategy for the synthesis of N′-tert-prenyl-
tryptophan 78 was chosen by Barbie and Kazmaier
(Scheme 10).54 Here, a simple one-pot protocol without an
additional purification step gave iodoindole 72 in 94% yield.

To improve the selectivity of the chelate-controlled carbon-
yl addition towards aldehyde 74, a protocol described by
Knochel and co-workers was used.55 The corresponding
zinc reagent 73, formed via transmetalation of the in situ
formed Grignard reagent from 72 in the presence of LiCl, re-
acted with 74 to give the desired alcohol 75 in high yield
and excellent diastereoselectivity. While the introduction of
an orthogonal protecting group, e.g. MOM or TBDPS, failed,
a second TBS group was chosen. Benzyl cleavage under re-
ductive conditions provided the fully protected derivative
76 in 89% over two steps. With 76 in hand, the chemoselec-
tive reverse N′-prenylation was achieved by using a protocol
by Baran and co-workers to obtain 77.56 Selective deprotec-
tion of the primary OH function with ammonium fluoride
and subsequent two-step oxidation sequence of Parikh–
Doering reaction57 and NIS-mediated oxidation58 gave the
fully protected N′-tert-prenylated tryptophan 78.

Scheme 8  Two synthetic routes to the β-hydroxytryptophan moiety (Yokokawa and Spinella)
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2.4 (2S,3R)-2-Amino-3,5-dimethylhex-4-enoic Acid

Because of its unique structure, so far there is just one
published fragment synthesis of the aminohexenoic acid 84
by Yokokawa and co-workers in 2002 (Scheme 11).29 Here,
the synthetic sequence started with the commercially
available aspartic acid derivative 79. This was converted
into the corresponding alcohol after activation as a mixed
anhydride and then reduced with NaBH4; subsequent acid-
catalyzed intramolecular transesterification generated lac-
tone 80 in 52% yield. Next, the lithium enolate of 80 was re-
acted with methyl iodide at low temperatures to give 81
with a diastereomeric ratio of 10:1 for the favored diaste-
reomer.59 DIBAL-H reduction of 81 to the corresponding lac-
tol and subsequent Wittig reaction gave the oxazolidinone
82 in good yield. In the next step, oxazolidinone 82 was
Boc-protected and converted into the primary alcohol 83
by hydrolysis. Final pyridinium dichromate (PDC) mediated
oxidation60 gave the desired Boc-protected aminohexenoic
acid 84 in 88% yield.

Scheme 11  Fragment synthesis of Boc-protected aminohexenoic acid 
(Yokokawa)

3 Total Synthesis of Cyclomarin C by Yao 
and Co-workers

Yao and co-workers30,31 started their synthesis of the β-
methoxyphenylalanine derivative with tert-butylamide 85
derived from phthaloyl-protected L-phenylalanine. To ob-
tain the oxygen function in the β-position, 85 was first bro-
minated in the benzyl position via Wohl–Ziegler reaction

Scheme 10  Optimized route for the fully protected β-hydroxytryptophan (Joullié and Kazmaier)
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(dr 1:1) (Scheme 12).61 Subsequent silver(I)-mediated nuc-
leophilic substitution with water yielded the syn diastereo-
mer preferentially. After removal of the undesired stereo-
isomer, O-methylation with silver(I) oxide and methyl io-
dide provided methyl ether 86. The phthaloyl group was
then removed with hydrazine. Hydrolysis of the amide and
final Boc protection gave β-methoxyphenylalanine 87 in a
good yield of 79% over three steps.

