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Erratum

In the paper ‘Validation of bio-impedance spectro-  values’ by PL Cox-Reijven and PB Soeters, Int J
scopy: effects of degree of obesity and ways of  Obes 2000; 24: 271—280, Figures 2 and 3 were
calculating volumes from measured resistance incorrect. The correct figures are shown below.
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Figure 2 Comparison of total body water (TBW) measured with deuterium dilution (DEU) and bioelectrical impedance spectroscopy
(BIS) in the total population. (A) The correlation between the two methods. (B) The difference between the two methods against their
mean value. The horizontal line indicates the mean difference (bias) and the dotted lines indicate the 95% limits of agreement. The
mean difference was not significantly different from zero.
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Figure 3 Comparison of extracellular water (ECW) measured with Br dilution (Br) and bioelectrical impedance spectroscopy (BIS) in
the total population. (A) The correlation between the two methods. (B) The difference between the two methods against their mean
value. The horizontal line indicates the mean difference (bias) and the dotted lines indicate the 95% limits of agreement. The mean
difference was — 2.27 (significantly different from zero, P<0.005).
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