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In our paper, as well as the complementary arXiv submission,1 the finite-temperature calculation of the Coulomb drag
resistivity r in Sect. III is performed with the spectral function Bk�, Eq. �32�, which is valid for T=0 only.

This is done under the implicit assumption that the leading contribution to r is insensitive to such simplification. However
Aristov2 points out that an error introduced by the use of the zero-temperature spectral function is of the same order as r itself.
To get an accurate result it is necessary to find Bk� at T�0 and use such spectral function to evaluate r. The correct
calculations are performed in Ref. 3.

Fortunately the most important conclusions of the paper remain valid despite this mistake. Namely, the r�T2 result is
unchanged, so is �r�T4 �see Eq. �52� of our paper and Ref. 1�, where �r is the correction to the Coulomb drag due to the
quasiparticle interaction. It is confirmed also that the in-chain repulsive interaction depletes the drag.

Yet the details of the derivations and some less important results are to be amended. Most notably, it is found that the
correct value of coefficient c1 in Eq. �41� is �2 /4, in accordance with Ref. 4.

The evaluation of �r is to be modified as well. Instead of the spectral function correction of Eq. �51�, which is valid for
zero-temperature only, it is necessary to use the finite-temperature quantity:

�Bk� �
g̃�K
�ṽF�
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Since Eq. �51� is derived for T=0, it does not contain the term proportional to T2. This term is not very important for our
purposes: it adds an extra T4 contribution to �r, leaving �r�T4 relation, Eq. �52�, unchanged.

The reader, who is interested in the details of the derivations, should consult Ref. 3, where thorough calculations are
presented.

The author is grateful to D. N. Aristov, who pointed out the mistake.
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