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The original publication of this article contained several typographical errors and incor-
rect headings in table 3. These errors have been amended, the incorrect and correct ver-
sion of table 3 are shown in this correction article. The original article has been updated.
Incorrect table 3 

Degree of urbanisation n % T-test (degree of freedom)

Share of urban regions 53 12 − 9.524 (279)***

Share of intermediate regions 20 11 1.925 (279)*

Share of rural regions 27 77 7.964 (279)***

*p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001

Correct table 3 

Degree of urbanisation Cluster 1 
(n = 157)

Cluster 2 
(n = 123)

T-test (degree of freedom)

Share of urban regions 53 12 − 9.524 (279)***

Share of intermediate regions 20 11 1.925 (279)*

Share of rural regions 27 77 7.964 (279)***

*p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001
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