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ABSTRACT. We correct a false claim made in the introduction related to the
uniqueness of universally tight contact structures in three dimensional lens
spaces. The results in the paper are not affected by this correction. We also
add an explanation about how Corollary 1.8 follows from Theorem 1.7.

In page 43 one reads: “This property determines & up to a diffeomorphism, i.e.,
if £ = ker\ is a contact structure on L(p,q) and 7 & is tight then there exists a
diffeomorphism h : L(p,q) — L(p,q) satisfying h.& = &.” This claim is false in
general, but it is true in the special case (p, q¢) = (2,1) which is the only case that is
used in our arguments. The proof of Theorem 1.3 starts by lifting the dynamically
convex contact form on L(2,1) = RP3 to a contact form on its universal covering
S$3 which must also be dynamically convex, and hence tight by results from [1].
Then applying the above claim in the case p = 2, ¢ = 1 we may assume that the
contact form defines the standard contact structure on L(2,1). The rest of the
proof of Theorem 1.3 remains the same.

Now we explain how Corollary 1.8 follows from Theorem 1.7. Consider a dynam-
ically convex contact form on L(p, q) that defines a contact structure £ and admits
a p-unknotted closed Reeb orbit with self-linking number —1/p. Using Theorem 1.3
from [2] we see that (L(p, q), £) is contactomorphic to (L(p, k), &sta) for some k. The
conclusions of Corollary 1.8 now follow from a direct application of Theorem 1.7.
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