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Due to authors’ incorrect handling of computer script, the
lines and performance metrics for the ALL simulation shown
in Fig. 9 were inadvertently swapped with those for the ORIG
simulation. Similarly, due to another issue with computer
script, the lines for the observation shown in Fig. 10 were a
result of using the GRACE Mascon product from the Center
for Space Research (CSR) rather than the spherical harmonic
solutions of equivalent water height thickness processed by
the CSR with the application of scaling factor (see p. 804).
The performance metrics shown in Fig. 10 were also calcu-
lated using the incorrect results. The corrected Figs. 9 and 10
are included in this corrigendum. These corrections make the
performance metrics consistent among Table 4 and Figs. 9
and 10. Text and conclusions are unaffected by these correc-
tions because these are based on Table 4, which shows all
correct numbers. The authors thank Zun Yin at Laboratoire
des Sciences du Climat et de I’Environnement for reporting
these errors.
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Figure 9. Monthly river discharge of (a) the Mississippi River at Vicksburg, (b) the Parana River at Corrientes, (c¢) the Chang Jiang River at
Datong, (d) the Ganges River at Hardinge Bridge, (e) the Huang He River at Huayuankou, and (f) the Colorado River at Lees Ferry.
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Figure 10. Terrestrial water storage (TWS) variations in the (a) Mississippi, (b) Parana, (¢) Chang Jiang, (d) Ganges, (e) Huang He, and
(f) Colorado river basins. The top panel of each figure shows the terrestrial water storage anomaly (TWSA) (mm). The bottom panel of each
figure shows the simulated TWS component (mm): solid black (soil moisture), broken black (snow water), solid red (renewable groundwater),
broken red (storage change in nonrenewable groundwater reservoir, i.e., cumulative volume of nonrenewable groundwater abstraction, right
axis), solid green (storage in global reservoirs), broken green (storage in local reservoirs), and solid blue (river water). Note the sign of the

cumulative volume of nonrenewable groundwater abstraction, where a positive sign denotes a decrease in water volume.
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