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A recent result on duality in nonleptonic hyperon decay is clarified.

I
'HE point at issue' is to what extent small errors

in estimates of pole terms affect 5- and P-wave
nonleptonic hyperon decays. One does not need current
algebra or partial conservation of axial-vector current
to compare the processes EB—+z8 and aB —&7fB,
which are the respective hadronic analogs of these
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processes. In the former, the pole terms do play a much
smaller role than in the latter, and one can check the
magnitude of such pole terms in the former by looking
at a host of observed amplitudes. Our claim was that
duality is much more likely to work well when local
Quctuations are a small part of the total amplitude. It is
noh that pole terms can be neglected completely in
5-wave decays.

The mass diGerences for 2+ Born terms arise in our
work mrithoet assuming derivative couplings. We know
of no other accepted form than derivative couplings
for the ~3+ Born terms.

.errata

Production of Single W' Mesons in Electron-Posi-
tron Colliding Beams and in Electron or Muon
Scattering Experiments, F. A. 8ERENDs AND

GEOFFREv B. WEsT /Phys. Rev. D 1, 122 (1970)j.
(1) Equation (20): The factor Gsn/p~m should
read (Gsn/p~m)'; 8 should read Band C should-
be replaced by

C=3I'(5—m') '/E'.

(2) In the Appendix the first term in P2 should
read

(2/cbg)X'(m' —MS -') .

We wouId like to thank Dr. A. Zepeda for bring-
ing these misprints to our attention.

Finite-Energy Sum Rules and tbe Process 0 +0~ 0 +0, CHEISTQPH ScHMID AND JoEL YELLIN
LPhys. Rev. 182, 1449 (1969)g. There are three
misprints in Sec. III which should be corrected as
foIIows:

Equation (3.6) should read

+absDcds+Dads+bcs ~1+ a Dcbsds
+h(&.b.~.d. ~.d.pb. .) =o

Equation (3.10) should read

Xl ——2.

In Ref. 17 read "(d)" for "(c)".


