
CORRECTION 

The following figures were incomplete and were not corrected by the authors, for D. Zheng, E.R. Hunt Jr. 
and S.W. Running 1996, Comparison of available soil water capacity estimated from topography and soil 
series information. Landscape Ecology 11 (1): 3-14. 

35 35' 

a) Seeley-Swan Valley, 100 m pixel resolution a) Seeley-Swan, 100 m pixel resolution 

30. 

~ 2 s ,  

"5 
*Q 20" .=. 
r 
"o 

15- 

== 
o- 
o) 10, 

t.t. 

I I  

2 4 
5 7 9 11 13 15 17 19 21 

6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 

In(a/ tan l3)  

~ b) See ey-Swan va ley, 1 km pixel resolution 

30  

o~ 25. 

~ 2 0 -  

"(3 
15" 

10" 
U. 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 

In(a/rantS) 
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c) Montana, 1 km pixel resolution 
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Fig. 1. Frequency distributions of In ((x/tan~) for the three 
study cases: a) the Seeley-Swan valley with a pixel resolution 
of 100 m; b) the Seeley-Swan valley with a pixel resolution of 
1 km; and c) the state of Montana with a pixel resolution of 
lkm.  

Fig. 2. Frequency distributions of ASWC-SCS for the three 
study cases: a) the Seeley-Swan valley with a pixel resolution 
of 100 m; b) the Seeley-Swan valley with a pixel resolution of 
1 km; and c) the state of Montana with a pixel resolution of 
l km.  
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c) Montana, 1 km pixel resolution 

1 . . , l l l l l l  
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 

ASWC-TOP (em) 

Fig. 6. Frequency distributions and cumulative frequencies ver- 
sus the absolute value of the residuals between ASWC-SCS 
and ASWC-TOP for the three study cases: a) the Seeley-Swan 
valley with a pixel resolution of 100 m; b) the Seeley-Swan 
valley with a pixel resolution of 1 km; and c) the state of Mon- 
tana with a pixel resolution of 1 km. 

Fig. 7. Frequency distributions of ASWC-TOP for the three 
study cases: a) the Seeley-Swan valley with a pixel resolution 
of 100 m; b) the Seeley-Swan valley with a pixel resolution of 
1 km; and c) the state of Montana with a pixel resolution of 
l km.  


