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1. On page 317, in Section 4, the conclusion of the second rule should be
F17...,Fn FG WTl...TnSB(tl,...7tr)O'
and the rule in the second line of page 318 should be changed to

B(tl, Ce 7tr) — Bl(xl,l, . .,xl’rl)7 . .,Bn(ﬂi‘n’l, Ce 7mn,rn)~

2. On page 324, at the end of Section 6, “one of the seven intervals [pi+ 1, p(i+
1)] consisting of the (pi + 1)-th through the p(i + 1)-th symbols” should be
replaced by the following;:

one of the seven intervals [max{1,p(i — 1) + 1}, min{12p, p(i + 1)}]
consisting of the max{1,p(i — 1) + 1}-th through the min{12p, p(i +
1) }-th symbols

3. Using Greibach’s (1978a, 1978b) terminology, Seki et al.’s (1991) pumping
lemma can be stated as “Every m-MCFL is weakly 2m-iterative”, while the
pumping lemma of this paper can be stated as “Every well-nested m-MCFL
is 2m-iterative”.
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