Scheme 12  Synthesis of β-methoxyphenylalanine

The route for the preparation of the δ-hydroxyleucine
unit is also based on classical auxiliary chemistry, starting
from 88, which was initially prepared by a reported proce-
dure62 (Scheme 13). After acidic hydrolysis of the tert-butyl
ester and activation by oxalyl chloride, the generated acid
chloride was reacted with lithiated Evans auxiliary C to give
oxazolidinone 89. Diastereoselective azidation with trisyl
azide after enolization of 89 provided azide 90. This was
then protected in situ by catalytic hydrogenation with pal-
ladium in the presence of Boc2O; subsequent oxidative
cleavage of the auxiliary released the carboxylic acid 91 in
79% yield over two steps. The introduction of the N-methyl
group was carried out in a two-step sequence. First, acid 91

was converted into the hemiaminal 92 using paraformalde-
hyde. Ring opening by ionic hydrogenation60 with triethyl-
silane and TFA and subsequent Boc protection provided the
desired building block 93 in quantitative yield.

Also in their synthetic route towards the N′-tert-pre-
nylated tryptophan building block 99, the asymmetric Shar-
pless aminohydroxylation was used as key step (Scheme
13). First, the α,β-unsaturated ester 95 was generated in
two steps by formylation of indole derivative 94 followed by
Horner–Wadsworth–Emmons reaction in 81% yield. Subse-
quent reaction with CbzNClNa in the presence of catalytic
amounts K2[OsO2(OH)4] and (DHQD)2AQN gave the 3-hy-
droxytryptophan derivative 96 in moderate yield and 86%
ee, however the regioselectivity was not reported. Silyl pro-
tection of the secondary alcohol and saponification of the
acetyl group provided the primary alcohol 97. Subsequent
Swern oxidation60 and methylene-Wittig reaction60 gave
the tert-prenylated derivative 98 in 50% yield for both steps.
Via final protection group transformations gave building
block 99 for the peptide coupling.

To obtain the last non-proteinogenic amino acid 105,
Kazmaier’s asymmetric chelate enolate-Claisen rearrange-
ment with quinidine as chiral alkaloid ligand was used
(Scheme 14).63 Deprotonation of the ester 100 and trans-
metalation to the chelated aluminum species yielded amino
acid derivative 101 via a [3,3]-sigmatropic rearrangement
with high ee. Subsequent protecting group manipulations
were necessary to suppress partial racemization of the α-
stereogenic center. Ozonolysis of the terminal double bond
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Scheme 13  Evans diastereoselective azidation and Sharpless aminohydroxylation as key steps for the δ-hydroxyleucine unit and  N′-tert-prenylated 
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in 103 followed by Wittig reaction provided the desired de-
rivative 104 in only 31% yield.64 Final protecting group in-
terconversions delivered Fmoc-amino acid 105.

3.1 Macrocyclization Studies and Completion of 
Total Synthesis

With all noncanonical amino acid building blocks in
hand, several strategies for the construction of the linear
heptapeptide scaffold and the macrolactamization of cyclo-
marin C were examined (Figure 2)31 in which four different
sites for cyclization were investigated with the goal to mini-

mize the number of linear steps. Because of its acid lability,
the β-hydroxytryptophan moiety should be installed as late
as possible.

First Yao and co-workers investigated a sequence based
on a retrosynthetic peptide bond cleavage between the β-
hydroxytryptophan and the aminohexenoic acid unit (route
A). This resulted in linear precursor 106, which was synthe-
sized in a [3+3+1] peptide fragment strategy. While the
coupling of the individual peptide fragments proceeded
without mayor problems, the C-terminal saponification of
the methyl ester in 106 and subsequent cyclization under
various conditions, unfortunately provided the desired
product in trace amounts only. So, in alternative linear pre-

Scheme 14  Synthesis of protected aminohexenoic acid via asymmetric ester enolate Claisen rearrangement
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cursors, the rather labile β-hydroxytryptophan moiety was
placed in the middle region of the peptide for macrocycliza-
tion.

