
VOLUME 66, NUMBER 2 PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 14 JANUARY 1991

ERRATA

Nuclear Charge Asymmetry and Charge Dependence and the 3H- He Binding-Energy Difference
[Phys. Rev. Lett. 64, 1875 (1990)]

Y. Wu, S. Ishikawa, and T. Sasakawa

There was a double counting in our calculation of momentum-dependent electromagnetic and orbit-orbit interactions.
As shown by Brandenburg, Coon, and Sauer (Ref. 11) and Kiang and Nogami (Ref. 39), the momentum-dependent
electromagnetic term which was defined by Schwinger [see Eq. (25) of Ref. 6] is a special case of the orbit-orbit in-

teraction. As a result we should remove the "momentum-dependent electromagnetic 12+ 1" from Table I. Table I
should be as follows.

Charge-asymmetry eAects

Static Coulomb (E~,M ~)

Magnetic interaction
Vacuum polarization
Orbit-orbit interactions
Kinetic energy due to

n-p mass diA'erence

648 ~4
10+ 1

4
9+1

CIB and CSB forces ('So)
CSB other than '50
Uncertainty from Vph,

75+ 7
2
1~1

~ECSB

Total (theory)

78+ 8

760+ 14

Experiment 764

Accordingly, some numbers in the text should be modified:
On p. 1876, the third line of the second paragraph, the eA'ect (2) should be deleted.
On p. 1876, one line before the last line of the first column, the value 0.046+ 0.003 should be 0.034 ~ 0.002.
On p. 1876, the first line of the second column, the value 0.070+ 0.007 should be 0.082 ~ 0.006.
On p. 1877, the 18th line of the second column, the value 0.769 ~ 0.014 should be 0.757 ~ 0.013.
We wish to thank Professor S. A. Coon for pointing out this double-counting error in our Letter.

Femtosecond-Pump, Continuum-Probe Nonlinear Absorption in GaAs
[Phys. Rev. Lett. 65, 231 (1990)]

C. J. Stanton, D. W. Bailey, and K. Hess

The energy scales in Figs. 1(b)-1(d) should read from 0.0 to 0.3 eV, not from 0.0 to 0.6 eV. The scales on Fig. 1(a)
are correct.


