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Page 211, left column, first paragraph, lines 4 and 5
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of text: the variances of peak arAahould be squared: o"(H) A d-x N (H*)? o?(r)
(H*)2 A-n*\V?

0%(A1) = 0%(A2) = (25%A1)? > (25%A)? _ .
Page 212, caption tBig. 2k theK value should be

Therefore, the variance ofis: 20, i.e. (b)K = 20.
o%(r) = 0.625x 103 x r2(r? + 1)
1um = 1 L L
Pages 211 and 212: Because of the above correc- =X Lines: Predicted
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tion, Figs. 1 and 2were recalculated. The results are < 1A i S
displayed below. The new results do not change the g i \\‘ i ——K=588, or He=0.0017 ||
discussions in the paper, so no modifications of the .2 RTINS - K=588, or He=0.0017 ||
text are needed. 2 i LN :"_'ij;g” |
Page 211, left column, Eq. (t* should be squared 2 Y i
in the right-hand side of the equation. It should read: % L TN Z
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Fig. 2. Analysis of the effect of the solution volumq-? on the relative measurement error at different solution volume rati@jues. (a)
K =1000 and (b)k = 20.



