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Erratum: Pauli blocking in the low-lying, low-spin states of 141Pr [Phys. Rev. C 78, 034302 (2008)]
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Table III of our original article contains erroneous B(M1) ↓ transition rates. In the calculation of these values the conversion
formula was erroneously handled. Instead of the correct prefactor 56.8 as should have been used, a value of 5.68 was used.
Consequently, the B(M1) ↓ values as stated are ten times too small and the actual B(M1) ↓ strengths are a factor ten higher
than the values given in Table III of our original article. Apart from the 1608-keV level, the physics interpretation is not
affected. The 1608-keV level Jπ = 3/2+ has been identified as dominated by a d3/2 single-particle component and the transition
to the d5/2 dominated Jπ = 5/2+ ground state corresponds to the expected strong M1 spin-flip transition. The corrected
B(M1) ↓� 0.854μ2

N for the 1608-keV transition connecting this level and the ground state is in the order of magnitude that
can be expected from a simple shell-model approach for a d3/2 → d5/2 spin-flip transition. The interpretation of the other levels
below 2-MeV excitation energy is based on the observed E2 transition strength and, therefore, not affected.

Furthermore, the phase convention used to extract the sign of the multipole-mixing ratios δ as given in Table III follow the
phase convention of Steffen and Alder [1] and not, as stated, the Rose-Brink convention [2].

The authors acknowledge the contribution of E. E. Peters to correcting the erroneous B(M1) ↓ values.
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