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In the above-mentioned paper, Fig. 12 and Fig. 13 were
incorrect in the original article. Figure 12 should be Fig. 13,
and Fig. 12 is the wrong version. See below the correct
Fig. 13 and a new version of Fig. 12.

In addition, NMMB was incorrectly defined as "National
Materials and Manufacturing Board" in the last paragraph
of the introduction. The correct definition is "Nonhydrostatic
Multi-scale Meteorological Model on the B grid".
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Figure 12. An example of the derivation of threat scores for the
CapeV site.(a) One-year time series of first-day forecasted ICAP-
MME mean AOT with corresponding AERONET coarse mode
AOT. Insets are MODIS RGB images for an actual and artifact dust
event.(b) enlargement of(a) for the month of May 2012;(c) scat-
terplot of forecasted AOT against AERONET;(d) probability dis-
tribution of AERONET and forecasted AOT.
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Figure 13. ICAP MME-AERONET comparisons for the Kanpur
India site. Included are the(a) fine mode and(b) dust components.
Marked are the 1, 1.5 and 2 geometric standard deviation lines.
Also shown are scatterplots against 12 and 84 h forecasts for(c) fine
mode and(d) dust, respectively.
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