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ERRATA

Coherent Stark Levels in Beam-Foil-Excited Fast
Rydberg Atoms. Z. VAGER, E. P. KANTER,
D. SCHNEIDER, and D. S. GEMMELL [Phys. Rev. Lett.
50, 954 (1983)1.

We correct an error in Fig. 1 of our Letter. The
open circles labeled ‘‘Longitudinal Electric Field”’ in
that figure should be redrawn with the abscissa re-
duced by a factor of 2 in magnitude. These same data
are properly presented in another publication [see Fig.
14 in E. P. Kanter et al., Phys. Rev. A 29, 583
(1984)]1. This plotting error had led us to suggest that
the observed Rydberg states might be strongly aligned
in the excitation process. That conclusion is not sup-
ported by the corrected data. None of the other results
or conclusions presented in the Letter are affected by
this error.

Ultrasonic Study of the Breakdown of Conventional
Hydrodynamics in the Smectic-4 Phase of
Terephthal-bis-p-p’-Butylaniline (TBBA). J. L.
GALLANI and P. MARTINOTY [Phys. Rev. Lett. 54, 333
(1985)].

In Eq. (5), 5(8)/w should read b (8)/27w. Second-
ly, the constants 4, B, and C are to be expressed
throughout in dyn/cm? and not in dyn/sec? Finally,
the ultrasonic damping for §=0° is slightly greater in
Fig. 2 of our earlier publication! than in Fig. 1 of the
present article, although it is specified in the text of
the latter article that the two sets of measurements
agree. This is due to an incorrect tracing of data in
Fig. 2 of Ref. 1, which went unnoticed originally as it
had no significance for the conclusions of Ref. 1. We
wish to thank S. Bhattacharya for drawing our atten-
tion to this point.

1J. L. Gallani and P. Martinoty, Phys. Rev Lett. 53, 1065
(1984).

Direct Measurement of Charmed D* and D° Semi-

638

leptonic Branching Ratios. R. M. BALTRUSAITIS,
J. J. BECKER, G. T. BLAYLOCK, J. S. BROwWN, K. O.
BUNNELL, T. H. BURNETT, R. E. CASSELL, D. COFF-
MAN, V. Cook, D. H. CowARD, S. Dapo, C. DEL
PArA, D. E. DORFAN, G. P. DuBOIS, A. L. DUNCAN,
K. F. EINSWEILER, B. 1. EISENSTEIN, R. FABRIZIO,
G. GLADDING, F. GRANCAGNOLO, R. P. HAMILTON,
J. HAUSER, C. A. HEUSCH, D. G. HITLIN, L. KOEPKE,
W. S. LoCKMAN, P. M. MoOCKETT, L. Moss, R. F.
MoOzZLEY, A. NAPPI, A. ODIAN, R. PARTRIDGE, J. PER-
RIER, S. A. PLAETZER, J. D. RICHMAN, J. R. ROEHRIG,
J. J. RUSSELL, H. F. W. SADROZINSKI, M. SCARLATEL-
LA, T. L. SCHALK, R. H. SCHINDLER, A. SEIDEN, J. C.
SLEEMAN, A. L. SPADAFORA, J. J. THALER, W. TOKI,
B. TRIPSAS, F. VILLA, A. WATTENBERG, A. J. WEIN-
STEIN, N. WERMES, H. J. WILLUTZKI, D. E. WISINSKI,
and W. J. WISNIEWSKI [Phys. Rev. Lett. 54, 1976
(1985)].

The sentence on page 1976 column 1, line 22, which
reads, ‘. . .which comprises 8650 nb~!. .. ,”” should
read, ‘. . .which comprises 9250 nb~!. .. .

Reference 7, which reads, ‘. . .This corresponds to
63 +16% K*ev...” should read, ‘. ..63 +18%
Kev. .. .”

The first correction is due to a later understanding
of our normalization while the second was a typo-
graphical error which escaped detection. Neither error
influences the results of the paper.

Direct Photoemission Study of the Antibonding
Surface-State Band on Ge(111)2x1. J. M. NI
CHOLLS, P. MARTENSSON, and G. V. HANSSON [Phys.
Rev. Lett. 54, 2363 (1985)].

On page 2364, column 2, the sentence beginning on
line 2 should read, ‘‘The antibonding state is only ob-
served in the vicinity of the J point and along the J-K
line, where, according to the calculation of the
dangling-bond bands of the w-bonded chain model,
this state is at its lowest energy.”’



