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Page 804
Fig. 6 C contains an error for the points for three of the cells (rods a, b, and f) indicated by the symbols @, l, and

V. These points were inadvertently transcribed from B without dividing by the values in A. The corrected Fig. 6 ap-
pears below:
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:'.3 0.01 FIGURE 6. '[?e.pendence of steady circulating current apd
E flash sensitivity of salamander rods on background in-
C tensity. (A) Relative circulating current in the steady
[ il il it N 38D = ) o where 1) s the steady current
2 4 and jp, is the dark current. (B) Relative sensitivity, de-
E 1.00 - @&= . fined as s, (/) = s()/ spax Where s() is the absolute sen-
= E \?.~D2A v C sitivity and sp,y is its dark-adapted value. (C) Relative
S i !—]\Q\ fractional sensitivity, defined as S() = (sU)/spas)/
=z I ..DOA Jwa); see Eq. 8. Symbols from the present investigation
g i K ey are identified in Table II. Symbols from three previous
'g 0.10 £ studies are: O, Hodgkin and Nunn, 1988; [J, Matthews
§ F et al. (1988), average of seven cells; <, Koutalos et al.
“; L (1995), average of six cells. The curves are the predic-
E [ tions of the model set out in the APPENDICES, using the
= i parameters of the “standard” rod listed in Table IV. The
2 001 %- |7///' cond caved i ol curve in A was obtained from Eq. B7 in Appendix B. The
B 0 10 100 1000 10000 curves in B and C were obtained by simulating (at a
“ range of background intensities) the response to a dim
1, steady intensity (photoisomerizations s™ ) flash, and determining its peak amplitude.
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