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ERRATUM

MASS FORMULA FOR KERR BLACK HOLES.
Larry Smarr [Phys. Rev. Lett. 30, 71 (1973)].

Dr. Robert V. Penney has pointed out an alge-
braic error in the transformation of parameters
from A, L, @ to 5, B, € (page 72) in the quantities
E, and E.,,. These two lines should be changed

to

Er=%”l[(1 _ﬁoz) 1z 1],

Eem=%n[(1 +€2)(1 _82)-1/2 - (1 —Boz)-l/zjy

where

B():B(A, L, Q=O)

Further, the line giving the second-order expan-

sion of E.,, should read

Eem=3°77%

The conclusion of the paper remains unaltered.
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