The second possible site for macrocyclization was the
peptide bond between the L-valine and β-methoxyphenyl-
alanine unit (route B). To construct the precursor 107, a
[4+3]-fragment strategy was pursued this time; the linear
heptapeptide was obtained in 60% yield. Here, the cleavage
of the methyl ester again caused problems, so that the sa-
ponification after N-terminal deprotection gave only 41%
yield. Following attempts for macrocyclization again failed.
Similar to route A, the final step resulted in complex mix-
tures under a variety of conditions. These indicated that the
two sterically demanding residues of β-methoxyphenylala-
nine and N-Me-valine are not suitable for cyclization.

In a third attempt, the ring closure was planned be-
tween the L-alanine and the δ-hydroxyleucine moiety
(route C). However, this route failed already at a very early
stage, the N-terminal deprotection; under the basic condi-
tions a spontaneous cyclization to give diketopiperazine
109 took place (Scheme 15).

To circumvent additional disappointment in route D,
the linear heptapeptide precursor was cyclized between
the aminohexenoic acid and the N-Me-leucine moiety, us-
ing a [4+3]-coupling strategy for the synthesis of linear pre-
cursor 118. To prevent strong basic conditions for C-termi-
nal deprotection, the methyl ester function was replaced by
a terminal allyl ester. Thus, the synthesis of the desired
peptide sequence started with the construction of tetra-
peptide 114.

δ-Hydroxyleucine 93 was coupled under standard con-
ditions with allyl L-alaninate (110) to dipeptide 111
(Scheme 16). After N-terminal deprotection with TFA in di-
chloromethane, building block 99 was attached to give
tripeptide 112 using a Bop-Cl/DIPEA protocol.65 Fmoc-
cleavage with 10% piperidine in dichloromethane and addi-
tional EDC/HOBt mediated coupling64 with aminohexenoic
acid building block 105 afforded tetrapeptide 113 in 72%
yield. Final allyl ester cleavage under Pd catalysis64 led
quantitatively to acid 114. The tripeptide 117 was also syn-
thesized via standard peptide couplings.

Scheme 15  Spontaneous cyclization during Fmoc deprotection to give 
a diketopiperazine
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For the [3+4] fragment coupling, removal of the N-Boc-
protecting group of 116 with 15% TFA afforded the second
precursor 117. The fragment coupling of 114 and 117 was
performed using EDC/HOAt to give 118 in excellent yield
(Scheme 17); with HOBt significantly lower yields were
achieved. The protecting groups were subsequently re-
moved and macrolactamization under high dilution condi-
tions using PyBOP/DIPEA provided protected cyclomarin C
(119) in 63%.66 Finally, treatment of 129 with K2CO3 in
methanol at room temperature afforded the natural prod-
uct cyclomarin C (3) in 80% yield after preparative HPLC.

4 Total Synthesis of Cyclomarin A and C by 
Barbie and Kazmaier

In accordance with Yao and co-workers,30,31 Barbie and
Kazmaier32,33 chose the same macrolactamization site for
the synthesis of the cyclomarins A and C, but used a linear
strategy for the generation of the required heptapep-
tides.32,33 The tryptophan building blocks need to be incor-
porated as late as possible in the synthesis from a common
pentapeptide precursor.

The synthesis of the β-methoxyphenylalanine building
block 123 should be facilitated by chelate-controlled aryl-
metal addition to a protected (R)-serinaldehyde (Scheme
18), which was obtained from ester 120 by reduction with
one equivalent of DIBAL-H. In the subsequent reaction with
a phenyl titanium species, generated from PhMgBr and
Ti(Oi-Pr)4, the desired product 121 was obtained as a single
diastereomer.67 Subsequent O-methylation and cleavage of

the silyl ether with TBAF provided the primary alcohol 122
in nearly quantitative yield. Final oxidation with NaClO2 in
the presence of catalytic amounts of TEMPO and (diace-
toxyiodo)benzene led quantitatively to the required amino
acid 123.

