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SELECTED RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN THE PHYSICOCHEMICAL PARAMETERS OF
THE THERMAL WATERS STUDIED
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Fig. S1. Germanium concentration versus pH in the thermal waters studied.
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Fig. S2. Germanium concentration versus pe in the thermal waters studied.
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Fig. S3. Germanium concentration versus boron concentration in the thermal waters studied.
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Fig. S4. Germanium concentration versus tungsten concentration in the thermal waters studied.
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Fig. S5. Germanium concentration versus molybdenum concentration in the thermal waters studied.
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Fig. S6. Molybdenum concentration versus tungsten concentration in the thermal waters studied.
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Fig. S7. Germanium concentration versus zinc concentration in the thermal waters studied.
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Fig. S8. Germanium concentration versus vanadium concentration in the thermal waters studied.
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Fig. S9. Germanium concentration versus fluoride concentration in the thermal waters studied.
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Fig. S10. Germanium concentration versus chloride concentration in the thermal waters studied.
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Fig. S11. Germanium concentration versus bromide concentration in the thermal waters studied.

14 : - ‘ - - - - . '

T [ ) g . : ] : . . v
13- o9 - fereeneas Fromernennd fevnennnes Ll boein frerenenes IERIRERES Froveeens
12 Mg
A plien e Do b b

. (] 8 & : @ s : : :
e o o el = L

o) i % w0 e e b P Bl L
= .. @
R
s oed pr o 5 s o S Foriaen i
b osl b L B Gl G .| A Cieplice (C-1)

] : i : : i i| w Cieplice (C-2)
11 preineees Do P | ® Karpniki (KT-1)
3w i E L e .| ® Staniszow (ST-1)

e el : R - S ' | Cieplice — shallow intakes:
2 e B L o o1 2 8 4
14 i Pl e ot 8.8 06
0 L] l L l L] i 1 i 1 i 1 II L] i L l L] i 1

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 20 100 110 120

Cl [mg/L]
Fig. S12. Fluoride concentration versus chloride concentration in the thermal waters studied.
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Fig. S13. Chloride concentration versus bromide concentration in the thermal waters studied.
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Fig. S14. Bromide concentration versus ionic strength in the thermal waters studied.
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Fig. S15. The Ge/Si [uM/M] ratio versus pH in the thermal waters studied.
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S16. The Ge/Si [uM/M] ratio versus pe in the thermal waters studied.



