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After the authors of Ref. [1] pointed out the incorrect chiral behavior of one of the loop corrections to the axial current (js ),
we have reexamined the derivation of all these corrections in our formalism. As a result, an error was found in the loop function
W3 (k) first given in Eq. (D12) of the original paper and its earlier Erratum [2]. The correct expression is
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which is finite in the chiral limit. The error can be traced back to Egs. (5.11) and (D4) of the original paper and its earlier Erratum
[2], which should have read
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respectively. None of the other results and conclusions are affected by this error. This error propagated into a subsequent paper
[3] and an Erratum relative to this second paper Ref. [4].
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