The following corrections should be made to the above mentioned paper:

1. On p. 350, Theorem 5.2, line 3 of the operator D4 ;) should be replaced
by
+Vuc.u.a.bi1 {a6Vatsi,. i) + a7VpUaiy..ip + asViyUabis..ip |-
2. On p. 354, Theorem 6.1, line 4 of the operator DZ‘Q ») should be replaced
by

c c c ¢
b k
+C3 (Vucu ala. ,Vozguabag...ap + Vucua a1a2v ukaag...ap)~

3. On p. 356, line 24: Mclenagan should be replaced by McLenaghan.

4. The referee of the paper for ”Mathematical Reviews” observed that
the meaning of the expression ”leading term ” in Theorem 6.2 is not quite
clear. The author take this to mean that there is a term O 2 with non-zero
coefficient and all other terms are of lower order. In this meaning Theorem
6.2 is correct. On the other side, if we consider general fourth-order operators
on A2, then the following theorem holds:

a
Theorem 6.3. Ifn =4, the operator Dy defined on A* by

Daaftlar oy = O (d6 — 5d)ugyay — 2(d8 — 5d)[Cly. . )]
+ Ca1a2 abEcl Ugh — 4C’alk“b%(k%a2)uab

is a fourth-order conformal covariant on N? with w = —2 and wg = 1.

The proof of Theorem 6.3 is analogous to that of [40: p. 279/Proposition
3.5] and of Theorems 5.2 and 5.3.

Remark 6.2. The spinor equivalent of (5.4) is

E"141 A2 SA]_ AQ + 6141 AQ SA1A2

where . .
J— C
Sivi, =20V5 4V 4 upr
C C
E F AB
—8VE 4 V' 4, [WeF . uas]
C C
+ 4 PVE 4 VY uas
and

Uoyay 5A1A2ﬂA1A2 + 5_:/1114211’41‘42

[see [16] and the paper ” On Conformal Invariants Built from Spinor Fields’
by R. Gerlach and V. Wiinsch in Math. Nachr. 223 (2001), 49 — 64]. To prove
the property of (5.5) to be conformal covariant is much easier than that one
of (5.4).
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