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A) Classic method
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B) Improved chromatographic method

Fig. 3. Br-GDGT based mean annual air temperature, soil pH and BIT index determined by (A) the classic method and (B) the method with improved chromatograp
circles are sampling locations at tributaries; closed circles are sampling locations at the Danube mainstream. Symbol colors correspond to those in Fig. 2. The vertical
shows the location of the Iron Gate reservoir. Actual mean annual air temperatures of sub-basins and tributary catchments are from Tockner et al. (2009); Danube wa
from the Joint Danube Survey 3, Summer 2013 (JDS3, 2013); for average soil pH see Fig. 2B. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the
referred to the web version of this article.)
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In the above article, an incorrect figure (Fig. 3) was published. This issue is rectified here with the correct Fig. 3. We would like to apol-
ogize for the inconvenience.
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