CORRECTION TO
“IGUSA QUARTIC AND STEINER SURFACES” (BY SHIGERU MUKAI)

The paragraph before Theorem 2 is not precise enough to decide our
Fricke involution of Hy/T'1(2). In fact, two explanations, analytic and
moduli-theoretic ones, conflict to each other. It should read as follows:

“The element \/Li (_g I, 62
of I'y(2), and induces an involution of the quotient Hy/I'g(2), which is
called the Fricke involution. Moduli-theoretically, the Fricke involution
maps a pair (4,G) to (A/G, A2)/G). We note that a 2-dimensional
vector space V' is almost isomorphic to its dual V'V, or more precisely,
we have V > VY @ detV. Hence the quotient A)/G is canoni-
cally isomorphic to G via Weil pairing. Therefore, the Fricke invo-
lution has the canonical lift on Hs/I'1(2), which we call the (canoni-
cal) Fricke involution of Ho/T'1(2). Our Fricke involution is the com-

€ Sp(4,R) belongs to the normalizer

. a0 I . : Jy 0
posite of 7 (_2 L 0 and the involution 0 ) where we put
Jy = _01 é . It commutes with each element of I'y(2)/T'1(2) ~ &3

and Hs/I'1(2) has an action of the product group Cy x &3. Two pairs
(A,G) and (A/G,Ap)/G) (in Hy/T1(2)) are geometrically related to
each other by Richelot’s theorem. See Remark 7.”



