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ERRATA

Rayleigh-Taylor and Kelvin-Helmholtz Instabilities
in Targets Accelerated by Laser Ablation. MARK H.
EMERY, JOHN H. GARDNER, and JAY P. BoRris [Phys.
Rev. Lett. 48, 677 (1982)].

As a result of an error in the interpretation of the
coefficients from the Fourier-transform algorithm, the
computational growth rates in Fig. 1 are too small. All
the computational growth rates in Fig. 1 (crosses)
should be multiplied by 2. This does not affect any
other figures, nor are the conclusions affected in any
way. We apologize to the reader for any inconveni-
ence.

Antiferromagnetic Spin Fluctuations in the Heavy-
Fermion Superconductor UPt;. W. J. L. BUYERS,
J. K. KJEMS, and J. D. GARRETT [Phys. Rev. Lett. 55,
1223 (1985)].

K. A. McEwan and H. Godfrin participated in the
experiments at Institut Laue-Langevin that detected
the helium-gas scattering reported in a previous Erra-
tum [Phys. Rev. Lett. 56, 996 (1986)]. Their contri-
bution was not acknowledged because of editorial er-
ror.

Chaos-Order-Chaos Transitions in a Two-Dimen-
sional Hamiltonian System. Z. DENG and F. T. HIOE
[Phys. Rev. Lett. 55, 1539 (1985)].

Bohigas, Giannoni, and Schmit,! and Berry, Mere-
dith, and Koppel2 pointed out to us that the conclusion
regarding level fluctuations in our recent Letter® was
incorrect because of an improper treatment of exact
symmetries. After examining our data according to
the suggestions which they provided, we have reached
the conclusion that our previous conclusion was
indeed incorrect. We would like to present the
correctly analyzed data here which, contrary to our
previous conclusion, actually give further support to
the conjecture formulated by Bohigas, Giannoni, and
Schmit* and by Meyer, Haller, Koppel, and Ceder-
baum® concerning the correspondence between the

FIG. 1. The nearest-neighbor spacing distribution of the
quantum level fluctuation for the eigenvalues of the Hamil-

tonian wit_h C=3and C=10. Only the lowest fifty levels
are taken into account.

Gaussian-orthogonal-ensemble level fluctuation and
classical chaotic motion, and between the Poisson level
fluctuation and classical regular motion.

When we separate out the energy levels according to
six symmetry classes,! the distributions of spectral
fluctuations for a typical class are as shown in Fig. 1
for two different values of the coupling parameter:
C=3 and C=10. The distribution curve for C =3,
corresponding to classical regular motion, is of the
Poisson type while the distribution curve for C =10,
corresponding to classical mostly chaotic motion, is of
the Gaussian-orthogonal-ensemble type. We have
used the description ‘‘mostly chaotic’” for the case
C =10 because we have found® that there are initial
conditions for which the classical motion is regular for
C =10, but compared to the entire set of initial condi-
tions, the regular subset appears to be negligible.
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