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The article1 stated that raft velocity was set equal to fluid velocity at the center of the raft for all
calculations. Instead, it was recently found that the velocity of the raft in our calculations was equal
to 1/32 times the velocity of the fluid at the center of the raft.

The below changes correct the text:
Introduction paragraph 5, line 15 (6 lines up from the bottom) insert “divided by 32” after the

word “center.”
In the paragraph following the paragraph containing Eq. (2c), insert in the first line after “speed

of flow” the three words “divided by 32.” In the third line insert after “u(c,0)” the three characters
“/32.”

Two lines above Eq. (3) there is an equation. Insert after “a” in this equation the three characters
“/32.” In the second line of Eq. (3), insert after “+a” the three characters “/32.”

In the DISCUSSION section, 7 lines above the CONCLUSION section, insert after the paren-
thesis: “and coupling between raft and fluid allows slip.”

At 4 lines above the CONCLUSION section, insert the sentence: “Therefore, runs with the raft
velocity set equal to fluid velocity at the center of the raft need to be done.”

This ends the corrections. New calculations have been made with the raft velocity set equal
to the velocity of the fluid at the raft center. Quantitative differences with Figures 1, 2, 4, and 5
are small but differences are large for Figures 6 and 7. Notably, raft motion exists in the full range
of Rayleigh numbers. (New counterparts for Figures 5–7 are available from corresponding author
J.A.W.) Comparisons for the remaining figures have not yet been calculated.

1 J. A. Whitehead, E. Shea, and M. D. Behn, Phys. Fluids 23, 104103 (2011).

a)Author to whom correspondence should be addressed. Electronic mail: jwhitehead@whoi.edu. Tel.: 508-289-2793.
Fax: 508-289-4181.

1070-6631/2014/26(3)/039901/1/$30.00 C©2014 AIP Publishing LLC26, 039901-1

 This article is copyrighted as indicated in the article. Reuse of AIP content is subject to the terms at: http://scitation.aip.org/termsconditions. Downloaded to  IP:

24.218.226.32 On: Wed, 26 Mar 2014 18:49:43

http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4869599
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4869599
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4869599
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3651341
mailto: jwhitehead@whoi.edu
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1063/1.4869599&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2014-03-26



