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Fig. 1.
Role of error bars in the interpretation of susceptibility vs. field curves. Data measured by the KLY‑4S Kappabridge. a) Example of specimen with mostly short error bars. The susceptibility changes with field can be interpreted as real susceptibility variation with field, b) Example of specimen with mostly short error bars at high fields and large bars at low fields. The susceptibility changes at low fields should be interpreted rather as measuring errors than as real susceptibility variation with field.
Figures and Tables (max. 3 objects in total) should be centered, placed in-text at their respective positions. Captions should be written following the examples given here (Fig. 1 and Table 1). Only B&W figures will be printed. All the objects must be referred to in the text. Text of the Abstract should not flow around the Figures or tables. In case of smaller, or more simple figures, two figures can be placed next to each other. If possible, use Frames to position the figures and tables on the page.

References in the text should include the names of the authors (without initials), followed by the publication year in parentheses. The whole reference should be in italics. If there are more than two authors, only the first author’s name should be given in the reference, followed by “et al.” (for example: “ ... as shown by Brown (1991) ...”, “... discussed in Smith et al. (1995) and Scott and Jackson (1996) ...”, “... as proved earlier (Black, 1994; Miller and Mayer, 1992, 1993)”.) As regards the list of references, please, follow the rules of Studia Geophysica et Geodaetica (available at http://springerlink.metapress.com/link.asp?id=109194). Examples of references are also given below.

Table 1.
Total susceptibilitites of the test specimens measured by the KLY‑4S Kappabridge. The data for individual field intensities represent the mean values calculated from 10 measurements of the complete susceptibility vs. field curves. As the specimens have volumes equaling the nominal volume, the total susceptibilities equal the bulk ones.
	H
[A/m]
	M1
[E6]
	M2
[E6]
	M3
[E6]
	M4
[E6]
	M5
[E3]
	M6
[E3]
	M7
[E3]
	M8
[E3]

	2
	8.68
	44.68
	85.25
	509.6
	1.090
	5.267
	9.851
	50.65

	4
	10.05
	53.01
	95.90
	508.2
	1.097
	5.233
	9.785
	50.29

	6
	8.59
	46.80
	95.90
	504.1
	1.085
	5.212
	9.756
	50.14

	8
	10.82
	50.09
	94.75
	504.3
	1.085
	5.204
	9.742
	50.07

	10
	9.82
	50.27
	95.62
	502.1
	1.079
	5.167
	9.700
	49.70
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