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Figure S1. Comparison of glass-bead WD-XRF calibration data (Konijnendijk et al., 2014; 2015) versus predicted (multivariate log-ratio calibrated XRF-core-scanning) concentrations using 1060 calibration samples. Generated using the AvaaXelerate software (Bloemsma, 2015).
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Figure S2. Comparison of glass-bead WD-XRF calibration data (Konijnendijk et al., 2014; 2015) versus predicted (multivariate log-ratio calibrated XRF-core-scanning) concentrations using 10% of the calibration samples. Generated using the AvaaXelerate software (Bloemsma, 2015).
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Figure S3. Comparison of glass-bead WD-XRF calibration data (Konijnendijk et al., 2014; 2015) versus predicted (multivariate log-ratio calibrated XRF-core-scanning) concentrations using 5% of the calibration samples. Generated using the AvaaXelerate software (Bloemsma, 2015).
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Figure S4. Comparison of glass-bead WD-XRF calibration data (Konijnendijk et al., 2014; 2015) versus predicted (multivariate log-ratio calibrated XRF-core-scanning) concentrations using 2% of the calibration samples. Generated using the AvaaXelerate software (Bloemsma, 2015).
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Figure S5. Comparison of glass-bead WD-XRF calibration data (Konijnendijk et al., 2014; 2015) versus predicted (multivariate log-ratio calibrated XRF-core-scanning) concentrations using the 53 samples selected by AvaaXelerate. Generated using the AvaaXelerate software (Bloemsma, 2015).
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Figure S6. Comparison of glass-bead WD-XRF calibration data (Konijnendijk et al., 2014; 2015) versus predicted (multivariate log-ratio calibrated XRF-core-scanning) concentrations using the 22 samples selected by AvaaXelerate. Generated using the AvaaXelerate software (Bloemsma, 2015).
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