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Rearrangement reactions highlight the elegance of synthetic chemistry. They  
provide a pathway for building complex, often highly functionalized structures with 
remarkable precision, enabling innovations across various fields like pharmaceuti-
cals, materials science, and agrochemicals. The ability to manipulate bond forma-
tion and cleavage in a controlled manner offers endless possibilities for the design 
of new molecules with specific properties or activities, underscoring the creativity 
and sophistication inherent in synthetic chemistry.[1]

Among various types of rearrangement, the Brook rearrangement is a fascinat-
ing and highly significant reaction within organosilicon chemistry.[2] It involves the 
migration of a silyl group from a carbon atom to an oxygen atom in a compound 
that contains an oxygen-centered anion. The Brook rearrangement has been widely 
exploited for the preparation of diverse organic compounds, including those used in 
pharmaceuticals, agrochemicals, and materials science. It also serves as an elegant 
example of how organosilicon chemistry can intersect with anionic and radical pro-
cesses, offering a versatile tool for constructing complex molecular architectures.

The Brook rearrangement was first observed by the Gilman group in the 1950s, but 
its mechanism wasn’t fully understood at the time.[3] It was the Brook group that, in 
subsequent years, meticulously elucidated the reaction mechanism and its signifi-
cance.[4] Their work clarified the crucial role of the silicon-containing alkoxide and 
silyl group migration, paving the way for a deeper understanding of the reactivity 
of organosilicon compounds. Since then, the anionic Brook rearrangement (ABR) 
has become a cornerstone reaction in organic synthesis, particularly for its ability 
to efficiently introduce functional groups and construct complex molecular frame-
works.[2] ABR can be extended to achieve [1,n]-silyl transfer processes, depending 
on the size of the molecule and the spatial positioning of the atoms involved.[5] This 
ability for silyl migration is sensitive to the distance between the carbon and the 
heteroatom (oxygen, sulfur, nitrogen, etc.), with shorter distances generally favoring 
stronger and more efficient migration. This phenomenon is one of the key features 
that gives the ABR its remarkable versatility in organic synthesis, as it can be tuned 
to create a wide range of functionalized products with varying complexity. The 
migration of the silyl group to different atoms—sulfur, nitrogen, or oxygen—opens 
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up a whole new level of reactivity and selectivity for ABR. There are interesting 
variations of the ABR that involve heteroatoms like sulfur[6] and nitrogen,[7] leading 
to the specific types of rearrangements. Moreover, the retro-anion Brook rearrange-
ment (r-ABR) is a fascinating counterpart to the classic ABR, and it adds another 
layer of versatility to organosilicon chemistry.[1c] The retro-Brook rearrangement 
involves the migration of a silyl group from an oxygen atom to a carbon atom, effec-
tively reversing the direction of the migration seen in the ABR. It was first observed 
by the Speier group in 1952,[8] with further elucidation of its mechanism and scope 
coming from the West group in subsequent years.[9]

While the ABR has seen extensive exploration due to its predictable mechanism 
and wide applicability, the radical Brook rearrangement (RBR) has received com-
paratively less attention, primarily because the generation of alkoxyl radicals—
which are key intermediates in RBR—is challenging. Alkoxy radicals are often 
less stable and harder to generate selectively, which has limited the widespread 
use of RBR compared to its anionic counterpart. In recent years, photocatalytic, 
transition-metal-catalytic and radical initiator-based strategies have been developed 
to overcome the challenges of generating alkoxyl radicals. These approaches have 
enabled chemists to harness RBR more efficiently, opening up new avenues for its 
use in organic synthesis. In this book, we discuss the development of RBR by sum-
marization of the reactions based on different reactive intermediates generated 
from this unique radical rearrangement. Selected seminal works are briefly outlined 
below to provide an overview of the development of the RBR, highlighting key con-
tributions that have shaped the evolution of this transformation.

