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Erratum

Arthroscopic partial meniscectomy: did it ever work? 
A narrative review from basic research to proposed disease framework and 
science of clinical practice
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Error in listed references

Contradicting the clinical experience
The FIDELITY trial caused a pushback from the orthopedic 
community defending APM (Krogsgaard et al. 2014, Lubow-
itz et al. 2014, Rossi et al. 2014, Sutherland et al. 2014, 
Sochacki et al. 2020).  

Correction

Contradicting the clinical experience
The FIDELITY trial caused a pushback from the orthopedic 
community defending APM (Krogsgaard et al. 2014, Lubow-
itz et al. 2014, Rossi et al. 2014, Sochacki et al. 2020). 
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