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ERRATUM
Erratum to ‘‘Arthroplasty for glenohumeral
arthritis in shoulders with a previous Bristow
or Latarjet procedure’’ [J Shoulder Elbow Surg
2018;27:1607-1613]
Laurent B. Willemot, MD, Bassem T. Elhassan, MD, John W. Sperling, MD, MBA,
Robert H. Cofield, MD, Joaquin S�anchez-Sotelo, MD, PhD

Department of Orthopedic Surgery, Mayo Clinic, Rochester, MN, USA
In the abovementioned article earlier/incorrect versions
of Tables I and II were presented for publication. The
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