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ERRATA

In the proof of Theorem 1.9., validity of RDC should be estab-
lished as follows: Let f,g,h be mutually disjoint rare sequences,
where G, < stab(zi) for all parameters z in an instance of RDC (in-
cluding X). Let ki (i>1) be mutually disjoint (rare) subsequences of
h, and let hi:kl*kZ*"‘*ki' Then in the antecedent, x ranges over

dom(X) so that G cstab(x), but y ranges over dom(X) so that

fxg
1 1
Gf*g*hlgstab(y). Also, Gf*g*h%EStab(Z<j1,...ji>) n Stab(6<j1,...,ji>)’
X x_(T
and Gf*g*hEStab(fs)’ so f_eV .



