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We are indebted to Professor Dean Issacson for pointing out that the set E = X
in our proof of the second inequality should be replaced by

E = {y ¢(Z1,Y) - d)(ZZ:y) _Z. 0}
and that the proof should be changed as follows:

Fix z, and z, and let f(x) = l(z4,x) — I(z5,x). Then by (1) used for this E
one has:

fx ($(z1,9) = (22, ) *du(y) =
Ldy(y) j (1(z1,%) = ez, Dk, GO S ) J Uz — Kz D) duo) +

o(z,,z,)inf J k(x, y)du(y) < 8(K)S6(L) + &inf f k(x, y)du(y).
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It remains to take the supremum of [y(¢(zy,y) — ¢(z2, ¥))*du(y) over zy,z,.



