
There is a gap in the proof of Example 4 of Section D.1.1. At the end line -13 on page 677,
add the following:

The existence of the set V is a consequence of Shafarevich [134, Chapter II, §2.2, Theorem 6].

Remark: The proof of this result from Shafarevich depends in turn on [134, Chapter II, §2.2,
Theorem 4], which contains a small typographic error: In the displayed equation (4) on page
103 of [134], the right-hand side should be
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where the functions µ1, . . . , µk are in mx (this is in fact the verbal description that Shafarevich
gives in lines 2-3 on page 103).
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