The first type of reactive intermediates is ​α​-siloxyl carbon radicals (Scheme 1.1). 
In 1991, the Walton group reported the first example of the radical initiation of  
​α​-silyl alcohols, leading to the generation of ​α​-siloxyl carbon radicals.[10] This pio-
neering work also demonstrated the application of these radicals in hydrogena-
tion reactions, marking a significant advancement in the field of radical-mediated 
transformations involving organosilicon compounds. From 1991 to 2011, the Tsai 
group reported the radical initiation of bromoalkyl acylsilanes, which subsequently 
underwent radical cyclization and RBR processes.[11] These transformations lead 
to the generation of cyclic ​α​-siloxyl carbon radicals, which are then available for 
further functionalization, expanding the scope of RBR. In 2017, the Smith group 
reported the first photoredox-catalyzed oxidative Brook rearrangement of ​α​-silyl 
alcohols, enabling the generation of ​α​-siloxyl carbon radicals.[12] These radicals 
were subsequently employed in alkylation and arylation reactions, demonstrating 
the potential of photoredox catalysis to facilitate efficient radical transformations in 
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organosilicon chemistry, although these reactions were proposed not to go through 
alkoxyl radicals. From 2018, The MacMillan group discovered that (TMS)3SiOH 
undergoes the RBR process to generate ​α​-siloxyl silyl radicals, which can abstract 
halogen atoms from alkyl or aryl halides to form corresponding radicals that par-
ticipate in further cross-coupling reactions.[13] From 2020, the Shen group has 
reported various metal- and photo-catalyzed RBR processes involving fluoroalkyl 
and alkyl ​α​-silyl alcohols. These transformations proceeded through the gen-
eration of alkoxyl radicals, enabling the formation of a variety of functionalized  
products.[14] Recently, Shen’s group reported the pioneering application of RBR in 
enantioconvergent cross-coupling of ​α​-silyl alcohols through photoredox/nickel 
dual catalysis, enabling efficient access to chiral ​α​-fluoroalkyl alcohols.[15] These 
work highlighted the versatility and efficiency of combining metal and photoca-
talysis in RBR reactions, expanding the scope of radical-based transformations in 
organosilicon chemistry.

The second type of reactive intermediates generated from the RBR are siloxy-
carbenes (Scheme 1.2). These highly reactive species are formed when the silyl 
groups of acylsilanes undergo migration, leading to the generation of carbene-like 
intermediates stabilized by the adjacent oxygen atom. Siloxycarbenes are versatile 
intermediates that can undergo a variety of further transformations, such as nucleo-
philic addition, cyclization, or insertion reactions, making them valuable tools in 
synthetic chemistry. In 1967, the Brook group reported the first example of the 
RBR of acylsilanes, which led to the generation of siloxycarbenes.[16] These highly 
reactive intermediates subsequently underwent insertion reactions with the ​O─H​ 
bond of alcohols. In 1971, the Brook group reported the nucleophilic addition of 
siloxycarbenes, generated from acylsilanes, to ketones.[17] This reaction showcased 
the reactivity of siloxycarbenes as nucleophiles, leading to the formation of new 
carbon–carbon bonds and expanding the synthetic utility of these intermediates 
in organosilicon chemistry. Ten years later, the Dalton group provided a detailed 
mechanistic study of acylsilanes undergoing the RBR process to generate siloxycar-
benes.[18] These intermediates were shown to insert into the ​O─H​ bond of alcohols, 
providing further insight into the reactivity of siloxycarbenes and their ability to 
participate in functional group transformations. This work contributed significantly 
to the understanding of the RBR mechanism and the role of siloxycarbenes in vari-
ous organic reactions. Since 2001, the Cunico and Chen groups have reported that 
carbamoylsilanes underwent the RBR process under heating conditions to gener-
ate nucleophilic aminooxycarbenes.[19] These highly reactive intermediates can 
then undergo a variety of subsequent chemical transformations, expanding the 
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scope of RBR reactions and enabling the synthesis of diverse nitrogen-containing 
organic compounds. In 2021, the Kusama group reported the first example of elec-
trophilic copper-siloxycarbenes undergoing a formal [4 + 1] cycloaddition reaction 
with electron-rich dienes.[20] This pioneering work demonstrated the potential of 
siloxycarbenes, activated by copper, to engage in cycloaddition reactions, expand-
ing the scope of their reactivity and providing a new strategy for the synthesis of 
cyclic structures in organosilicon chemistry. Recently, the Shen group reported 
that fluoroalkyl acylsilanes undergo the RBR process to generate donor-acceptor 
carbenes.[21] These carbenes can then participate in [2 + 1] cycloaddition reactions 
with both electron-rich and electron-deficient alkenes and alkynes, offering a ver-
satile method for constructing highly functionalized compounds. This work further 
underscores the potential of RBR-derived intermediates in enabling diverse and 
selective cycloaddition reactions.

