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In conclusion, we demonstrated an efficient homogeneous Iridium-catalyzed transfer hydrogenation of ketones using methanol as hydrogen source. The methodology was compatible with a
wide range of ketones and shows excellent chemoselectivity. The key to the success of the described catalytic system Is the well-defined metal ligand system that works well under moderately
basic conditions. Further improvements In the catalytic conditions as well as catalytic reduction of other functional groups are currently underway in our laboratory. [3,4]
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