Scheme 18  Chelate-controlled Grignard addition towards (R)-serin-
aldehyde

For the synthesis of the δ-hydroxyleucine 127, the silyl-
protected Roche ester 124 was used as the starting materi-
al, which was reduced to the corresponding aldehyde via
DIBAL-H and then reacted with phosphonoglycine ester E
to give the protected α,β-unsaturated amino acid 125
(Scheme 19).68,69 By using the chiral phosphoramidite li-
gand (R)-MONOPHOS, the dehydroamino acid 125 was ste-
reoselectively hydrogenated, providing the desired amino
acid ester 126 in good yield and high enantioselectivity.70,71

Saponification and subsequent N-methylation gave the
amino acid building block 127 almost quantitatively.

Scheme 17  Coupling between tetrapeptide and tripeptide segments and final the macrocyclization steps to cyclomarin C
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Scheme 19  Asymmetric hydrogenation of an α,β-unsaturated amino 
acid as the key step in the synthesis of δ-hydroxyleucine

A new synthetic strategy was chosen for the trypto-
phans because of the acid lability of the β-hydroxy group
(Scheme 20). According to a method of Stanley and co-
workers, which allows a regioselectively prenylation of
electron-deficient indoles, indole-3-carboxylic acid ester
128 was nearly quantitatively N′-tert-prenylated.72 Subse-
quently, the methyl ester 129 was saponified and after acid-
ification the free acid was decarboxylated;73 iodination
with N-iodosuccinimide (NIS) provided the common pre-
cursor 64 in 94% yield over three steps.

The organozinc species 131 was generated from iodoin-
dole 64 using a literature-known protocol,55 which was
then added to the previously prepared protected D-serine
aldehyde at low temperature. Thus, amino alcohol 134 was
obtained in good yield and satisfactory diastereomeric ra-
tio. After silyl protection of the secondary alcohol 134, the
primary OH function were selectively deprotected with
ammonium fluoride to give 135. Alcohol 135 was finally
transformed into methyl ester 136 in a two-step sequence
of Parikh–Doering reaction57 and NIS-mediated oxidation.58
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Scheme 21  Synthesis of protected aminohexenoic acid via asymmetric ester enolate Claisen rearrangement
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Scheme 22  Peptide coupling steps towards the linear precursors and completion of the natural product synthesis via macrolactamization
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In order to obtain the epoxidized β-hydroxytryptophan
140, building block 64 was converted by a sequence of Shar-
pless dihydroxylation followed by tosylation and elimina-
tion into epoxide 66 with acceptable selectivity (Scheme
20). Subsequently, the epoxyindole 66 was lithiated with
nBuLi at –78 °C and transmetalated with ZnBr2.74 Then, zinc
reagent 137 was reacted with the aldehyde from 132,
whereby the desired product 138 was formed in moderate
yield, but with perfect stereoselectivity. The completion of
building block 140 was analogous to 136.

Starting material for the last building block, the γ,δ-un-
saturated amino acid 145, was the racemic allyl alcohol
141, which was subjected to a enzymatic kinetic resolu-
tion75 and reacted with Boc-protected glycine (Scheme 21).
Ester enolate Claisen rearrangement of the enantiomerical-
ly enriched ester 142 gave the desired amino acid ester 143
with perfect chirality transfer and very high diastereoselec-
tivity.76,77 Ozonolysis of the double bond led to the corre-
sponding aldehyde, which was then transformed into ester
144 in a Julia–Kocienski olefination with sulfone F.78 There-
by, a partial epimerization of the β-stereogenic center could
not be suppressed completely. Following protecting group
manipulation and final saponification gave acid 145 in good
yield of 85% for three steps.

