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1. Definition 1.1: part (iii) of the definition should in fact read as µ(U ×R) ≤ 0, which also
agrees with the original formulation of [1, Theorem 3].

2. Proof of Theorem 5.1: the lines under equation (5.5) describe the open set S as a disjoint
union of countably many open intervals. This is true, however the representation of S the
union of sets (zk, wk) with zk < wk < zk+1 is not. The correct way of stating this is:

S =
⋃
k

(zk, wk),

where, whenever k 6= k′, we either have wk ≤ zk′ or wk′ ≤ zk. From this, it follows that

supp ν ⊂
⋃
k

{(ρ, u) ∈ H : [z(ρ, u), w(ρ, u)] ∩ [zk, wk] 6= ∅} ∪ V,

which differs subtly from what was originally written in the paper. Nevertheless, it is true
that

supp ν ∩ {(ρ, u) ∈ H : w(ρ, u) ∈ (zk, wk) or z(ρ, u) ∈ (zk, wk)} = ∅,
along with

supp ν ⊂ V ∪
⋃

k:ρk,uk∈R
{(ρk, uk)},

and, with αk ∈ [0, 1] and the measure νV supported only in V ,

ν = νV +
∑
k

αkδ(ρk,uk),

as written. Then, before jumping to the final paragraph of the proof, it must be verified
that, for any fixed s ∈ R, no two distinct elements (ρk, uk) and (ρk′ , uk′) of the support of
ν belong to the interior of the support of χ(·, ·, s). This can be proved in a few lines by
contradiction: if two such elements exist then, in view of the disjointness of the intervals
{(zj , wj)}j∈N, we have χ(ρk, uk, s) = χ(ρk′ , uk′ , s) = 0 and so neither point belongs to
int(suppχ(·, ·, s)).
Details of the additional steps mentioned above can be found in [2, Section 2.8.1], in the
proofs of Claims 2.77–2.80.
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