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ford* and Cornell” groups who analyzed the ine-
lastic (deuteron breakup) process. However, no
analysis of the inelastic process to date has ac-
counted for the presence of the D state in the deu-
teron, nor all of the final-state interactions, ex-
cept in a rough manner.??®

There is some uncertainty introduced into our
results by unknown relativistic and meson-current
effects. Nevertheless we feel that these effects
will be small in the region of low momentum
transfer considered here.®
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R, Blankenbecler, thesis, Stanford University, 1958
(unpublished), has studied relativistic corrections, using
a simplified model of the deuteron (two bosons, one of
which is charged, bound by a separable potential). In
this model the corrections can give rise to a 25 to 30%
reduction in the cross section at g=3 £~ which would
mean that the scalar charge form factor would be larger
by as much as 15%. Whether the corrections would be
as large in a realistic model is not clear. However,
suppose that this is the correction that obtains at q
=3 f1, Then if we applied a correction that is 15%
at g=3 ! and goes linearly to zero as 4—0, the lim-
its we place on Fy” would lie one above and one below
the zero value for all values of ¢ listed in our table
except at ¢=2.2 f1, where both limits are positive.
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RESONANCE IN THE Aw SYSTEM. Margaret Al-
ston, Luis W. Alvarez, Philippe Eberhard, Myron
L. Good, William Graziano, Harold K. Ticho, and
Stanley G. Wojcicki [Phys. Rev. Letters 5, 520
(1960)].

Due to a typographical error, a sentence in the
second paragraph on page 523, line 26, is incor-
rect and should read: “We find the ratio of events
with [£] <0.5 to all events is 0.355.” The conclu-
sions of the paragraph remain unchanged.

7-T RESONANCE IN 7”7 -p INTERACTIONS AT 1.25
Bev. E. Pickup, D. K. Robinson, and E. O. Salant
[Phys. Rev. Letters 7, 192 (1961)].

Due to a computational error, the mean value
of the 7~7° and 7”7 cross sections at the maxi-
mum of the resonance was incorrectly stated as
o7-7=95 mb. The correct value is 65.0+ 7.5 mb.
The values of the ordinate in Fig. 3 should be mul-
tiplied by 0.68.
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LIFETIME EFFECTS IN CONDENSED FERMION
SYSTEMS. A. Bardasis and J. R. Schrieffer
[Phys. Rev. Letters 7, 79 (1961)].

It has been pointed out by P. Nozieres that a
more accurate estimate of the damping coeffi-
cient o for He® can be made with the aid of the
theoretical expression for the thermal conduc-
tivity given by Abrikosov and Khalatnikov.! Our
original assumption that the thermal conductivity
relaxation time is given by

T=h/2a(kT)?,

leads to @ =9.1x10'® erg™~37.6/Ef. The more
refined estimate using m*=2.82 m gives o =4.27
x10' erg=*=~1.77/Ep. With this value one finds
that damping effects reduce the transition tem-
perature T;°, predicted in the absence of damp-
ing, to
T,~0.32 T,°.
'A. A. Abrikosov and I. M. Khalatnikov, Reports on
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