4.1 Peptide Coupling and Macrolactamization

With all the building blocks in hand, the successive as-
sembly of the linear heptapeptides 152a and 152b began
with the formation of the dipeptide 147 (Scheme 22) using
2-bromo-1-ethylpyridinium tetrafluoroborate (BEP) as the
coupling reagent.79,80 Hydrogenolytic cleavage of the Cbz
protecting group required a hydrogen pressure of 20 atm
and two equivalents of HCl were added to avoid formation
of the diketopiperazine. The activated acid 123 was thus
coupled with the HCl salt of the dipeptide in 96% yield to
give the tripeptide 148.81 Standard peptide couplings were
used to build up pentapeptide 150. For the incorporation of
the sensitive β-hydroxytryptophan building blocks 136 and
140 a BEP protocol was used. Both hexapeptides were ob-
tained in satisfactory yield of 58% (151a) and 69% (151b).
The Alloc protecting group was removed via palladium-ca-
talysis and subsequent EDC/HOBt mediated coupling af-
forded the desired heptapeptides 152a and 152b. Saponifi-
cation of the methyl esters followed by N-terminal
deprotection under Pd catalysis82 gave the free linear hep-
tapeptides, which cyclized according to the method de-
scribed by Yao and co-workers.30,31 Under these conditions,
the O-silylated cyclopeptides 153a and 153b were obtained
in good yield. Final two-stage deprotection with ammoni-
um fluoride and TBAF provided cyclomarin A (1) in 51% and
cyclomarin C (3) in 67% yield.

5 Conclusion

In summary, suitable protocols for all noncanonical
amino acids were established by a couple of research
groups, especially by Yokokawa and Joullié. Macrolactam-
ization studies of Yao and co-workers identified the best
position site for macrocyclization. So, the first synthesis of
cyclomarin C (3) was thus achieved by a convergent strate-
gy under high dilution conditions. Barbie and Kazmaier
achieved the first total synthesis of cyclomarin A (1) in a
linear straightforward route. In addition, this synthesis af-
forded by slight modifications also the natural product cy-
clomarin C (3) and simplified derivatives thereof for SAR
studies, which are currently under investigation.

Acknowledgment

We thank Dr. Philipp Barbie for his enthusiasm and outstanding con-
tribution

References

(1) Newman, D. J.; Cragg, G. M. J. Nat. Prod. 2016, 79, 629.
(2) Laraia, L.; Waldmann, H. Drug Discovery Today Technol. 2017, 23,

75.
(3) Rossiter, S. E.; Fletcher, M. H.; Wuest, W. M. Chem. Rev. 2017,

117, 12415.
(4) Chellat, M. F.; Raguž, L.; Riedl, R. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2016, 55,

6600; Angew. Chem. 2016, 128, 6710.
(5) O’Connell, K. M. G.; Hodgkinson, J. T.; Sore, H. F.; Welch, M.;

Salmond, G. P. C.; Spring, D. R. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2013, 52,
10706; Angew. Chem. 2013, 125, 10904.

(6) Wright, G. D. Nat. Prod. Rep. 2017, 34, 694.
(7) Butler, M. S.; Blaskovich, M. A.; Cooper, M. A. J. Antibiot. (Tokyo)

2017, 70, 3.
(8) Dang, T.; Süssmuth, R. D. Acc. Chem. Res. 2017, 50, 1566.
(9) Renner, M. K.; Shen, Y.-C.; Cheng, X.-C.; Jensen, P. R.;

Frankmoelle, W.; Kauffman, C. A.; Fenical, W.; Lobkovsky, E.;
Clardy, J. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1999, 121, 11273.

(10) Pazoles, C. J.; Siegel, S. A. US 5759995, 1998.
(11) Schmitt, E. K.; Riwanto, M.; Sambandamurthy, V.; Roggo, S.;

Miault, C.; Zwingelstein, C.; Krastel, P.; Noble, C.; Beer, D.; Rao, S.
P. S.; Au, M.; Niyomrattanakit, P.; Lim, V.; Zheng, J.; Jeffery, D.;
Pethe, K.; Camacho, L. R. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2011, 50, 5889.

(12) Vasudevan, D.; Rao, S. P. S.; Noble, C. G. J. Biol. Chem. 2013, 288,
30883.

