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Corrigendum to

“Net radiative forcing and air quality responses to regional CO
emission reductions” published in Atmos. Chem. Phys., 13,
5381–5399, 2013

M. M. Fry 1, M. D. Schwarzkopf2, Z. Adelman1, V. Naik3, W. J. Collins4, and J. J. West1
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In the above-mentioned manuscript, two errors occured in
the captions of Figs. 6 and 7. Please find the corrected cap-
tions together with the figures on the next page.
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Figure 6.  Global distribution of annual average changes in tropospheric total column O3 at 3 

steady state (1e-2 DU) for each of the regional reduction simulations relative to the base.  The 4 

global annual average steady-state tropospheric O3 changes (1e-2 DU) for each simulation are 5 

noted in the lower right of each panel. 6 
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Fig. 6.Global distribution of annual average changes in tropospheric total column O3 at steady state (1× 10−2 DU) for each of the regional
reduction simulations relative to the base. The global annual average steady-state tropospheric O3 changes (Tg O3) for each simulation are
noted in the lower right of each panel.
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Figure 7.  Global distribution of annual average changes in tropospheric total column SO4
2- (g 3 

m-2) for each of the regional reduction simulations relative to the base.  The global annual 4 

average tropospheric SO4
2- changes (g m-2) for each simulation are noted in the lower right of 5 

each panel. 6 
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Fig. 7. Global distribution of annual average changes in tropospheric total column SO2−

4 (µg m−2) for each of the regional reduction simu-

lations relative to the base. The global annual average tropospheric SO2−

4 changes (Gg) for each simulation are noted in the lower right of
each panel.
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