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:; IR &$I NMR-tita’fcr tbe_new. complexes. are summhrisedin Table 1 -and , 
Tgb+ 2; Thcsc’spectrotiopic d&a supportthe assignment of the’structures- ,_ 
.m_@ioned Fbove; The result.obt&ned .here is differentfrom that -re#orted by.’ 
Bddclley ct_.al, [Sj . . The-mechanism of.formation of the complexes.(I) and (II) 
is_not’clearyet~ .but evidently methancl~~play~ an im$ortant role-in’our 
reactions. The complex (1) might be ‘prepared through the-side-& coordin& _ 
tioti.cf anitriie~group as &ggestid by’c’iark et al [S]. For &m&x (II); we 
assume that~~hefo~matipn of an enolate anion from the CH, COR group is 
impdrtant;‘We h&e not obtained any- ketinimiri~to complex so f&r; Reactions 
of other organometallic complexes of transition metals with CH(CN)~ are 
tider investigation. 
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Erratum 
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Page 84, line s:from the bottom should read: 

complexes &c&d differ little in their rates of formation and k2 /& vs. 
k;/kl, .. .- 

Publisher’s note 
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