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‘O glücklich! wer noch hoffen kann
Aus diesem Meer des Irrtums aufzutauchen.
Was man nicht weiß das eben brauchte man,
Und was man weiß kann man nicht brauchen.’

Johann Wolfgang von Goethe

Faust. Der Tragödie erster Teil

p. 32 Replace γ(t) by γ̇(t) in the last line of Corollary 1.5.6.
p. 72 Replace J1(S1) by J1(L) in the third paragraph of Ex-

ample 2.5.11.
p. 91 Insert ‘contact’ before ‘isotopy’ in the last line of Theo-

rem 2.6.13.
p. 99 The first sentence in the proof of Lemma 3.2.6 should

read ‘The Legendrian condition z′ + xy′ = 0 implies...’
p. 104, l. −4 Replace ‘third’ by ‘fourth’.
p. 119, l. 7 Z should be Z.
p. 120 In Corollary 3.5.16, the condition ‘e(ξ) = 0’ should be

replaced by ‘e(ξ) ∈ H2(M) a torsion class’.
p. 211, l. −1 superfluous ‘the’
p. 217 The triangle inequality for angles used implicitly in the

estimate in l. 2 is only valid when at least one of σ and
σ′ is a 2-simplex. Thus, the estimate cannot be used
to prove the claim (already contained in Eliashberg’s
original proof) that special 1-simplices are isolated. In-
deed, suppose σ, σ′ are two 1-simplices with a common
vertex p, but such that σ, σ′ do not belong to the same 2-
simplex. Furthermore, suppose that for some t ∈ [0, 1],
the plane ξt(p) is equal to (or near) the plane spanned
by σ and σ′. Then σ, σ′ constitute a pair of non-isolated
special 1-simplices.
Fortunately, this does not affect the overall structure of
the argument too much. The only change necessary is
that for a special 1-simplex σ the auxiliary foliation Pσ

should be taken to be the foliation by planes orthogonal
to σ. The fact that σ is special guarantees that the
transversality condition (P1) will be satisfied.



Since the perturbation of the plane field ξt into a contact
structure in the neighbourhood of a special 1-simplex is
now along leaves of a 1-dimensional foliation pξt

con-
tained in planes orthogonal to σ, no potential problem
with boundary conditions (as discussed under (2) on
p. 218 for the non-special 1-simplices) occurs.
I thank Hélène Eynard-Bontemps for drawing my at-
tention to the fact that special 1-simplices need not be
isolated, and for suggesting the described simple way
around this problem.

p. 289, l. −6 Dk+1 ×Dn−k−1 should be replaced by Dk+1 ×Dn−k.
p. 366 This should be Theorem 8.0.1, of course, not 8.0.6. The

faulty numbering was caused by a LATEX bug. Since all
cross-references are likewise to 8.0.6, this should cause
no confusion.

p. 368 In Proposition 8.1.1, the assumption that M be simply
connected is essential. The proof then goes through as
given; on p. 371 the argument simplifies a little, because
M (2) is now a wedge of 2-spheres.
If M is not simply connected, then c1 and the obstruc-
tion d2 to homotopy over the 2-skeleton are related as in
Remark 4.3.4, so in the presence of 2-torsion in H2(M)
the first Chern class does not detect all homotopy classes
of almost contact structures.
One way to arrive at the analogue of Remark 4.3.4 in
this context is to observe — from the homotopy exact
sequence of the fibration CP 3 → BU(2) → BSO(5) —
that the inclusion CP 3 → BU(2) induces multiplication
by 2 on π2. See [1, Section 2] for an idea how to formu-
late the general classification result.
Less as an excuse than as a word of warning: this error
is not new, see [4, Thm. 9] and [2, p. 170].
I was alerted to this error by the careful discussion in [3].

Author Index Subtract i from all references to roman page numbers
(except the one to Schopenhauer).

p. 432,
2nd column, l. 15 ‘exists’, not ‘exits’
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