The third type of reactive intermediates generated from the RBR are silenes 
(Scheme 1.3). Silenes are highly reactive intermediates characterized by an electro-
philic carbon–silicon double bond, which readily accepts nucleophilic attack from 
various nucleophiles. This reactivity makes silenes valuable for a range of trans-
formations, such as nucleophilic additions, cycloadditions, or insertions. However, 
despite their intriguing reactivity, the development of reactions involving silenes 
has been somewhat limited, primarily due to their instability and the difficulty in 
generating them in a controlled and selective manner. The instability of silenes 
arises from the electrophilic nature of the ​Si═C​ bond, which makes them prone to 
decomposition or side reactions under certain conditions. In 1979, the Brook group 
discovered that silenes, generated from acylpolysilanes, can insert into the ​O─H​ 
bond of alcohols, offering a novel method for functionalizing silicon-containing 
compounds.[22] This finding was significant as it demonstrated the reactivity of 
silenes in bond insertion reactions. Additionally, the group further developed inser-
tion reactions of silenes into ​N─H​ and ​C─H​ bonds, expanding the range of possi-
ble transformations involving these highly reactive intermediates. These advances 
paved the way for new synthetic strategies involving silenes, particularly in the 
functionalization of alcohols, amines, and hydrocarbons. Subsequently, the Brook 
group reported that silenes underwent a [2 + 2] cycloaddition reaction with ketones, 
leading to the formation of 1,2-siloxetanes. This reaction demonstrated the ability of 
silenes to participate in cycloaddition processes, generating cyclic siloxetane prod-
ucts. The ability to form such structures expanded the synthetic utility of silenes, 
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particularly in the context of organosilicon chemistry, where the introduction  
of silicon-containing rings can provide unique reactivity and stability, useful in 
the development of materials and functionalized silicon compounds.[23] They also 
developed [2 + 1] cycloaddition processes between silenes and isocyanides,[24]  
[4 + 2] cycloaddition reactions of silenes with ​α, β​-unsaturated carbonyl compounds, 
dienes, and diketones.[25] In 2003, the Azarifar group reported that the ​N─H​ bond 
of urea underwent a formal [3 + 2] cycloaddition reaction with silenes, proceeding 
via two sequential nucleophilic attacks.[26] From 2014 to 2017, the Stueger group 
reported that acylcyclopolysilanes underwent 1,3-silyl transfer to generate cyclic 
silenes, which then participate in various subsequent reactions.[27] These work 
expanded the range of cycloaddition reactions involving silenes and contributed to 
the development of novel silicon-containing heterocycles, useful in materials sci-
ence and medicinal chemistry.

References

1	 (a) C. M. Rojas, Molecular Rearrangements in Organic Synthesis; Wiley-VCH: New 
York, 2015; (b) X. Wu, Z. Ma, T. Feng, C. Zhu, Chem. Soc. Rev. 2021, 50, 11577–
11613; (c) K. Tomooka, Rearrangements of organolithium compounds, Edited by 
Z. Rappoport, I. Marek, Chemistry of Organolithium Compounds 2004, 2, 749–828.

2	 (a) A. G. Brook, Acc. Chem. Res. 1974, 7, 77–84; (b) P. C. B. Page, S. S. Klair,  
S. Rosenthal, Chem. Soc. Rev. 1990, 19, 147–195; (c) I. Fleming, A. Barbero,  
D. Walter, Chem. Rev. 1997, 97, 2063–2192; (d) W. H. Moser, Tetrahedron 2001, 57, 
2065–2084; (e) A. B. Smith III, C. M. Adams, Acc. Chem. Res. 2004, 37, 365–377;  
(f) H.-J. Zhang, D. L. Priebbenow, C. Bolm, Chem. Soc. Rev. 2013, 42, 8540–8571; 
(g) G. Eppe, D. Didier, I. Marek, Chem. Rev. 2015, 115, 9175–9206; (h) N. Lee,  
C.-H. Tan, D. Leow, Asian J. Org. Chem. 2019, 8, 25–31; (i) Y. Deng, A. B. Smith III,  
Acc. Chem. Res. 2020, 53, 988–1000; (j) M. Agbaria, N. Egbaria, Z. Nairoukh, 
Synthesis 2024, 56, 2483–2498; (k) F. Yang, J. Wang, Y. Dong, N. Zhang, C. Zhang, 
Tetrahedron 2024, 168, 134351; (l) L. Gao, W. Yang, Y. Wu, Z. Song, Organic 
Reactions 2020, 1–612. https://doi.org/10.1002/0471264180.or102.01

3	 H. Gilman, T. C. Wu, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1953, 75, 2935–2936.
4	 A. G. Brook, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1958, 80, 1886–1889.
5	 (a) A. G. Brook, D. M. MacRae, W. W. Limburg, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1967, 89,  

5493–5495; (b) J. J. Eisch, M.-R. Tsai, J. Organomet. Chem. 1982, 225, 5–23;  
(c) P. F. Hudrlik, A. M. Hudrlik, A. K. Kulkarni, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1982, 104, 
6809–6811; (d) K. Yamamoto, T. Tomo, Tetrahedron Lett. 1983, 24, 1997–2000;  
(e) M. Lautens, P. H. M. Delanghe, J. B. Goh, C. H. Zhang, J. Org. Chem. 1992, 57, 
3270–3272; (f) M.-R. Fischer, A. Kirschning, T. Michel, E. Schaumann, Angew. 
Chem. Int. Ed. 1994, 33, 217–218; (g) A. B. Smith III, M. Xian, W.-S. Kim, D.-S. 
Kim, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2006, 128, 12368–12369.

