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ERRATA

Comments on Effects of Electron-Electron Interac-
tions on Nuclear Spin-Lattice Relaxation Times in
Aluminum, F, Y. Fradin and T. J. Rowland
[Phys. Rev. B 3, 1781 (1971)]. Some lines of this
article were misplaced during the page makeup
procedure.

(i) The last three lines in the second column of
p. 1781 “... the apparent values of 6 found in a
number of experiments on aluminum are consider-
ably greater than 2'°” should appear at the end
of the text on p. 1782,

(ii) The first four lines at the top of p. 1782 “of
magnetization .. . measured by Pifer®” should be
omitted, since they belong to the following paper.

Comments on Effects of Electron-Electron Interac-
tions on Nuclear Spin-Lattice Relaxation Times in
Aluminum—A Reply, D. P. Tunstall and D. Brown
[Phys. Rev. B 3, 1783 (1971)]. Some lines of this
article were erroneously inserted in the preceding
article during the page makeup procedure. The
paragraph preceding the note added in proof should
read:

The value of 6 that FR quote as measured by their
technique, 2.65, as compared to our value of 2. 15,
is more worrying. It seems to us, from our argu-
ments in the preceding paragraph, that the size of
the quadrupole bath in thermal contact with the
dipolar bath in the FR measurements will vary (a)
during a single measurement, a fixed H,, of mag-
netization against time and (b) with the amplitude
of H,, due to the mixing effect of the presence of
H,. As further support for our value we may note
the value of 6= 2. 07 measured by Pifer.*®



