512 CORRIGENDA AND ADDENDA

Page 420, line 27: Omit “=H X 1.”

Page 420, line 29: Replace “H” by “M(I, G).”

Pages 421, 422: The modifications in the proof of Theorem 1, due to the above,
will be clear.

Page 425, line 13: Insert between ‘“(” and “see”: “H = (8 € M, G):
(8, a) € W for some a € I).”
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Page 1337, line 6: v;,_» should be v;,5,—2.
Page 1339, line 21: ¢ (#2,—1 v2,—1) should be ¢ (v2,—1 %2,-1).
Page 1340, line 13: \U scq 4 (1) should be {4 (u)] 4 € A}.
Page 1341, line 10 should read: ‘““when all v5,,1* and all v+ are replaced
by 1.”

5. Page 1341. Lemma 5 holds with hypothesis (i) omitted and even if the
ring D fails to be a division ring (but U and V are required to be division rings).

Moreover, Lemma 5 is an easy corollary of Lemma 1; to see this, observe first
that (ii) of Lemma 5 implies
N

Ll O

(i)’ Z u;v; =0, u;, € Uyv; €V, and vy, ...,vy Z-independent, together
i=1
imply allu; = 0.
(To deduce (ii)’, write
Ui = Z W; %54
=1

with all z,; € Z and wy, ..., w, all in U and Z-independent.) Next, to prove
Lemma 5 it suffices to consider the case that vy, ..., vy are Z-independent;
hence because of (ii)’ it can be assumed that all »; = 1, i.e., that

N
Z wixut =0
i=1
forall x € U. Lemma 1 now applies.
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