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In our Letter, we reported measurements of recoil proton polarization observables fo(ethép) andd(e, e/ p)n
reactions. Because our proton polarimeter was located near the focal plane of a magnetic spectrometer, we used
the optics codecosy [1] to model the proton spin precession through the spectrometer. Subsequent analysis of an
overlapping data set that includes nonzero proton recoil momenta [2] revealed instabilities in the first- and second-order
matrix elements which resulted from our attempt to model a 3 mrad misalignment of the quadrupole magnets. The values
in Table | were obtained using an independent first-order optics model [3] and supersede those previously published.
The first errors are statistical while the second are systematic. The new values are within the quoted uncertainties of our

previous analysis and do not affect our conclusions.

TABLE I. Summary of polarization observables.

Reaction 0? Dy Dy, P, Mp Gr /Gy

ple,e'p) 0.38 0.63 = 0.03 £ 0.04 —0.48 = 0.01 = 0.02 0.95 = 0.05 £ 0.02
d(e,e'p) 0.38 0.60 = 0.07 = 0.04 —0.48 = 0.02 £ 0.03 0.001 = 0.005 = 0.003 1.00 = 0.10 £ 0.02
ple,e'p) 0.50 0.81 = 0.03 = 0.05 —-0.41 = 0.01 £ 0.02 1.02 £ 0.05 = 0.02
d(e,e'p) 0.50 0.77 = 0.04 = 0.05 =041 = 0.02 £ 0.02 0.005 = 0.005 = 0.003 1.07 £ 0.06 = 0.02
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