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Despite careful cross-checking and review prior to publication of the above research article, an
incorrect spreadsheet column assignment for step length during data curation resulted in
incorrect scaling factors in some reported energy values. Although all general statements, results
and relative numerical values of this study remained unaffected by this error, some absolute
numerical values and plot axis labels need to be corrected. In addition, some equations have been
changed to physically equivalent but numerically more robust expressions in the course of the
recalculation for the sake of numerical stability. In the following, all those corrections and
improvements are listed as erratum:
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Flight height hgigp (cm)

Page 67:
* Eq. (8) is better computed as Sgiep, = %vrunTstride.
= The correct units are [Wyoe] = [W];0 = [W,] =]m kg™
2
Page 68: The correct coefficient values are §srep = 5.66 £0.43, 5.26 £0.12 and
5.64 £0.01 ms (km h'))L.
Page 69:
= Numerical values in Eq. (13) correctly read
g = 0.0727£0.0048 — (0.0238+0.0029) Siep
= Figure 4 (b) with correct scaling is shown below.
(b) Flight height vs. step length
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Page 71: The correct unit of the ordinate axes in Figure 5 (a) and (b) is J kg™’

Page 72: Figure 6 depicts values in joules per meter and kilogram body mass. The correct

plots

are shown below.
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Energy costs per meter (total and aerobic fraction)
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Aerobic fraction

(b) Aerobic fractions of energy costs per meter
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Page 73: Eq. (17) is better computed using Eq. (9), (8) and (11) as

tot
step

W' = i(%n*vj +4Ay°g,)) =

%ﬂflvlz +4‘A7/2g02

T(O)V _5 v 2

step © run

step © run

Page 75: The correct extrapolated maximal step length is 3.06 £ 0.21 m.

Anaerobic lactic fraction