(13) Weinhäupl, K.; Brennich, M.; Kazmaier, U.; Lelievre, J.; Ballell,
L.; Goldberg, A.; Schanda, P.; Fraga, H. J. Biol. Chem. 2018, 293,
8379.

(14) Bürstner, N.; Roggo, S.; Ostermann, N.; Blank, J.; Delmas, C.;
Freuler, F.; Gerhartz, B.; Hinniger, A.; Hoepfner, D.; Liechty, B.;
Mihalic, M.; Murphy, J.; Pistorius, D.; Rottmann, M.; Thomas, J.
R.; Schirle, M.; Schmitt, E. K. ChemBioChem 2015, 16, 2433.

(15) Intaraudom, C.; Rachtawee, P.; Suvannakad, R.;
Pittayakhajonwut, P. Tetrahedron 2011, 67, 7593.

(16) Schultz, A. W.; Oh, D. C.; Carney, J. R.; Williamson, R. T.; Udwary,
D. W.; Jensen, P. R.; Gould, S. J.; Fenical, W.; Moore, B. S. J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 2008, 130, 4507.
Georg Thieme Verlag  Stuttgart · New York — Synthesis 2019, 51, 107–121



121

A. Kiefer, U. Kazmaier Short ReviewSyn  thesis
(17) Qian, Q.; Schultz, A. W.; Moore, B. S.; Tanner, M. E. Biochemistry
2012, 51, 7733.

(18) Schultz, A. W.; Lewis, C. A.; Luzung, M. R.; Baran, P. S.; Moore, B.
S. J. Nat. Prod. 2010, 73, 373.

(19) Haruhiko, T.; Takehiko, T.; Yoshihiro, T.; Fumiaki, H. Chem. Lett.
1992, 21, 431.

(20) Kikuchi, M.; Konno, H. Org. Lett. 2014, 16, 4324.
(21) Oku, N.; Gustafson, K. R.; Cartner, L. K.; Wilson, J. A.;

Shigematsu, N.; Hess, S.; Pannell, L. K.; Boyd, M. R.; McMahon, J.
B. J. Nat. Prod. 2004, 67, 1407.

(22) Ford, P. W.; Gustafson, K. R.; McKee, T. C.; Shigematsu, N.;
Maurizi, L. K.; Pannell, L. K.; Williams, D. E.; Dilip de Silva, E.;
Lassota, P.; Allen, T. M.; Van Soest, R.; Andersen, R. J.; Boyd, M. R.
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1999, 121, 5899.

(23) Plaza, A.; Gustchina, E.; Baker, H. L.; Kelly, M.; Bewley, C. A.
J. Nat. Prod. 2007, 70, 1753.

(24) Ma, J.; Huang, H.; Xie, Y.; Liu, Z.; Zhao, J.; Zhang, C.; Jia, Y.;
Zhang, Y.; Zhang, H.; Zhang, T.; Ju, J. Nat. Commun. 2017, 8, 391.

(25) Shibata, M.; Yamamoto, H.; Nakazawa, K. Agric. Biol. Chem.
1962, 26, 228.

(26) Higashide, E.; Shibata, M.; Yamamoto, H.; Nakazawa, K.;
Iwasaki, H.; Ueyanagi, J.; Miyake, A. Agric. Biol. Chem. 1962, 26,
234.

(27) Ueda, K.; Xiao, J.; Doket, N.; Nakatsuka, S. Biosci. Biotechnol. Bio-
chem. 1992, 33, 5377.

(28) Isogai, A.; Nakayama, J.; Takayama, S.; Kusai, A.; Suzuki, A.
Biosci. Biotechnol. Biochem. 1992, 56, 1079.

(29) Sugiyama, H.; Shioiri, T.; Yokokawa, F. Tetrahedron Lett. 2002,
43, 3489.

