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Erratum

In the article by Alidjanov JF, Abdufattaev UA, Makhsudov SA, Pilatz A, Akilov FA, Naber KG and Wagenlehner 
FM, entitled ‘New self-reporting questionnaire to assess urinary tract infections and differential diagnosis: Acute 
Cystitis Symptom Score’ [Urol Int 2014;92:230–236, DOI: 10.1159/000356177], the following errors need to be 
corrected:

1. In the section Study Population: Characteristics of Patients and Controls, in lines 13/14, it should read ‘ques-
tionnaire part B for further monitoring’.

2. Table 3 has a few calculation errors and needs to be replaced as follows:

3. In the Conclusions section, in the 5th line, the number has to be corrected to ‘286’.

Table 3.  Differences in scores between first and subsequent visits (n = 63)

Scores gained in different
scales of the ACSS

First visit
(mean score)

Follow-up visit 
(mean score)

Mean difference Wilcoxon signed-
rank testa

‘Typical’ subcale 11.21 2.08 –9.13 –975.5
‘Differential’ subcale 2.17 0.82b –1.35b –540.5
‘QoL’ subcale 5.79 1.27 –4.52 –798.0

 a All differences are statistically significant at p < 0.0001. b Based on the sum of scores of 61 cases with non-
missing values.
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