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Following publication of the original article [1], the
authors identified errors in Figs. 4 and 5. The correct fig-
ures are given below.
The original article [1] has been corrected.
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Studies Estimate (958 C.I.) Ev/Tre
6months  Boitchi et al. 2000 0.500 (0.238, 0.762) 7/14 .
Carnio et al 2002 0.250 (-0.350, 0.850)  0/1 -
Cueva et al 2004 0.429 (0.062, 0.795)  3/7 ™
Cizza and Migues 2010 0.250 (-0.350, 0.850)  0/1 .
Cairo et al. 2012 0.414 (0.235, 0.593) 12/29 o=
Ozelik et al (b) 2018 0.742 (0.633, 0.851) 46/62 : —.—
Rath et al 2016 0.250 (-0.350, 0.850)  0/1 -
Luthra et al 2018 0.833 (0.412, 1.255) 2/2 - -
Rath et al 2018 0.750 (0.150, 1.350)  1/1
C sar-Neto et al (2) 2019 0.250 (-0.174, 0.674) 1/4 - T
0: pre-21st century technique Csar-Neto et al (1) 2019 0.125 (-0.199, 0.449) 0/3 B S
Subgroup 0 (126411 %, P=0.002) 0.462 (0.299, 0.625) 72/125 —_—
1: 21st century technique :
Lee et al 2014 0.250 (-0.350, 0.850) 0/1 .
Ozelik et al (a) 2018 0.133 (0.012, 0.255)  4/30 R -
Garg etal. 2017 0.222 (-0.049, 0.494)  2/9 .
Ucak et al 2017 0.800 (0.689, 0.911) 40/50 : — .
Subgroup 1 (I*2=9553 % , P=0.000) 0.364 (-0.071, 0.800) 46/90 =
Overall (1"2:8579 % , P=0.000) 0.428 (0.256, 0.600) 118/215 ——
. T 1
as 1
12 months Jepsen et al 2000 0.056 (-0.094, 0.205)  0/8 N :
Carnio et al. 2002 0.250 (-0.350, 0.850) 0/1 -
Sato et al.2006 0.833 (0.412, 1.255)  2/2 :
Cizza and Migues 2010 0.250 (-0.350, 0.850)  0/1 ;
Esteibar etal (1) 2011 0.091 (-0.079, 0.261)  1/11 2 :
Esteibar et al (2) 2011 0.824 (0.750, 0.898) 84/102 s i
Esteibar et al (3) 2011 0.125 (-0.104, 0.354) 1/8 . —
Nartetal. 2012 0.429 (0.062, 0.795) 3/7 -
Luthra et al. 2018 0.833 (0.412, 1.255) 2/2 :
Pini Prato et al. 2018 0.120 (-0.007, 0.247)  3/25 S T :
Subgroup 0 (12=9501 % , P=0.000) 0.374 (0.094, 0.654) 96/167 —
Deliberador et al. 2010 0.250 (-0.350, 0.850)  0/1 -
Zuchelli and De Sanctis. 2013 0.250 (-0.350, 0.850) 0/1 -
Yaman et al.. 2016 0.500 (0.381, 0.619) 34/68 R
Cosgarea et al. 2016 0.360 (0.172, 0.548)  9/25 —
Sculean etal 2016 0.200 (-0.151, 0.551) 1/ " -
Moussa and Bissada(1) 2017 0.750 (0.326, 1.174)  3/4 -
Moussa and Bissada(2) 2017 0.500 (-0.193, 1.193)  1/2 -
Romanos et al.2017 0.354 (0.219, 0.489) 17/48 e
Sculean et al. 2017 0.857 (0.598, 1.116)  6/7 - D
Gajendran and Parthasarathy 2018  0.833  (0.412, 1.255)  2/2 :
N_ezetal 2018 0.286 (-0.049, 0.620)  2/7 -
Scullean and Alien. 2018 0.600 (0.296, 0.904)  6/10 —_———
Giletal. 2018 0.222 (0.111, 0.333) 12/54 —.—
Mercado et al. 2019 0.205 (0.135, 0.275) 26/127 -
Subgroup 1(1*2=7539 %, P=0.000) 0.419 (0.304, 0.535) 119/361 —
Overall (1*2:9105 % , P=0.000) 0.405 (0.274, 0.537) 215/528 _—
- T 1
° as 1
>12months Sato et al 2008 0.500 (-0.193, 1.193) 1/2 - -
Pini Prato et al. 2018 0.028 (-0.048, 0.104) 0/17 +— :
Subgroup 0 (1"2=4327 %, P=0.184) 0.133 (-0.252, 0.518) 1/19
Ribeiro et al. 2008 0.250 (-0.350, 0.850) 0/1 :
Chao 2012 0.417 (0.256, 0.578) 15/36 D ——
Zuchelli and De Sanctis. 2013 0.250 (-0.350, 0.850) 0/1 .
Lee et al 2014 0.250 (-0.350, 0.850) 0/1 -
Nart and Valles. 2016 0.143 (-0.116, 0.402) 1/7 ————
Mercado et al 2019 0.142 (0.081, 0.202) 18/127 -
Subgroup 1 (1"2=5021 % , P=0.074) 0.234 (0.092, 0.376) 34/173 —_—
Overall (1*2=6639 % , P=0.004) 0.185 (0.067, 0.303) 35/192 _
-a2 L LH 04 as os 1
Proportion

