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The authors regret:
A calculation error was corrected in Table 3. As mentioned under the table, the percentage of
patients under ‘Baseline’ was calculated from the total no. of patients with geriatric
recommendations data (n = 932 pts). This was mistakenly calculated from the number of patients
with available GA data (n = 979). Percentages have been recalculated. The corrected table is
reproduced here (Table 3). We emphasize that these percentages are not mentioned in the text of
the paper nor do they change any of the conclusions.

The authors would like to apologize for any inconvenience caused.

DOl of original article: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jgo.2015.07.005.
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Table 3 - Frequency of geriatric recommendations based on GA result.

Baseline Chart review after one month
Geriatric No. pts %2 | No. pts with data on the implementation of | No. pts with at least one performed % Performed geriatric | No. pts %P
recommendations/pt geriatric recommendations geriatric recommendation recommendations/pt

0 222 | 238

1 325 349 313 146 46.6 1 146 46.6
0 167 53.4

2 212 22.7 208 110 529 2 29 13.9
1 81 389
0 98 47.1

3 118 12.7 114 75 65.8 3 9 7.9
2 24 211
1 42 36.8
0 39 34.2

4 41 4.4 40 20 50.0 4 1 2.5
3 3 7.5
2 7 17.5
1 9 22.5
0 20 50.0

5 13 1.4 13 7 53.8 5 1 7.7
4 2 15.4
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3 7.7

2 15.4

1 7.7

0 46.2
6 1 0.1 1 1 100.0 6-2 0.0

1 100.0

0 0.0

Total 932 689 359

No. pts: number of patients.

@ Calculated from total no. pts with geriatric recommendations data (n = 932 pts).
b Calculated from the no. pts with data on implementation of geriatric recommendations.




