PHYSICAL REVIEW A 84, 019906(E) (2011)

Erratum: Qualitative explanation for the Schiafer-Hubert effect: A boundary effect at the
crossroads of magneto-optics and near-field optics [Phys. Rev. A 77, 033818 (2008)]

I. Banno
(Received 27 May 2011; published 19 July 2011)

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevA.84.019906 PACS number(s): 42.25.Gy, 78.20.Ls, 78.20.Bh, 68.37.Uv, 99.10.Cd

An error was made in Eq. (9); the correct expression [1] is
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In the derivation of this equation in Appendix B, the proper transformations, Ax = d/ cos y and Ay = d/ sin y, resultin Eq. (B1)

without a singularity in the angular dependence,
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The conclusions described in Sec. VII are maintained as it was. In the previous sections, the following three parts are based
on the incorrect Eq. (9) and should be omitted:

(i) The following sentence in the last part in Sec. II; “As I will indicate in Sec. V, the formula derived in these two papers is
physically unacceptable because the rotation angle diverges in certain cases.”

(i1) The entire column of Osyt. (This omission is because of the correct relationship Osyr = Osy [1].)

(iii) The sentences below Eq. (9) within that paragraph.
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