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THE Ge/X:1 VERSUS Ge/X; RELATIONSHIPS IN THE THERMAL WATERS STUDIED
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Fig. S1. The Ge/Si [uM/M] ratio versus Ge/As [mMM/M] ratio in the thermal waters studied.

160 : - :
4| 4 Cieplice (C-1) o
w Cieplice (C-2) :
140 41 @ Karpniki (KT-1) b e B e B B
® Slaniszéw (ST-1) : : : : : :
| | Cieplice — shallow intakes: | : : : : : :
1204 8 1 *x 2 B 4 1z 0 L e £
. 5 5 T 6 : : : : : :
= T : ! : : | :
S0t e b e
= s
@ : : : : e : ; : ;
@ B0fo i E e 7 . e e B -
: : : 5 P ; : 'y
] . : : : : : e : :
B .. .......... 1Jk,'ﬁ _____ "E'EEDEHEI ,,,,,,,,,
= v V : : : : vA: A :
4 o : &
- : B : = EED : o : ‘
40 L] I L] I L] I 1 I 1 l 1 I L] I ¥ I L] 1

|
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000

Ge/Fe [mM/M]
Fig. S2. The Ge/Si [uM/M] ratio versus Ge/Fe [mMM/M] ratio in the thermal waters studied.
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Fig. S3. The Ge/Si [uM/M] ratio versus Ge/Zn [mMM/M] ratio in the thermal waters studied.
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Fig. S4. The Ge/As [mM/M] ratio versus Ge/Fe [mMM/M] ratio in the thermal waters studied.



220

- A Cieplice (C-1) w Cieplice (C-2)
o0 ® Karpniki (KT-1) @ Staniszow (ST-1) | e
Cieplice — shallow intakes:
7 . o1 % 2 @ 4 8 5 mEB
1804 e e o P
. g ®
i e e PR R Peniiccohn i
= 160 i :
= | §
é 140 - L TR & e e s
v T ¥ | B g ' E - =]
L ool T AL 8 S ¥
o = o o
© . e = L .
100 4 &b e Lo e
4 O v ®
3 : e
80 - . """""" . """ . e '. """"""""""""""" v """"
60 ) ) IIIIIIi ) L] lllllli ) 1 lllllli T ) ]
10 100 1000 10000

Fig. S5. The

Ge/Zn [ImM/M]

Ge/As [mMM/M] ratio versus Ge/Zn [mM/M] ratio in the thermal waters studied.
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Fig. S6. The
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Ge/Zn [mM/M] ratio versus Ge/Fe [mMM/M] ratio in the thermal waters studied.
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