Figure 5 needs to be updated and its relevant text

2 May 2024 by Fengjing Liu et al.

Note: Figure 5 needs to be updated because the data for the snowmelt receding period at Briceburg (the third panel in the bottom row) quoted data from the baseflow period (so the third and fourth panels in the bottom row looked identical). The trend of d2H versus streamflow in the snowmelt receding period looks very different from the baseflow period at Briceburg, but it is actually consistent with the snow accumulation period (the first panel in the bottom row). This change does not change any of our key points and conclusions, but rather enhances our point that streamflow is more strongly affected by rainfall in lower elevations than in higher elevations. 

Accordingly, we need to slightly update text in two locations as follows:

(1) Page 8/Line 2 (referring to the proof version): Replace “all three Merced River gauges (Fig. 5)” by “Happy Isles and Pohono Bridge gauges (Fig. 5)”. 

(2) Following the above change, add one more sentence at the end of that paragraph (in the same location as (1)), “Similar to the snow accumulation period, however, isotopic composition became more enriched with an increase in streamflow during the snowmelt receding period at Briceburg, as a result of rainfall effect.”

(3) Page 13/Line 83 (again, the proof version): Following “the d2H–flow relationship”, please add a phrase “in the higher elevations”. 

