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Corrigendum

Bitemporal v. high-dose right unilateral electroconvulsive therapy for
depression: a systematic review and meta-analysis of randomized controlled
trials - CORRIGENDUM

E. Kolshus, A. Jelovac and D. M. McLoughlin
doi:10.1017/50033291716002737, first published online by Cambridge University Press October 26 2016

An error was included in Fig 3 of the above article. The data for item 3.1 Reorientation time were mistakenly switched
around with regards to the Bitemporal and Unilateral groups. The corrected Figure 3 is presented below. The results
are otherwise correct and conclusions unchanged. The authors would like to apologise for this error.
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Bitemporal Unilateral Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl _ Year IV, Random, 95% CI
3.1 Reorientation time
Sackeim 2000 455 215 18 307 127 20 16.9% -0.83[-1.50,-0.17] 2000 —_—
Sackeim 2008 33 21 19 22 9 21 18.4%  -0.68 [-1.32, -0.04] 2008 =T
Semkovska 2016 287 1.3 69 225 1.8 68 64.7% -0.53[-0.87,-0.19) 2016 —
Subtotal (95% Cl) 109 106 100.0%  -0.61[-0.89, -0.34] <
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi* = 0.66, df = 2 (P =0.72); I*= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.37 (P < 0.0001)
3.2 Global cognition
Sackeim 2000 88 11 19 12 123 20 6.4%  -0.63[-1.28,0.01] 2000 ]
Ranjkesh 2005 5.1 34 14 42 51 12 45% 020098057 2005 —_—
Sackeim 2008 0.6 1.1 19 -06 1.2 21 7.0% 0.00[-0.62,062] 2008 —
Sackeim 2009 -1.32 252 105 -156 372 118 38.8% 0.07[-0.19,034] 2009 -
Kellner 2010 -1.68 35 61 -1.64 32 62 21.5%  -0.01[-0.37,0.34) 2010 ——
Semkovska 2016 -0.51 28 63 047 244 62 21.8%  -0.02[-0.37,0.34] 2016 -
Subtotal (95% Cl) 281 295 100.0%  -0.03 [-0.19, 0.14] L 3
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi® = 4.20, df = 5 (P = 0.52); I? = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.32 (P =0.75)
3.3 Delayed visual memory
Sackeim 2000 -30.2 46.4 19 175 388 20 11.5% -0.29 [-0.92, 0.34] 2000 - =1
McCall 2002 69 623 32 53 535 34 19.3%  -0.27 [-0.76, 0.21] 2002 —_—
Sackeim 2008 0.4 07 19 03 08 21 11.9%  -0.12[-0.74,0.50] 2008 —_—r
Keliner 2010 -1.85 6 56 -3.38 5.8 59 329% 0.26 [-0.11, 0.62] 2010 T
Semkovska 2016 1.5 53 40 1.9 35 44 245%  -0.09[-0.52,0.34] 2016 ——
Subtotal (95% CI) 166 178 100.0%  -0.04 [-0.25, 0.18] E 3
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi? = 4.12, df = 4 (P = 0.39); I? = 3%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.34 (P =0.74)
3.4 Delayed verbal memory
Sackeim 2000 221 329 19 199 588 20 136% -0.B6[-1.52,-0.200 2000 T
McCall 2002 43 34 35 43 364 36/ 209% 0.00 [-0.47,047] 2002 —r—
Sackeim 2008 -0.1 07 19 02 1.2 21 147% 0.10[-0.52,0.72] 2008 —_—
Kellner 2010 -3.07 4.1 58 -365 41 59 26.5% 0.14 [-0.22, 0.50] 2010 L
Semkovska 2016 171 328 49 122 319 47 243%  -0.15[-0.55,0.25] 2016 —f—
Subtotal (35% Cl) 180 183 100.0%  -0.10 [-0.39, 0.19] <
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.05; Chi® = 7.30, df = 4 (P = 0.12); I* = 45%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.68 (P = 0.49)
3.5 Category fluency
Sackeim 2008 0.8 06 19 08 07 21 139%  -0.15[-0.77,047] 2008 —
Kellner 2010 338 762 58 408 762 59 40.9% 0.09[-0.27,045) 2010
Semkovska 2016 -193 685 64 -216 634 65  45.2% 0.03[-0.31,0.38] 2016 %
Subtotal (95% CI) 141 145 100.0% 0.03 [-0.20, 0.26]
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi® = 0.43, df = 2 (P = 0.81); I?= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.27 (P = 0.79)
3.6 Autobiographical memory
Sackeim 2000 422 10 19 613 8.8 20 122%  -1.99[-277,-1.21] 2000 S T
McCall 2002 642 174 36 56 266 39 17.0% 0.36 [-0.10, 0.81) 2002 T
Sackeim 2008 578 1672 17 63.31 1052 19 139%  -0.39[-1.05,0.27] 2008 T
Sackeim 2009 5464 2002 108 6136 1911 111 197% -0.34[-061,-0.08) 2009 =
Kellner 2010 667 775 60 689 131 60 185%  -0.20[-0.56,0.16] 2010 —r
Semkovska 2016 567 173 64 671 16.3 74 18.7% -0.62 [-0.96, -0.27] 2016 T
Subtotal (95% Cl) 304 323 100.0%  -0.46 [-0.87, -0.04] o
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.21; Chi® = 28.11, df = 5 (P < 0.0001); I* = 83%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.15 (P = 0.03)
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Fig. 3. Forest plots of cognitive outcomes.
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