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In the original paper “Heterogeneous reaction ofQy The fourth sentence in the abstract should be changed
with airborne TiQ particles and its implication for strato- to “The uptake coefficient of pDs onto TiOp, ¥ (N20s),
spheric particle injection” (published in Atmos. Chem. Phys.,was determined to be-1.5x 10~3 at low RH, increasing
14, 6035-6048, 2014), an error was made in calculating theéo ~ 4.5x 10-3 at 60 % RH.” The updated Table 1 with cor-
heterogeneous loss rates of®§ on TiO, aerosol particles rected values is provided in this corrigendum.
and therefore the uptake coefficients gi®$ onto TiO, par- This error does not influence the main discussion and con-
ticles. This error was due to a mistake when we calculatectlusions in the original paper, especially also not the mod-
the reaction times in the flow tube. The correct reaction timeselling part of the paper where we consider two scenarios with
are all a factor of 1.5 smaller than those used in the originaltwo different y(N2Os) (i.e., 1.0x 103 and 5.0x 10°3),
paper, and thus the correct heterogeneous loss rates and ughich cover all values reported in Table 1.
take coefficients of MO5 are a factor of 1.5 larger than those
reported in the original paper.
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Table 1.Loss rate of NOs on TiO» (ka), total surface area of Tigparticles in the flow tubeSa) and uptake coefficients ofdDs onto TiO,
aerosolsy (N2Ox) at different relative humidities. All the errors shown here aresfatistically.

RH (%) ka Sa y(N2Os)  Averagey (N2Os)
(x1072s71)  (x103cmPem™3) (x1079) (x 1073)
453+ 2.43 4.3950.26 1.730.93

541  3.96:0.87 3.79+ 0.06 1745039  1.83+0.32
3.66+ 1.67 3.02:0.10 2.03:0.92
3.59.+ 0.60 2.75:0.16 2.18£0.36
4.2940.54 3.80+0.52 1.8950.24

1242 5984033 2.89+0.33 230£020 201027
2764+ 0.36 2.70:0.14 1.71£0.23
9.39+ 0.30 1.75£017 0.90£ 0.29

28+2 3411042 4.89:0.21 1.16£002  102%020
1,50+ 0.56 2.27£0.16 1.10£0.41

3342  1.91045 2.01+0.12 150£038  1.29+40.26
1.6140.39 2.23+0.09 1.20£0.30
1.94% 0.39 1.59£0.33 2.04£0.41
3.80-+ 0.90 3.00+0.05 2.12+0.47

B3 4374084 2.86+0.05 255L050 228051
3.99+ 0.87 2755 0.02 2434053
7.83+2.10 2.86%0.06 46241.23

60+£3 5764156 2,245 0.09 434117  AATE204
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