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In this note we give a correct stability result and proof (where we just replace
0 = % by # = 1 in the Lemma 6.3 and in the proof of the second assertion of
Theorem 1.2) of the second assertion of Theorem 1.2 and we add some stability
results (better than the result given in the second assertion of Theorem 1.2):

On the one hand, if we take § = 1/2, then we only have |Bn|1/4 [v1,,(1)] — O,
and not \ﬂn|1/2 |v1,,(1)] = 0, which is used in the proof (equation before [1, (46)]).
On the other hand, if we take § = 1, then we have |5n|1/2 |v1,,(1)] = 0, and we can
thus continue the proof.

So we should make same changes in the proof of the second assertion of [,
Theorem 1.2]:

1. In the Theorem 1.2, assertion (ii), we change the estimate (6) to the following
estimate:

In*(t)
12

2. In the Lemma 6.3 we change 6 = % to 8 =1.

3. In the proof of the second assertion of Theorem 1.2 we change (41) to

1
limsup — ||
Blo0 B

Ey(t) < C

12, 98,93, 98) |4, ¥t > 0.

(Zﬂ - AQ)_lH < 00,

change (42) to
|Bn (iBnl — A2)Zynllzy — 0 as n — oo,
change (43), (44) and (45) respectively to
B (iBny1.n — V1,ns BnY2.n — V2,n) = (frshn) = 0 in V,
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d2y1 n 2
Bn (iﬁnvl,n — dmé ) =g, — 0 in L°(0,1),

d4y2n
Bn (iﬂnvz,n+ o1 )Ekn—>0 in L*(1,1+4£).
X

Finally we change the first identity in the “First step” of the proof of the
second assertion of Theorem 1.2 by

dvan |
|6l <|v1,n(1)l2+ 22(1)‘ )

The proof now continues as in the original paper [1].
Addendum to the second assertion of Theorem 1.2.
By Lemma 6.3 and by applying [2, Theorem 2.4] with & = 1 we obtain a better
stability result than (6) in Theorem 1.2; precisely we obtain the following stability
result:

C
(1) < 5 [|99,98,91,98) | 4, V2 > 0.
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