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Corrigendum , 1) :
Corrigendum to ‘Performance of the Diasorin SARS-CoV-2 antigen St

detection assay on the LIAISON XL’ [Journal of Clinical Virology 141
(2021) 104909]

N Van der Moeren®" ", VF Zwart>", G Goderski ‘, GT Rijkers>“, W van den Bijllaardt”,
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The authors regret to have to report an error in the first sentence of of 100% (95%CI 97.9%— 100%) and sensitivity of 73% (95%CI 61.3%—
the discussion of the published article. Specificity and sensitivity of the 82.7%) of the DAA compared to the RT-PCR...".

DAA compared to RT-PCR are depicted, RT-PCR is however mistakenly The authors would like to apologise for any inconvenience caused.
replaced by RRA. DOI of original article: < 10.1016/j.jcv.2021.104909>

The sentence 'We found an overall specificity of 100% (95%CI <N. Van der Moeren>
97.9%— 100%) and sensitivity of 73% (95%CI 61.3%— 82.7%) of the <n.vdmoeren@gmail.com>

DAA compared to the RRA...” should be "We found an overall specificity

DOI of original article: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcv.2021.104909.
* Corresponding author.
E-mail address: n.vdmoeren@gmail.com (N. Van der Moeren).
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