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A Corrigendum on Führer S, Hayes D, Hasler T, Graf D, Fauchery E, Mameri
D, Schmutz S and Auer S (2022),
Stranding of larval nase (Chondrostoma nasus L.) depending on bank slope,
down-ramping rate and daytime. Front. Environ. Sci. 10:966418. doi: 10.
3389/fenvs.2022.966418

In the published article, there was an error in Table 1 as published. In the column
“Experimental period” the date/year is incorrectly indicated as 2022 instead of 2021. The
corrected Table and its caption, Overview of the experimental scenarios with the number of
independent replicates (n) used for statistical analysis dependent on tested parameters:
daytime, bank slope, down-ramping rate, larval stage, appear below.

A correction has been made to 4 Discussion, Paragraph 5. This sentence previously
stated:

“Both studies linked the higher nighttime stranding to increased fish activity during
night. However, for 1+ Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar) and 0+ brown trout in autumn (>9°C)
almost no difference in stranding between day and night could be detected (Saltveit et al.,
2001).”

The corrected sentence appears below:
“Both studies linked the lower nighttime stranding to increased fish activity during night.

However, for 1+ Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar) and 0+ brown trout in autumn (>9°C) almost
no difference in stranding between day and night could be detected (Saltveit et al., 2001).”

The authors apologize for these errors 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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TABLE 1 Overview of the experimental scenarios with the number of independent replicates (n) used for statistical analysis dependent on tested parameters:
daytime, bank slope, down-ramping rate, and larval stage.

Experimentalscenario Day-
time

Bank
slope
(%)

Down-
ramping
rate
(cm.min-1)

Larval
stage
(sensu
Peňáz,
1974)

Rep. (n) Experimental
period

Mean water
temperature ±SD
(°C)

Mean fish
length
TL ±SD
(mm)

D | 2 | 0.7 | 1 D 2 0.7 III-IV 8 22.5.–30.5.2021 9.6 ± 0.7 13.9 ± 0.4

D | 2 | 1.1 | 1 D 2 1.1 III-IV 6 23.5.–29.5.2021 9.8 ± 0.8 13.9 ± 0.4

D | 2 | 1.5 | 1 D 2 1.5 III-IV 8 20.5.–30.5.2021 9.8 ± 0.6 13.9 ± 0.5

D | 5 | 1.1 | 1 D 5 1.1 III-IV 8 22.5.–30.5.2021 9.6 ± 0.7 13.9 ± 0.4

D | 5 | 1.5 | 1 D 5 1.5 III-IV 6 23.5.–29.5.2021 9.8 ± 0.8 13.9 ± 0.4

D | 5 | 2.0 | 1 D 5 2.0 III-IV 7 20.5.–30.5.2021 9.6 ± 0.6 13.8 ± 0.5

N | 2 | 0.7 | 1 N 2 0.7 III-IV 4 20.5.–29.5.2021 9 ± 0.7 13.6 ± 0.7

N | 2 | 1.1 | 1 N 2 1.1 III-IV 4 23.5.–27.5.2021 9.1 ± 0.6 13.7 ± 0.3

N | 2 | 1.5 | 1 N 2 1.5 III-IV 5 19.5.–28.5.2021 9.6 ± 0.7 13.5 ± 0.5

N | 5 | 1.1 | 1 N 5 1.1 III-IV 4 20.5.–29.5.2021 9 ± 0.6 13.6 ± 0.7

N | 5 | 1.5 | 1 N 5 1.5 III-IV 4 23.5.–27.5.2021 9.1 ± 0.6 13.7 ± 0.3

N | 5 | 2.0 | 1 N 5 2 III-IV 5 19.5.–28.5.2021 9.6 ± 0.7 13.5 ± 0.5

D | 2 | 1.1 | 2 D 2 1.1 V 2 4.6.–4.6.2021 10.6 ± 0 15 ± 0

D | 2 | 1.5 | 2 D 2 1.5 V 5 3.6.–8.6.2021 9.8 ± 1 15.1 ± 0.3

D | 2 | 2.0 | 2 D 2 2.0 V 8 7.6.–16.6.2021 10.6 ± 1.2 15.8 ± 0.5

D | 5 | 1.5 | 2 D 5 1.5 V 2 4.6.–4.6.2021 10.6 ± 0 15 ± 0

D | 5 | 2.0 | 2 D 5 2.0 V 5 3.6.–8.6.2021 9.8 ± 1 15.1 ± 0.3

D | 5 | 3.0 | 2 D 5 3.0 V 11 6.6.–16.6.2021 10.4 ± 1 15.6 ± 0.5

N | 2 | 1.5 | 2 N 2 1.5 V 4 4.6.–8.6.2021 10.1 ± 0.5 15.2 ± 0.3

N | 2 | 2.0 | 2 N 2 2.0 V 7 7.6.–15.6.2021 10.5 ± 0.7 16 ± 0.5

N | 5 | 2.0 | 2 N 5 2.0 V 4 4.6.–8.6.2021 10.1 ± 0.5 15.2 ± 0.3

N | 5 | 3.0 | 2 N 5 3.0 V 9 6.6.–15.6.2021 10.5 ± 0.6 15.8 ± 0.5

126 19.5.–16.6.2021 9.9 ± 0.8 14.6 ± 1

Daytime: D, day; N, night; In the “experimental scenario” the larval stage is coded as follows: 1, III-IV; 2, V. This coding is also used in Figure 5.
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