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~lf we had first taken the limit q 0, the term q qgf»
would have vanished and the single-particle contribu-
tion to R~(q) would then have given the first-order
Gell-Mann —Okubo mass formula.

We have chosen here equal strengths for the parity-
conserving and parity-nonconserving parts of the Ham-
iltonian, required by the calculations on the ratio (E

S~)/(X 2z). For a detailed discussion on this point
see G. S. Guralnik, V. S. Mathur, and L. K. Pandit, to
be published.
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ERRATUM

EQUIVALENT REPRESENTATIONS IN SYM-
METRIZED TENSORS. Donald R. Tompkins
[Phys. Rev. Letters 16, 1058 (1966); 17, 622(E)
(1966)].

In order to be general, Eq (2) [.hence, Eq. (5)
also] must either contain modified idempotents
(PQ')f~ = (PQ); ~+(additional terms) or else
be replaced by

where the sum is over all tableaux of all pat-
terns of 3~. The above equation displays a res-
olution into two-sided ideals rather than a Peirce
resolution. Either alternative only adds terms
to the special resolution given in the Letter, '

so the arguments and results are not changed.
In Eqs. (6) replace

Nth basis (n =N)"):

by

B -=(N /G)(PQ) S 2T.n2 21 s~

nth basis (n =N)"):

and in Ref. 5 replace (a, b, c) = (1, ~ ~, n) by (a,
b, c) =(1, ~ ~ ~, e).
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