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Cambridge University Press apologise for an error in the labelling of the y-axis of Figure 5 in the
above article. The correct version of the figure is below.
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Published Figure:
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Figure 5. Modelled environmental impacts of water-based beverages sold in Australia under different policy-based scenarios based on sales projections to 2027. All results are
presented as percentage environmental savings compared with a 2022 baseline. Scenario descriptions are found in Table 1. PET , polyethylene terephthalate.
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Correct Figure:
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Figure 5. Modelled environmental impacts of water-based beverages sold in Australia under different policy-based scenarios based on sales projections to 2027. All results are
presented as percentage environmental savings compared with a 2022 baseline. Scenario descriptions are found in Table 1. PET , polyethylene terephthalate.
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