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In the published version of the article a whole portion of the text is missing starting 
on p. 465, line 6. This portion of the text includes the statement of a Proposition, 
together with the beginning of its proof; it is the rest of this proof which occupied 
the last pages (465 through 468) of the article. What follows is the missing text of 
the paper, from the beginning of Remark 18 to the line preceding Diagram (7) on 
p. 465. There are no changes from that point on. 

Remark 18. As suggested by Proposition 14, the construction of [9, Sect. 7] can be 
carried out for split formations, thus getting a map D:SpW~(NI1)~W(X); from 
the way this map is defined, it follows that, for any split formation ,~ = ( ~  @ ~ ,  ~; 
~ ,  f~) (~b: the hyperbolic form), any extension of ~ ^ (or ~ )  by locally free sheaves 
defines a split resolution of u [i.e., a resolution which satisfies the splitting property 
(3) of Definition 15 globally], and D sends u to the class in W(X) of the bilinear 
space associated to that resolution. This class in W(X) naturally does not depend 
on the choice of the extension of ~ .  Our notion of resolution is analogous to a 
map in K-theory which goes from K1 to Ko [see the proof of (3.1) above], and in 
the affine case, it has a more intrinsic interpretation in the context of Poin- 
car~ complexes (see 112]). 

Proposition 19. Let u = (~1[, qS; ~ ,  (#) be a resolvable formation, and fix a resolution 
of u with associated bilinear space Y .  Let v be the split stabilization of u constructed 
in Proposition 12. Then v has a split resolution whose associated bilinear space 
determines the same element in W(X) as ~A r, and, with the notation of Remark 18, 
O([v]) = [~3. 

Proof. Let the resolution of u be 
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and let ~bt. be the form on ~a; then h is the adjoint of the form defined on ~ by 
restricting ~bt.. Consider the following diagram: 

/ 
S ~ ~ ,,~/ 

[from diagram (t) above; notice that, in our case, YF ̂  of  (1) becomes Jr', as 
indicated in the proof  of Proposi t ion 12]. Call 6e 2 the pullback 

t 

~2 --~ ~ 

Then 602 surjects onto ~ ,  and we have a commutat ive cube: 

I-The text now continues with diagram (7).] 
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