(30) Wen, S. J.; Yao, Z. J. Org. Lett. 2004, 6, 2721.
(31) Wen, S. J.; Hu, T. S.; Yao, Z. J. Tetrahedron 2005, 61, 4931.
(32) Barbie, P.; Kazmaier, U. Org. Lett. 2016, 18, 204.
(33) Barbie, P.; Kazmaier, U. Org. Biomol. Chem. 2016, 14, 6036.
(34) Barbie, P.; Kazmaier, U. Org. Biomol. Chem. 2016, 14, 6055.
(35) Schöllkopf, U.; Groth, U.; Deng, C. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed., Engl.

1981, 20, 798.
(36) Beulshausen, T.; Groth, U.; Schöllkopf, U. Liebigs Ann. Chem.

1991, 1207.
(37) Ireland, R. E.; Liu, L.; Roper, T. D.; Gleason, J. L. Tetrahedron 1997,

53, 13257.
(38) Hajra, S.; Karmakar, A. Tetrahedron Lett. 2004, 45, 3185.
(39) Hajra, S.; Karmakar, A.; Bhowmick, M. Tetrahedron: Asymmetry

2006, 17, 210.
(40) Blaskovich, M. A.; Lajoie, G. A. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1993, 115, 5021.
(41) Hansen, D. B.; Joullié, M. M. Tetrahedron: Asymmetry 2005, 16,

3963.
(42) Blanchette, M. A.; Choy, W.; Davis, J. T.; Essenfeld, A. P.;

Masamune, S.; Roush, W. R.; Sakai, T. Tetrahedron Lett. 1984, 25,
2183.

(43) Harmon, R. E.; Wellman, G.; Gupta, S. K. J. Org. Chem. 1973, 38,
11.

(44) Evans, D. A.; Britton, T. C.; Ellman, J. A.; Dorow, R. L. J. Am. Chem.
Soc. 1990, 112, 4011.

(45) Evans, D. A.; Britton, T. C.; Ellman, J. A. Tetrahedron Lett. 1987,
28, 6141.

(46) Tarver, J. E.; Terranova, K. M.; Joullié, M. M. Tetrahedron 2004,
60, 10277.

(47) Davis, F. A.; Portonovo, P. S.; Reddy, R. E.; Chiu, Y. J. Org. Chem.
1996, 61, 440.

(48) Hansen, D. B.; Starr, M. L.; Tolstoy, N.; Joullié, M. M. Tetrahedron:
Asymmetry 2005, 16, 3623.

(49) Nevalainen, M.; Koskinen, A. M. P. Synlett 2001, 640.
(50) Sathish, K.; Reddy, G. P. K.; Mainkar, P. S.; Chandrasekhar, S. Tet-

rahedron: Asymmetry 2011, 22, 1568.
(51) Zwick, C. R.; Renata, H. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2018, 140, 1165.
(52) Della Sala, G.; Izzo, I.; Spinella, A. Synlett 2006, 1319.
(53) Hansen, D. B.; Lewis, A. S.; Gavalas, S. J.; Joullié, M. M. Tetrahe-

dron: Asymmetry 2006, 17, 15.
(54) Barbie, P.; Kazmaier, U. Org. Biomol. Chem. 2015, 13, 9267.
(55) Piller, F. M.; Metzger, A.; Schade, M. A.; Haag, B. A.; Gavryushin,

A.; Knochel, P. Chem. Eur. J. 2009, 15, 7192.
(56) Luzung, M. R.; Lewis, C. A.; Baran, P. S. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed.

2009, 48, 7025.
(57) Parikh, J. R.; Doering, W. von. E. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1967, 89, 5505.
(58) McDonald, C.; Holcomb, H.; Kennedy, K.; Kirkpatrick, E.;

Leathers, T.; Vanemon, P. J. Org. Chem. 1989, 54, 1213.
(59) McGarvey, G. J.; Hiner, R. N.; Matsubara, Y.; Oh, T. Tetrahedron

Lett. 1983, 24, 2733.
(60) Corey, E. J.; Schmidt, G. Tetrahedron Lett. 1979, 20, 399.
(61) Crich, D.; Banerjee, A. J. Org. Chem. 2006, 71, 7106.
(62) Evans, D. A.; Ripin, D. H. B.; Halstead, D. P.; Campos, K. R. J. Am.

