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The bar representing the carbon budget for the 2 C◦

temperature change target for themodel configuration
with non-CO2 forcings from figure 4(a) was

mislabelled. The bar was mistakenly labelled with the
value for RCP 8.5 instead of RCP 6.0. The correct value
is 810 PgC. The corrected figure follows.
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Figure 4. (a)Carbon budgets for 2.0, 2.5 and 3.0 C◦ temperature change targets for the threemodel configurations. (b)Overshoot net
carbon budgets for restoration of 2.0, 2.5 and 3.0 C◦ targets for the threemodel configurations. Note that the overshoot net carbon
budgets are smaller that the conventional carbon budgets, this implies thatmore CO2must be removed from the atmosphere to return
to a given temperature change thanwas emitted in the overshoot. Values are given for simulations following the RCP 6.0 andMCP6.0
scenario.
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