6	 K. Takeda, K. Sumi, S. Hagisawa, J. Organomet. Chem. 2000, 611, 449–454.
7	 D. Terunuma, K. Senda, M. Sanazawa, H. Nohira, Bull. Chem. Soc. Jpn. 1982, 55, 

924–927.

c01.indd   5c01.indd   5 17-12-2025   18:56:3117-12-2025   18:56:31



1  Introduction6

8	 J. L. Speier, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1952, 74, 1003–1010.
9	 R. West, R. Lowe, H. F. Stewart, A. Wright, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1971, 93, 282–283.

10	 J. M. Harris, I. MacInnes, J. C. Walton, B. Maillard, J. Organomet. Chem. 1991, 403, 
C25–C28.

11	 (a) Y.-M. Tsai, C.-D. Cherng, Tetrahedron Lett. 1991, 32, 3515–3518; (b) M.-J. Chen, 
Y.-M. Tsai, Tetrahedron 2011, 67, 1564–1574.

12	 Y. Deng, Q. Liu, A. B. Smith III, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2017, 139, 9487–9490.
13	 C. Le, T. Q. Chen, T. Liang, P. Zhang, D. W. C. MacMillan, Science 2018, 360, 

1010–1014.
14	 (a) X. Chen, X. Gong, Z. Li, G. Zhou, Z. Zhu, W. Zhang, S. Liu, X. Shen, Nat. 

Commun. 2020, 11, 2756; (b) Y. Zhang, Y. Zhang, X. Shen, Chem Catal. 2021, 1, 
423–436.

15	 Y. Niu, C. Jin, X. He, S. Deng, G. Zhou, S. Liu, X. Shen, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 
2025, 64, e202507789.

16	 A. G. Brook, J. M. Duff, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1967, 89, 454–455.
17	 A. G. Brook, R. Pearce, J. B. Pierce, Can. J. Chem. 1971, 49, 1622–1628.
18	 R. A. Bourque, P. D. Davis, J. C. Dalton, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1981, 103, 697–699.
19	 (a) R. F. Cunico, Tetrahedron Lett. 2001, 42, 2931–2932; (b) H. Liu, Q. Guo,  

J. Chen, Tetrahedron Lett. 2015, 56, 5747–5751.
20	 T. Takeuchi, T. Aoyama, K. Orihara, K. Ishida, H. Kusama, Org. Lett. 2021, 23, 

9490–9494.
21	 (a) G. Zhou, X. Shen, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2022, 61, e202115334; (b) Y. Zhang, 

G. Zhou, X. Gong, Z. Guo, X. Qi, X. Shen, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2022, 61, 
e202202175.

22	 A. G. Brook, J. W. Harris, J. Lennon, M. El Sheikh, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1979, 101, 
83–95.

23	 A. G. Brook, W. J. Chatterton, J. F. Sawyer, D. W. Hughes, K. Vorspohl, 
Organometallics 1987, 6, 1246–1256.

24	 A. G. Brook, Y. K. Kong, A. K. Saxena, J. F. Sawyer, Organometallics 1988, 7, 
2245–2247.

25	 (a) A. G. Brook, S. S. Hu, A. K. Saxena, A. J. Lough, Organometallics 1991, 10, 
2758–2767; (b) A. Naka, M. Ishikawa, J. Organometal. Chem. 2003, 685, 162–167; 
(c) A. S. Batsanov, I. M. Clarkson, J. A. K. Howard, P. G. Steel, Tetrahedron Lett. 
1996, 37, 2491–2494.

26	 D. Azarifar, Organometallics 2003, 22, 1314–1319.
27	 (a) H. Stueger, B. Hasken, M. Haas, M. Rausch, R. Fischer, A. Torvisco, 

Organometallics 2014, 33, 231–239; (b) M. Haas, J. Radebner, C. Winkler,  
R. Fischer, A. Torvisco, H. Stueger, J. Organometal. Chem. 2017, 830, 131–140.

c01.indd   6c01.indd   6 17-12-2025   18:56:3117-12-2025   18:56:31


