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In the example of Appendix B, Eq. (B.23) on p. 106
should read

U*la=-v(tp — tr) (%)2 (L + |x —xpl) exp(-x - xpl/L) .

Equations (B.24), (B.25), and (B.26) remain unaltered.

The exact value of 80/Q, obtained by using Eq. (B.18)
directly and appearing immediately following Eq. (B.26),
should be —0.38 instead of —0.29. This change does not affect
the general conclusions on the accuracy of the second-order
formulation, since its value, —0.33, lies midway between the
above original and corrected quantities.

As opposed to what is stated in Sec. VIII of the earlier
publication, it also seems possible to explicitly account for
direct effects to higher order formulations, i.e., for variations
of vectors % and h, simply by replacing the term «*TM,0) of
Eqs. (20) and (21) with the sum

[eXTM ey + (e 8 — te) +(c*Thy 8t~ D]
where
n= ah+/apj1
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and
h/l = ah/ap“ .

(Parameter p;, may also represent, in particular, components
of vector &* or h.) The linear forms

([e*TMs +8(t = tph}{ 1)
and
(*T My +h,8(to— DD
should replace
Ue*TM )e)
and
(c*T(M“c)) >

respectively. This amounts to adding to the right side of
Eqs. (24) and (27) the terms #},(8)5(¢' — t7) and h},(8)8(¢ — t5),
respectively, and adding to the right side of Eqs. (32) and (30)
the terms k,,(0)8(¢' - t,) and h,(8)8(¢ — o), respectively.

Analogous procedures can be considered for direct effects
on quantities @*, 0, 0%, Q, and 0*. Besides, assuming that 47,
and h, (as well as M,) represent terms independent of
parameters p;, the rest of the formalism remains unaltered.

Finally, in Eqgs. (28) and (29), the coefficient 8p;, on the
right side should be removed.





