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ERRATA

ASVMPTCrrrC SOLUTION OF INTERACTING
WALKS IN ONE DIMENSION. ' S. Redner and
K. Kang [Phys. Rev. Lett. 51, 1729 (1983)].

Equation (4) should read,
N+1 (p N)

(ss) = —s Q sPs(s) = (N+ 2)— (4)

GRA VITATIONAL AND INERTIAL EFFECTS IN
QUANTUM FLUIDS. J. Anandan [Phys. Rev. Lett.
47, 463 (1981)].

On p. 464, in the first line below Eq. (5), (4, a/
go'. ,) should read (A, a/go. ',)' and in line 1 of the
second column replace -" by + .' Also, delete
the sentence If p(p) = 0, . . . beginning in the
third line below Eq. (9).

In the first sentence of the paragraph contain-
ing Eq. (10) replace the words after Josephson
junction" by which is idealized by a world line
so that the change in p across it is given by (8),
with v„ in this expression now defined only out-
side the junction. "

Delete the sentence beginning on the last line
of p. 464 and ending on p. 465.

On. p. 465, in the paragraph containing Eq. (12)
replace all the lines above Eq. (12) by

'
In a co-

ordinate system comoving with the superfluid, '"'
and in the second column, line 4, replace (2mc/
h) by (2mc/38).

On p. 466, column 1, in the equation in line 3
of the last paragraph, replace Q„by Q„- 30 sinP
x cos8, where P is the latitude and 8 is the angle
between the normal to the interferometer and the
vertical. But this equation, like (15) and (16), as-
sumes that the relative motion between the super-
Quid and the apparatus is negligible. A more pre-
cise treatment that does not make this assump-
tion is given by J. Anandan, in Quantum Optics,
Experimental Gravitation and Measurement Theo
ry, edited by P. Meystre and M. O. Scully (Plen-
um, New York, 1983), and to be published.

On p. 466, column 2 delete the sentence begin-
ning on line 4.

In Ref. 5, line 5, replace ——,
' by -', &'. In Ref.

13, line 3, replace t" by (" and in line 5, replace
$ by L Also d.elete Ref. 14.

In Eq. (14b), the power-law prefactor in the de-
cay law is incorrect; the equation should read
f„-(&P'„)' 'exp[- (~/&„)' ']. This result can
be obtained from our approach by including the
power-law prefactor in the limiting small-& be-
havior of &„(s). From Eq. (3), one may readily
derive

P„(s)=(7 "—27 "+7' ")=(&'T "/& ').

In a representation where the transfer matrix is
diagonal,

(T N) g [y(A)]N Q [e {y&]2

where ~' ' is the &th eigenvalue and e„"' is the
&th component of the ~th eigenvector of 7', , re-
spectively. These results lead to &„(s)=1@/
s'[2 cos(n'/s+ 1)] in the limit s/&- 0. With this
asymptotic form of P„(s), one readily obtains
the correct power-law prefactor in f„from the
steepest-descent approach of our Letter.

We are grateful to P. Grassberger and T. C.
Lubensky for helpful suggestions.

MICROCANONICAL SIMULATION OF FERMION-
IC SYSTEMS. J. Polonyi and H. W. Wyld [Phys.
Rev. Lett. 51, 2257 (1983)].

I

On p. 2260, the last sentence of the next to the
last paragraph should read, "The outstanding
problem is the doubling of the number of flavors
(already too large in the staggered fermion ap-
proach). "

CORRELATION BETWEEN ELECTRON EMIS-
SION AND FRAGMENTATION INTO IONS FOL-
LOWING SOFT-X-RAY EXCITATION OF THE
N, MOLECULE, W. Eberhardt, J. Stohr, J. Feld-
haus, E. W. Plummer, and F. Sette [ Phys. Rev.
Lett. 51, 2370 (1983)].

The following sentence was inadvertently omit-
ted from our acknowledgment: This work was
supported in part by National Science Foundation
Grant No. DMR-81-20331.
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