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A corrigendum on

Ocean color atmospheric correction methods in view of usability for
different optical water types

by Hieronymi M, Bi S, Müller D, Schütt EM, Behr D, BrockmannC, LebretonC, Steinmetz F, Stelzer
K and Vanhellemont Q (2023) Front. Mar. Sci. 10:1129876. doi: 10.3389/fmars.2023.1129876
Error in Figure

In the published article, there was an error in Figure 3 as published. Figure 3 shows a

comparison of the reflectance results of all atmospheric correction methods for selected

points marked in Figure 2. In the published version of Figures 3D, F, points 4 and 6 do not

match the exact positions in Figure 2, instead the points were slightly shifted in waters

where ACOLITE-DSF did not give results (NaN), the DSF spectra are accordingly not

shown. In the corrected version, points 4 and 6 agree with the positions in Figure 2, DSF

provides results here. The explaining text in the publication refers, among other things, to

these two spectra, which are now displayed as well. All other results remain identical. The

corrected Figure 3 and its caption appear below.

The authors apologize for this error and state that this does not change the scientific

conclusions of the article in any way. The original article has been updated.
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FIGURE 3

(A–H) Comparison of spectral remote-sensing reflectance derived from the different AC methods for eight points marked in Figure 2. The right axis
and the corresponding grey dashed lines show the initial TOA reflectance. (E, F) include corresponding normalized in-situ measurements.
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