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Dear Dr. Laursen,

We would like to thank you for your letter. We are grateful that you have directed our attention to the error in the axis for 
Fig. 2 in our recent publication. We have rectified this error and amended the axis accordingly.

(A)	 Surgical treatment vs no treatment (10 studies)
1.	 Live birth rate/cycle

2.	 Clinical pregnancy/cycle

http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1007/s00404-018-4992-1&domain=pdf


290	 Archives of Gynecology and Obstetrics (2019) 299:289–291

1 3

3.	 Pregnancy/cycle

4.	 Estradiol peak (pg/ml)

5.	 Total oocytes retrieved/cycle

6.	 Total no of embryos created/cycle
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7.	 Gonadotrophin ampoules/cycle

8.	 Gonadotrophin total dose/cycle

(B)	 Surgical treatment vs aspiration (4 studies)
1.	 Pregnancy/cycle

2.	 Clinical pregnancy/cycle
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