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tended body where terms higher than first order in the
spin have been neglected. The neglect of terms of
order s? and smaller is consistent with our test body
approach.
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LOCALIZED STATES IN AMORPHOUS TELLU-
RIUM. L. D. Laude, R. F. Willis, and B. Fitton
[Phys. Rev. Lett. 29, 472 (1972)].

The vertical scale on Fig. 1 is too low by a
factor of 10 as a result of a scale error. We are
indebted to Professor W. E. Spicer for bringing
this to our attention and providing comparison
data. This correction does not affect the point
of this Letter, which is to show the behavior of
amorphous-Te yields compared to trigonal-Te
yields, i.e., the nonmonotonicity of the amor-
phous-Te curves at about 2zv=5.0 eV.

EVIDENCE FOR THE MOTT MODEL OF HOP-
PING CONDUCTION IN THE ANNEAL STABLE
STATE OF AMORPHOUS SILICON. Adam Lewis
[Phys. Rev. Lett. 29, 1555 (1972)].

In the discussion on p. 1557, the sentence
“Brodsky and Gambino? - - « criticized Mott’s mod-
el because they obtained reasonable numbers for
y and N” should read “Brodsky and Gambino'« - -
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criticized Mott’s model because they obtained
unreasonable numbers for y and N.”

O(4) TREATMENT OF THE ELECTROMAGNET -
IC-WEAK SYNTHESIS. A. Pais [Phys. Rev. Lett.
29, 1712 (1972)].

The following misprints occur: On the second
line of page 1712, read v, u for v,v. In Eq. (2),
W ¢, -p,)+H.c.} should read {w M =p))
+W (¢, +p,)+H.c.}. On the second line of Eq.
(5), read —3[R -1+ 7°V2] for 3[9—r+»°V2]; and
@ ,% for @, on the second half of that line. In
Eq. (7), f¥*=ff should read F*f*=f7f . In
Eq. (11), 5t+A,° should read ;7 +4,°. Seven lines
below Eq. (11), (M, , ,) should read (M, , ).

Further, nine lines from the end of page 1714,
read “options'? (4, ¥)=(%,T), (B, D)” for “options!?
@ N=@E10), @9, 1), @ 1).” The lines be-
tween Eqgs. (12) and (13) should read as follows:
“(B, ) interchanges x* e in Eq. (12). If H(a, a’)
is a self-adjoint scalar quartet, then a=gq’, so
that then (t, ¥) yields a=a’= - b, hence3....”

On page 1715, line 11, read (B, ) for (,B); on
line 12 read iy*, €y° for —iy*, — €)°.



