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Erratum

ACMG practice guideline: Genetic evaluation of short stature: Erratum

In the article that appeared on page 465 of volume 11, number 6, Figure 1 was incorrect. The correct figure appears below.

Short stature \

Isolated Other physical or developmental defects

~ Primary endocrinopathy 4/\‘
/ \\ (Table 1) Proportionate Disproportionate
Constitutional ~ Familial Unknown/idiopathic 4,/\>

Unrecognized syndrome  Recognized syndrome

Lo l l l

Skeletal survey

Array CGH Specific testing if l
Normal Abnormal available (Table 4)
/\ Radiographic changes
— suggest specific
Subtle changes Specific Abnormal Normal diagnosis
consistent with diagnosis
Madelung deformity or suggested
mesomelia Consider specific
Parent/family Periodic clinical re-evaluation testing if available
l evaluation if for unknown condition (Table 3)
SHOX gene Specific testing indicated
testing
v
Repeat imaging at older
age if clinically indicated
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