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The authors would like to state the following corrections to the
published article, due to misunderstandings of the content
from two references used in the article.
1)On pages 1544–1545 it is said that BIn particular, and based
on the analysis of the salinity and C-14 data, our conceptual
model discarded the connection considered by Acosta and

Custodio (2008) between the aquifer of the Salar del Huasco
basin and the Pica springs, and thus identified evaporation as
the only outflow from the Salar del Huasco basin. Other pre-
vious studies support this decision (e.g., Magaritz et al. 1990;
Salazar et al. 1998; Tröger and Gerstner 2004).^
This should read as follows BBased on the analysis of the
salinity and C-14 data, our conceptual model discarded the
connection between the aquifer of the Salar del Huasco basin
and the Pica springs, and thus identified evaporation as the
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Table 4 Long-term average
recharge to the aquifer estimated
by previous studies

Study P (mm/yr) Min. recharge (L/s) Average recharge (L/s) Max. recharge (L/s)

DIHA-PUC (2009) 145.2 920 (13.8) 1,159 (17.3) 1,401 (20.9)

Acosta (2004) 163.2 1,100 (13.0) 1,150 (13.6) 1,200 (14.2)
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only outflow from the Salar del Huasco basin. Other previous
studies support this decision (e.g., Magaritz et al. 1990;
Salazar et al. 1998; Acosta and Custodio 2008).
2) The original version of Table 4 should be replaced by this
new version.
3)On page 1548 it is said that BThis range was obtained using
the minimum and maximum values of SVR and is more re-
duced than those estimated from Acosta (2004) and DIHA-
PUC (2009; Table 4).^

This should read as follows: BThis range was obtained using
the minimum and maximum values of SVR and is similar to
that estimated by Acosta (2004; Table 4), and more reduced
than that estimated by DIHA-PUC (2009; Table 4)^.

The authors apologize for any inconvenience caused by these
misquotations.


	Erratum:...

