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Erratum to: Assessing the reporting of @
categorised quantitative variables in
observational epidemiological studies

Onkabetse V. Mabikwa'", Darren C. Greenwood', Paul D. Baxter' and Sarah J. Fleming?

Erratum

Upon publication of the original article [1], it was noticed
that on page 3 in Fig. 1, the textbox appearing with the
word “methodological” should read “Identification”. This
has now been acknowledged and corrected in this
erratum. This has now been incorporated in the new Fig. 1
shown below.
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1005 - Articles identified
Lancet (540)
New England Journal of Medicine (272)
International Journal of Epidemiology (102)
Epidemiology (28)

Journal of Clinical Epidemiology (63)

[ oo |
A

45 - Systematic reviews, meta-analyses or

pooled analyses

648 - Non-related articles
(E.g. comments, reviews, editorials, letters,
correspondences, non-full text abstracts,

briefs, seminars, reports etc.)

60 - Non-related original articles
(Includes; simulations, methodological and

ecological studies)

30 - Cohort or profile updates

121 - Clinical trials and other

experimental studies

v

61 - Full text articles assessed for

eligibility

A 4

40 - Genetic studies

23 - Observational studies

38 - Non eligible studies

]

22 —Non related original articles
4 - Clinical trials and other experimental
studies
1 — Genetic studies
1 — Systematic reviews, meta-analyses or
pooled analyses
10 — The main exposure or risk factor studied

not quantitative or continuous

Fig. 1 A detailed flow chart summarising the selection and identification process of eligible articles
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