[bookmark: _Hlk136169202]Description and comparison of the left upper M2 GPIT-MA-10002-7

This specimen was found in summer 2019 just after submission of the manuscript Böhme et al. 2019, and belongs very probably to the juvenile paratype GPIT/MA/10002 of Danuvius guggenmosi. As it is figured in comparison with GPIT/MA/13005 in Fig. 5 of this publication it is described for the first time here. 

Description. The tooth crown (MD 11.1 mm, BLm 12.7 mm, BLd 10.9 mm) was not fully erupted and consequently shows no wear and no mesial interstidal facet. The outline of the tooth is trapezoid, with a narrow and slightly tapering distal half. Cusps are strongly peripheralized, except the metacone. The protocone is the largest cusp, followed by the paracone and the hypocone. The metacone is lingually displaced and connected to the prae- and postmetacristae by a short transversal ridge. The postmetacrista runs towards a faint metaconule. Anteromesial to the protocone a large protoconule exists. On the mesiolingual tooth corner appears a well-developed, elongated tubercle of Carabelli. The mesial fovea is short and narrow and restricted to the buccal moiety of the mesial tooth border. The fovea is mesially restricted by a strong preparacrista and a weaker mesial branch of the hypoparacrista, which do not connect the protoconule. The short distal branch of the hypoparacrista ends in the trigone basin, together with the distal end of its mesial branch and the hypoprotoconulocrista. The crista transversa is well-developed. The floor of the talon basin (= distal fovea) is not divided by a crest, but filled with enamel crenulations and small tubercles. A weak lingual cingulum is present, which is hardly visible on the dentine surface.

Comparison. The GPIT-MA-10002-07 tooth morphology resembles the slightly worn M2 of the holotype individual (GPIT-MA-10000-1). It also compares well with late Miocene drypithecine genera such as Rudapithecus and Hispanopithecus and the isolated M2 from Hostalets (Alba et al. 2012, 2013) by well-peripheralized cusps. It differs from all Spanish hominids in the following features: the distal fovea is not divided on enamel surface by a hypocone-metacone crista (less developed in Hispanopithecus), the hypoparacrista is divided into two branches and do not connect to the protoconule, the possession of a Carabelli‘s tubercle (although a variable feature) and the separation of the metacone enamel cusp from its mesial and distal cristae. It more closely matches RUD 85, a large M2 from Rudabánya currently attributed to Rudapithecus. Both share a Carabelli’s tubercle, widely peripheralized cusps, an incompletely formed hypocone-metacone crista and a bifurcated hypoparacrista. However, RUD 85 is distinguished from other Rudapithecus and from Danuvius in having a crista obliqua that meets the postprotocone crista distal to the cusp apex, as in Buronius. Anoiapithecus differs in its more expanded protocone (para- and metacone highest cusps), Pierolapithecus differs by a less tapering M2 and more inflated crests, and Dryopithecus differs by a more expanded hypocone. The new Danuvius M2 strongly differs from Griphopithecus, which shows more centralized cusps, a narrow trigone basin, a stronger cingulum, a weak protoconule, an incipient mesial fovea and the division of the distal fovea by a strong hypohypocrista (= prehypocrista in Alba et al. 2013).
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