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The authors regret that the printed version of the above article contained some errors
in the value of the lower bound of thermal conductivity considered and discussed in
section 3.5. The correct and final version follows. The authors would like to apologise
for any inconvenience caused.

The penultimate paragraph of section 3.5 should read: “This range, which is already
unrealistically broad, was widened further to 0.02-10 W m™ K™, and those extreme
values were tested. The results are shown in Fig. 14. It can be seen that the impact of
the thermal conductivity is quite low since a change of less than 10% was obtained.
This finding definitely suggests that the effect observed by Zhou et al. [4] was not
attributable to some differences of thermal conductivity but to another physical
properties of their HCSs, since the authors could only multiply the conductivity by a
factor 1.23 (against 500 in the simulation) by changing the composition of their
materials.”

The new Fig. 14 is thus the following (only the legends written inside the plots are
modified, not the plots themselves).
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Fig. 14. Calculated change of evaporation rate as a function of the position of the
HCS, for two extreme values of its thermal conductivity, A (“lam” on the plots). (b) is
a zoom of (a) in the range of positions where the water evaporation changes the most.
(A colour version of this figure can be viewed online.)
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