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Since the version of the article initially published, two corrections have 
been made, which do not have a meaningful impact on our results. 
The errors referred to one specific element of our study, the regional 
model of the timing of the Mesolithic to Neolithic transition which 
was discussed in the Supplementary Information and presented in 
Extended Data Fig. 1. While we consider it scientifically prudent to 
issue a correction, we emphasise that the results of this specific part 
of our analysis (in essence, a summary of radiocarbon dates from the 
central Mediterranean) are virtually the same as previously published. 
Our results mirrored, and still mirror, the general consensus on the 
timing of the Neolithic transition in the region.

The first correction involved correcting the uncertainties (errors) 
of radiocarbon dates in the regional radiocarbon date database used 
for the phase models of the Mesolithic and Neolithic in the central 
Mediterranean, where the error from one radiocarbon date had been 
incorrectly repeated for a number of others. The errors have been 
updated where necessary.

The second correction involved the boundaries in the regional 
Mesolithic-to-Neolithic phase models. We had intended to use OxCal’s 
‘sigma’ boundaries throughout, but we had actually only used sigma 
boundaries for the Mesolithic of Northern Italy; the boundaries for the 
remaining phases and regions were of the ‘uniform’ type. Since debates 
could be had regarding which are the most appropriate theoretically, we 
decided we should present both as part of this correction (see Supple-
mentary Fig. 1), rather than simply changing the unintentional ‘uniform’ 
types to ‘sigma’ types. To reduce the likelihood of this error, we edited 
the R script for the analysis to include a section fully automating the 
production of the OxCal scripts (the ‘.oxcal’ files).

Neither correction makes a material difference to our interpreta-
tions (see Supplementary Tables 1 and 2). The corrected uncertainties 
reduced the variance of the modelled boundary posteriors because 
many of the correct date errors were lower than the incorrect value we 
used. Furthermore, using either type of boundary, ‘uniform’ or ‘sigma’ 
types, made little material difference to the posterior distributions 
for the starting boundaries of the Neolithic phases across regions. In 
line with expectations based on what these boundaries actually refer 
to (see Fig. 4 in ref. 1), the ‘sigma’ boundaries for each phase are closer 
together, because the underlying distribution of events is assumed 
to cluster more than with the uniform boundaries, and because the 
boundaries themselves refer to an interval within the absolute earliest 
and latest dates within a given phase. In every region, the estimated 
start date distributions for the Neolithic phases are slightly later in time 
under the assumption of ‘sigma’ boundaries than under the assump-
tion of ‘uniform’ boundaries, which does not impact our evidence for 
a pre-Neolithic occupation at Latnjia.

Following discussion with Prof. Marcello Mannino, who reported 
the uncertainties error to us, we also explored the effects of classify-
ing three samples from around the Mesolithic-Neolithic transition 
at Grotta dell’Uzzo as Neolithic rather than Mesolithic (labelled as 
SicilyAlt in Supplementary Table 1 and Supplementary Fig. 1). These 
three samples (MAMS-40712, MAMS-48212, KIA-36032) are somewhat 
ambiguous in terms of their cultural/population affinities. As shown in 
Supplementary Table 1, the categorisation of these samples as either 
Neolithic or Mesolithic has little impact on the overall timing of the 
Mesolithic/Neolithic transition in the region.

Supplementary Table 2 summarises these results to highlight how 
the different models and interpretations have little overall impact on 
our interpretations of the chronology of the broader regional shift from 
the Mesolithic to the Neolithic. The results across all models demon-
strate a probable onset of the Neolithic in Sicily between ca. 8 and 7.5 ka, 
which is the widest interval containing the 95% highest density regions 
of the posterior densities for Neolithic start boundaries across phase 
models. The end boundary interval for the Mesolithic has a less tightly 
constrained chronology of between ca. 8.7 and 7.2 ka.

These corrections are reflected in the updated GitHub repository.  
A new release was issued and the corrected repository has been archived 
with Zenodo, and can be found using the same DOI as the previously 
published version. The original version could be reviewed by looking 
through the commit history of the repository, but for convenience we 
also created a ‘legacy’ branch, which can be viewed at https://github.
com/wccarleton/mesoneomalta/tree/legacy and we preserved rele
vant legacy files in correspondingly named folders within the main  
branch.

We thank the anonymous peer reviewer who assessed these correc-
tions and Prof. Marcello Mannino for discussions.

Supplementary information is available in the online version of this amendment.

1.	 Bronk Ramsey, C. Bayesian analysis of radiocarbon dates. Radiocarbon 51, 337–360 (2009).

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 
4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution 
and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give appropriate 

credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, 
and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line 
to the material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your 
intended use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, 
visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2025

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-025-10024-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-025-08780-y
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1038/s41586-025-10024-y&domain=pdf
mailto:﻿
mailto:﻿
mailto:﻿
https://github.com/wccarleton/mesoneomalta/tree/legacy
https://github.com/wccarleton/mesoneomalta/tree/legacy
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Author Correction: Hunter-gatherer sea voyages extended to remotest Mediterranean islands




