Journal of Cardiovascular Magnetic Resonance (2005) 7, 871-872
Copyright © 2005 Taylor & Francis Inc.

ISSN: 1097-6647 print / 1532-429X online

DOI: 10.1080/10976640500373875

Erratum

In Sievers B et al. 7(2), Impact of the ECG gating method on
ventricular volumes and ejection fractions assessed by
cardiovascular magnetic resonance imaging, 2005; 441—
446, Figs. 2 and 3 were printed incorrectly.

Taylor & Francis
Taylor & Francis Group

The correct figures and legends for this article are printed below.
The publisher wishes to express its sincere regrets for any
inconvenience this error may have caused the authors and the
readers of the Journal of Cardiovascular Magnetic Resonance.
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Figure 2. Mean and standard deviations of left (A) and right (B) ventricular volumes and EF, displayed as boxplots. EDV, SV, and EF differ
significantly according to the gating technique used for image acquisition.
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Figure 3. Band-Altman analysis of the differences between left and right ventricular volumes (A) and EF (B) acquired with prospective

triggering and retrospective gating.



