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Correction: Micropl Nanopl 3, 22 (2023)
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The original publication of this article [1] contained
incorrect widths for the error bars in Figs. 5, 6, 7 and 8
due to human error in the visual processing. The depicted
width was half of the true standard deviation. The incor-
rect and correct figures are shown in this correction arti-
cle. The original article has been updated.

The original article can be found online at https://doi.org/10.1186/543591-
023-00071-5.
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Incorrect figure 5

MP recovery versus size
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Incorrect figure 6

MP recovery versus AR MP recovery versus circularity
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Incorrect figure 7

A SMP: RR versus A% (cumulated size range) B FMP: RR versus A% (cumulated size range)
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Correct figure 5

MP recovery versus size
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Correct figure 6

MP recovery versus AR
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Correct figure 7
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