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An Erratum on
Advantages and limitations of clinical scores for donation after circulatory death liver transplantation

By Meier RPH, Kelly Y, Yamaguchi S, Braun HJ, Lunow-Luke T, Adelmann D, Niemann C, Maluf DG, Dietch ZC, Stock PG, Kang S-M, Feng S, Posselt AM, Gardner JM, Syed SM, Hirose R, Freise CE, Ascher NL, Roberts JP and Roll GR (2022). Front. Surg. 8:808733. doi: 10.3389/fsurg.2021.808733



Due to a production error, there was a mistake in Table 2 as published. In the row titled “Donor hepatectomy time”, the 40–60 min 95% CI reads as follows: “1.7–3.4”. It should read as follows: “0.7–3.4”. The corrected Table 2 appears below.
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The publisher apologizes for this mistake. The original version of this article has been updated.
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OPS/xhtml/Nav.xhtml




Contents





		Cover



		Erratum: Advantages and limitations of clinical scores for donation after circulatory death liver transplantation

		Publisher's note



















OPS/images/cover.jpg
& frontiers | Frontiers in Surgery







OPS/images/fsurg-11-1411863-t001.jpg
Variables

Univariate analysi

HR | 95%Cl | Pvalue Pvalue
55 || osu | oms
‘Do vam chem e, minites EE R
s |11 | esa3 | oms | us | e7as | ozs
>0 |20 | oses | oms | 33| o | oms
Cald chemis time, hous Rt | oa2s N
% | oses
Recipent age. yeus 0 Rt | ow1y 7y
s | os osis
ab MED T Ty
55 |03 | osis | osse
Retrmephatation [ NA
UCLADCD and KCHOCD parameters
‘Donor HBY. No | Rel | od2asa | assa N
Ye | 0o
‘Donor heputamy me, minwtes w0 Rl | o | os | Rk [
w0 |15 | uos | oms | 14| os30 | o
s | 32 37 | oswre
Recpent 8341 S0 e | o525 | amr N
S0 |2
Recipient undering discase Oter | Rt | 0523 | o 7y
Hovma | 10 | 0320 | o7
HCVoma. | 08
Other paramerers
Tes No | ReL| L2 | omi | R s
Yeo |32 32 | nes

FTr—y









OPS/images/crossmark.jpg
(®) Check for updates.





OPS/images/logo.jpg
& frontiers | Frontiers in Surgery





