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The original version of this article unfortunately
contained errors in the Discussion section as follows:

1) The whole paragraph starting “It is currently impossible
to obtain a complete...” should be replaced with the be-
low paragraph:

It is difficult to obtain a complete picture of this proce-
dure’s success rate due to the absence of reports of non-

The online version of the original article can be found at http://dx.doi.org/
10.1007/s10815-016-0843-9.
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2)

pregnancies in the peer-reviewed papers [43]. The Danish
experience is that the success rate of having a positive
pregnancy test among the Danish women, who had a
pregnancy wish, was 63%. Furthermore, 31% of the
women with a pregnancy wish succeed in conceiving at
least one child and 50% of the pregnancies were naturally
conceived [8].

The last paragraph of the Discussion section should be
removed.

The original article was corrected.
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