Chem. Soc. 1999, 121, 6816.
(63) (a) Kazmaier, U.; Krebs, A. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. Engl. 1995, 34,

2012; Angew. Chem. 1995, 107, 2213. (b) Krebs, A.; Kazmaier, U.
Tetrahedron Lett. 1996, 37, 7945. (c) Mues, H.; Kazmaier, U. Syn-
thesis 2001, 487. (d) Kazmaier, U.; Mues, H.; Krebs, A. Chem. Eur.
J. 2002, 8, 185.

(64) Mooiweer, H. H.; Hiemstra, H.; Speckamp, W. N. Tetrahedron
1991, 47, 3451.

(65) Diago-Meseguer, J.; Palomo-Coll, A. L.; Fernández-Lizarbe, J. R.;
Zugaza-Bilbao, A. Synthesis 1980, 547.

(66) Coste, J.; Le-Nguyen, D.; Castro, B. Tetrahedron Lett. 1990, 31,
205.

(67) Takahashi, H.; Tanahashi, K.; Higashiyma, K.; Onishi, H. Chem.
Pharm. Bull. 1986, 34, 479.

(68) Schmidt, U.; Griesser, H.; Leitenberger, V.; Lieberknecht, A.;
Mangold, R.; Meyer, R.; Riedl, B. Synthesis 1992, 487.

(69) Schmidt, U.; Leitenberger, V.; Griesser, H.; Schmidt, J.; Meyer, R.
Synthesis 1992, 1248.

(70) Van den Berg, M.; Minnaard, A. J.; Schudde, E. P.; Van Esch, J.; De
Vries, A. H. M.; De Vries, J. G.; Feringa, B. L. J. Am. Chem. Soc.
2000, 122, 11539.

(71) Panella, L.; Aleixandre, A. M.; Kruidhof, G. J.; Robertus, J.;
Feringa, B. L.; De Vries, J. G.; Minnaard, A. J. J. Org. Chem. 2006,
71, 2026.

(72) Johnson, K. F.; Van Zeeland, R.; Stanley, L. M. Org. Lett. 2013, 15,
2798.

(73) Powers, J. C. Tetrahedron Lett. 1965, 6, 655.
(74) Knochel, P.; Singer, R. D. Chem. Rev. 1993, 93, 2117.
(75) Kazlauskas, R. J.; Weissfloch, A. N. E.; Rappaport, A. T.; Cuccia, L.

A. J. Org. Chem. 1991, 56, 2656.
(76) (a) Kazmaier, U. Amino Acids 1996, 11, 283. (b) Kazmaier, U.

Liebigs Ann./Recl. 1997, 285. (c) Kazmaier, U.; Schneider, C. Syn-
thesis 1998, 1321.

(77) Kazmaier, U. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. Engl. 1994, 33, 998.
(78) Marti, C.; Carreira, E. M. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2005, 127, 11505.
(79) Peng, L.; Xu, J. C. J. Org. Chem. 2000, 65, 2951.
(80) Li, P. e-EROS Encycl. Reagents Org. Synth. 2003, 2.
(81) Shendage, D. M.; Fröhlich, R.; Haufe, G. Org. Lett. 2004, 6, 3675.
(82) Lemaire-Audoire, S.; Savignac, M.; Blart, E.; Pourcelot, G.; Genêt,

J. P.; Bernard, J. M. Tetrahedron Lett. 1994, 35, 8783.
Georg Thieme Verlag  Stuttgart · New York — Synthesis 2019, 51, 107–121


