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LETTER TO THE EDITOR

Correction to “Parallel Psychometric Functions from a Set of
Independent Detectors” by Green and Luce

As Dr. Barbara Sakitt has kindly pointed out to us, our argument in the Appendix
of Green and Luce (1975) is faulty, and Brindley (1963) was correct in asserting that
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approaches e ™™/m! a5 n — 0,  We apologize to him for saying he was in error.
The following demonstration of his result may be useful. For the limit to hold for
values other than 0 and 1, I must approach 0 so as to maintain #I™ = k. So we evaluate
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By Haight (1967, Equations 1.1-5 and 1.2-3),
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So, using I"Hospital’s rule
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thus proving Brindley's result.
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