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now the dynamic pressure has been calculated as low as 190.
It would appear that the large differences reported by Erick-
son are unexpected, since both parts of the rotary inertia
terms represent low-order effects.

Since one of the reasons for including rotary inertia was to
attempt to account for the anomalous behavior of the curves
of critical dynamic pressure vs shear flexibility for J = 0
(see Figs. 5 and 6, Ref. 1), it would be interesting to see Erick-
son’s results for these cases. The authors wish to thank
Erickson for correcting the typographical errors in Eq. (23) of
Ref. 1.
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N Figs. 7 and 8, and in the text on pp. 1146 and 1147,

wherever peak arc-current is shown to be equal to 7.4 kA
or 13.4 kA, the values should be corrected to read 11.2 kA and
20.0 kA, respectively. Also, in the second line on p. 1145, the
words ‘“naut miles”” should read nanometers.
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