labile factors important to the nutri-
tional value of the solubles.

As solubles are used as supplements in
animal feeds, consideration should be
given to the relative nutritional value of
solubles prepared by acid and enzyme
treatment of stickwater. When the
two types of solubles were used to supple-
ment both natural and synthetic rations
for the growth of chicks, no significant
differences in the nutritive value of the
products could be detected (77).
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Fungicide Distribution and
Disinfection Efficiency in Seed
Treatment—Correction

On page 327 [J. Acr. Foop CHEM. 7,
326 (1959)], the caption for Figure 2
should read:
Resulisfrom seed ireatment tests with
log & as a function of log dose (O,
D, ©) compared to probit analysis
(®)
In section IIT of the subcaption of Fig-
ure 2, the last symbol (@) should be O.
OLrLE LiNDSTROM