Fig. 4 Random-effects model analyses comparing pre-twenty-first century and twenty-first century techniques
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Cumulative Studies Cumulative Estimate
6months  Boltchi etal. 2000 0.500 (0.238, 0.762) =
+ Carnio et al. 2002 0.460 (0.220, 0.700) —ik
+ Cueva et al. 2004 0.451 (0.250, 0.651) —
+ Cizza and Migues 2010 0.430 (0.240, 0.621) »
+ Cairo et al. 2012 0.422 (0.291, 0.552) i
+Lee et al. 2014 0.414 (0.286, 0.541) } 3
+ Ozcelik et al.(a) 2018 0.320 (0.169, 0.470) E ] -
+ Ozcelik et al.(b) 2018 0.396 (0.162, 0.631) 1 o
+ Rath et al. 2016 0.386 (0.164, 0.608) —
+Garg et al. 2017 0.368 (0.164, 0.572) m -
+Ucak et al. 2017 0.419 (0.220, 0.618) =
+ Luthra et al. 2018 0.450 (0.259, 0.640) —ik
+Rath et al. 2018 0.465 (0.281, 0.649) —
+C.sar-Neto et al.(2) 2019 0.451 (0.274, 0.628) — i
+C.sar-Neto et al. (1) 2019 0.428 (0.256, 0.600) L
I T T T T 1
02 03 04 05 08 07
12months  Jepsen etal. 2000 0.056 (-0.094, 0.205) — - ;
+ Carnio et al. 2002 0.067 (-0.078, 0.212) N '
+Sato etal.. 2008 0.363 (-0.161, 0.887) -—
+ Cizza and Migues 2010 0.334 (-0.071, 0.739) -—
+ Deliberador et al. 2010 0.315 (-0.017, 0.648) -
+ Esteibar et al.(1) 2011 0.231 (0.022, 0.441) = :
+ Esteibar et al.(2) 2011 0.371 (-0.007, 0.748) - :
+ Esteibar et al.(3) 2011 0.337 (-0.005, 0.678) -
+Nart et al.. 2012 0.347 (0.034, 0.660) -
+ Zuchelli and De Sanctis. 2013 0.339 (0.042, 0.637) -
+ Yaman et al.. 2018 0.358 (0.117, 0.599) i
+ Cosgarea et al. 2016 0.359 (0.139, 0.578) L
+ Sculean etal. 2016 0.347 (0.137, 0.556) |
+ Moussa and Bissada(1) 2017 0.373 (0.172, 0.574) | B
+Moussa and Bissada(2) 2017 0.378 (0.183, 0.574) »
+ Romanos et al.. 2017 0.376 (0.199, 0.553) . =
+Sculean et al. 2017 0.408 (0.238, 0.579) =
+ Gajendran and Parthasarathy 2018  0.430 (0.264, 0.596) — .
+Luthra et al. 2018 0.449 (0.288, 0.610) — .
+N._ezetal 2018 0.441 (0.285, 0.597) — .
+ Pini Prato et al. 2018 0.421 (0.267, 0.576) ——
+ Scullean and Allen. 2018 0.430 (0.281, 0.579) —
+Gil et al.. 2018 0.418 (0.277, 0.559) —
+ Mercado et al. 2019 0.405 (0.274, 0.537) —.—
L] I' T 1
02 04 06 08
>12months  Sato et al. 2008 0.500 (-0.193, 1.193) =
+ Ribeiro et al. 2008 0.357 (-0.097, 0.811) - =
+Chao 2012 0.410 (0.258, 0.562) . ——
+ Zuchelli and De Sanctis. 2013 0.400 (0.253, 0.548) ¢ ——
+Leeetal 2014 0.392 (0.249, 0.535) o —
+Nart and Valles. 2016 0.334 (0.209, 0.459) — R
+ Pini Prato et al. 2018 0.225 (0.027, 0.423) — .
+ Mercado et al. 2019 0.185 (0.067, 0.303) —-—
T T T T 1
02 a4 06 08 1
Proportion

Fig. 5 Cumulative meta-analysis for all studies




Fernandez-Jiménez et al. BMC Oral Health (2021) 21:213

Author details

! Department of Stomatology II, University of the Basque Country (UPV/
EHU), UPV/EHU. Barrio Sarriena S/N, 48940 Leioa, Biscay, Spain. > Department
of Nursing |, University of the Basque Country (UPV/EHU), Barrio Sarriena S/N,
48940 Leioa, Biscay, Spain.

Published online: 26 April 2021

Page 4 of 4

Reference

1. Ferndndez-Jiménez, et al. Complete root coverage in the treatment
of Miller class Ill or RT2 gingival recessions: a systematic review and
meta-analysis. BMC Oral Health. 2021;21:145. https://doi.org/10.1186/
$12903-021-01494-3.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.


https://doi.org/10.1186/s12903-021-01494-3
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12903-021-01494-3

	Correction to: Complete root coverage in the treatment of Miller class III or RT2 gingival recessions: a systematic review and meta-analysis
	Correction to: BMC Oral Health. https:​doi.​org​10.​1186​s12903-​021-​01494-3
	References


