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Corrigendum

Please be informed that the authors Sava Micic, Cane Tulic and Tatjana Pekmezovic wish
to be excluded from the list of authors of the following paper published in this journal:

Dragicevic S, et al: Evaluation of health-related quality of life in patients with prostate
cancer after treatment with radical retropubic prostatectomy and permanent prostate
brachytherapy. Urol Int 2010;85:173-179.
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