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After this article appeared in the January 2004 issue of Journal of Materials Research, the authors noticed that
Fig. 6(b) was incorrect. The correct figure is shown below.
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FIG. 6. E� versus hc for the (a) R � 21-�m-radius indenter, wet (SCL)
conditions, and (b) R � 5-�m-radius indenter, embedded condition,
illustration that the low stiffness surface layer is eliminated in PMMA.
Mean E� (SD) presented for each case is calculated from 25 data points
shown in the boxed regions. The indentation loads are plotted along
the top axis as a guide only because the loads are not linearly propor-
tional to hc. Solid line in (a) is the finite element model of Fig. 7
plotted as E� versus hc for comparison to show that the experimental
data can be interpreted using a thin-film model.

J. Mater. Res., Vol. 19, No. 5, May 2004 © 2004 Materials Research Society 1581

ht
tp

s:
//

do
i.o

rg
/1

0.
15

57
/JM

R.
20

04
.0

21
1 

Pu
bl

is
he

d 
on

lin
e 

by
 C

am
br

id
ge

 U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 P

re
ss

https://doi.org/10.1557/JMR.2004.0211

