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CORRIGENDUM TO OUR PAPER:

‘¢“A THEOREM ON »-TUPLES WHICH IS EQUIVALENT TO
THE WELL-ORDERING THEOREM’’

H. RUBIN and J. E. RUBIN

In the original paper1 the last part of the proof of Theorem 1 was
incorrect. (The error was called to our attention by .J. D. Halpern. See
p. 49, lines 2-9). We correct it as follows: If %, is not a subset of any
element of T, let #, be the smallest element s of T such that &y C s, but

for all <y, kg L s, and for all B>y, if there is an & T such that kg C 7
then kﬁ % S.

An example of such an s is s = kyU{u,, ..., u,-1} where the u;’s are
distinct elements of y=x~ (UTy Uky). The set y is infinite because
UTyUky< wg ® x. Then, clearly ky C s, and if either 8 <y, or if 8 >y and

kg C 7€ Ty, then kg UTy so kg & s.
Now, if &y is not a subset of any element of T), define T, = T, U{#,}.

If y is a limit ordinal define T) = UB<yT3. Then N = Uy <wgly i8 the required
set.
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1The paper was published in this Journal, Vol. VIII (1967), pp. 48-50.
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