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ERRATUM

Polarization Model for the Excited States of Neutral Helium. C. Deutsch [Phys. Rev. A 2, 43 (1970)].
Dr. U. Lutzen (University of Lund, Sweden) has kindly informed us that Eq. (21) should read

Tpi=To—Ryusn2+(nl|FR™A-11L8 RO_BRT, ...

nl)).

As a consequence, the entries in column 9 in Table II are given as follows:

n l T, levaluated with Eq. (21)]
3 2 186106, 28
4 2 191 446.16
4 3 191 452,00
5 2 193918.95
5 3 193921, 23
6 2 195261.08
7 2 195070. 23
8 2 195595, 56
9 2 196 955. 60
10 2 196 213.13

The agreement with the experimental singlet data (last column in Table II) is greatly enhanced.
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