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Erratum 
 

Mega-geomorphology and  
sedimentation history of parts of the 
Ganga–Yamuna plains 
 
R. Sinha, Madhur Khanna, V. Jain and 
S. K. Tandon 
 
[Current Science, 2002, 82, 562–566] 
 
The course of the Ganga river in this region has been 
described as a zone of subsidence that demarcates the 
boundary between the tectonically uplifted block situated 
on the southern bank of the river with north-facing  
escarpment and the northern block with extensive flood-
plain. A reconnaissance hydrogeomorphic map of this 

region using Landsat images identified three distinct  
divisions as upland tract, ravinous tract and floodplain1. 
 
Should read as: 
 
The course of the Ganga river in this region has been 
described as ‘a zone of subsidence that demarcates the 
boundary between the tectonically uplifted block situated 
on the southern bank of the river with north-facing escar-
pment and the northern block with extensive flood-
plain’1a,b. A reconnaissance hydrogeomorphic map of this 
region using Landsat images identified three distinct  
divisions as upland tract, ravinous tract and floodplain1b,c. 
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