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The following changes correct mistakes introduced by the
authors during the writing of the article:

1. The last sentence in the Abstract should be replaced
with “Additionally, the middle and lower reaches of the
HRB showed the highest drought propagation thresh-
old in moderate, severe, and extreme drought scenar-
ios.” Similarly, the sentence in the last numbered item of
Sect. 5 that starts “The midstream of the HRB” should
be replaced with “The middle and lower reaches of the
HRB showed the highest drought propagation threshold
in moderate, severe, and extreme drought scenarios”.

2. In the last sentence of the first paragraph of Sect. 4.4,
“HRB reservoir” should be replaced with “DHF reser-
voir”. Similarly, in the second sentence of the second
paragraph of Sect. 4.4, “HRB reservoir” should be re-
placed with “DHF reservoir”.

3. The second paragraph of Sect. 5, starting “The hy-
drological drought showed a gradually strengthening
trend”, should be the first numbered conclusion of the
subsequent list. The sequence of the other conclusions
should be shifted accordingly (point 1 is point 2, point 2
is point 3, etc.).

4. In point 3 of Sect. 5 (now point 4; see above), the nu-
merical values of the average Tp in BKQ, DHF, SY, and
XJWP are incorrect. The values “4.1, 4.3, 14.9, and 1.9”
should be “4.5, 4.5, 17.2, and 15.8”, which is consistent
with the previous text.
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