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There are a few typos at the in the proof of Lemma 4.14 (changes are marked
in red):

• On page 2089, it should read:

“Consider the case that Cε(x) ⊂ Q∗, where ε = 4−1p−4ĥ2, first.”

• Equation (4.16) should read:

“ ∫ ε
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∂v

∂ρ
(ρ, θ)dρ ≤ ε

∥∥∥∥∂v∂ρ
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L∞((0,ε)×(0,π/2))

≤ ε|û|W 1
∞(Q∗) . p4ĥ−2ε︸ ︷︷ ︸

h 1

‖û‖L2(Q∗).
”

• On page 2090, it should read:

“Moreover, we observe that ‖x − x̃‖2`2 . p−4ĥ2. Thus, we conclude using
the fundamental theorem of calculus

(û(x)− û(x̃))2 ≤ ‖x− x̃‖2`2‖û‖2W 1
∞(Q∗) . p−8ĥ4‖û‖2W 1

∞(Q∗).
”


