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An error was discovered in both Figures 2 and 3 in
Page 8. The left and right graph labels ‘Comparator’ and
‘Intervention’ should have been removed. In Figure 3, the
intervention and comparator group have changed place.
The correct figures are as follows:

The authors also wish to change words and sentences
within the article.

On page 3, under the abstract section, the word ‘im-
provement’ must be inserted. Thus, the correct conclu-
sion should be:

‘In conclusion, we observed no improvement in mus-
cle strength after the administration of vitamin D with
or without calcium supplements. We did find a small

On Page 10, second column. The word ‘increase’
should be replaced with ‘decrease’ and the word ‘im-
provement’ has to be inserted. The correct sentences
should be as follow:

‘Applying a random effects model, we observed a sig-
nificant mean decrease of 0.3 s in TUG (95% CI = 0.1—
0.5s) after vitamin D supplementation. Thus, the
decrease would mean an improvement of the TUG result
after vitamin D supplementation’.

On Page 10, under the Discussion section. The phrase
‘and even had a worsening effect on the TUG-test results’
is incorrect and should be replaced with ‘but provided a
small improvement to the TUG test’ hence the correct
sentence should be:

‘The main finding of the quantitative meta-analysis
indicated that supplementation with vitamin D did not

but significant improvement of mobility. However, improve HGS (based on seven studies) to any significant
this is based on a limited number of studies and extent but provided a small improvement to the TUG test
participants’. (based on five studies)’.
Comparator Intervention Mean difference Mean difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI

Glendenning 2012 -0.65 0.21 333 -1.06 0.2 353 16.4% 0.401[0.37, 0.43] "

Grady 1881 151 24 48 064 19 50 109%  087[0.01,1.73 -

Janssen 2009 03 03 34 09 02 36 163% -0E0[-0.72 -0.48] .

Kenny 2003 18 11 31 15 12 29 133%  030[-0.28 088 ™

Lagari-a 2013 -1 44 g 13 24 3 1.4% -230[-6.23 1.63] -1

Lagari-b 2013 -13 25 25 11 28 4B 77% -0.20[-1.47,1.07] —

Waod-a 2014 -04 33 46 -05 25 B4 890%  0.10[-0.99,1.19 -1

Waod-h 2014 -04 33 46 -08 27 90 88%  0.50[-0.60,1.60] T

Xia 2009 -03 04 70 -11 08 70 180%  0.80(0.59,1.01] -

Total (95% CI) 639 767 100.0%  0.24[-0.25,0.72]

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.37; Chi® = 27219, df = 8 (P = 0.00001); /* = 97% l t 1 t {

Testfor overall effect Z = 0.95 (F = 0.34) -10 -5 L 3 10
Figure 2 Hand grip strength (HGS).

Intervention Comparator Mean difference Mean difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean 3D Total Weight IV, Random,95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
Glendenning 2012 —0.02 0.08 353 -012 009 333 321% 0.10[0.09, 0.11]
Kernny 2003 04 01 29 07 .2 3 135%  —0.30[0.72,017
Pieifer 2000 7 25 114 -03 08 114 11.4% —1.40[-1.29,-0.91] ——
Piratta 2015 0.06 005 13 009 009 12 31.3%  —0.03[-0.09, 0.03]
Zhu 2010 -28 1.4 128 -18 24 132 117% —1.10[1.58,-0.67] —
Total (95% CI) 638 622 100.0% -0.31[-0.51, -0.10] *
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.03; Chi® = 82.05, df = 4 (P = 0000013; 2 = 95% 4 2 ' 2 4

Testfor overall effect £ = 2.93 (F = 0.003)

Figure 3 Timed-up and go test (TUG). A reduction in the time used for the TUG in fact means an improvement. Therefore, the algebraic sign of

the TUG results had to be changed.
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Corrigendum

On Page 11, second column, fourth paragraph. The On Page 12, under the Strengths and limitations sec-
‘negative direction’ should be changed to ‘positive direc- tion. The word ‘deterioration’ must be replaced with ‘im-
tion’. The correct sentence is as follows: provement’, thus the correct sentence should be:

‘Although the effect of vitamin D supplementation on ‘We did find a small significant improvement of mobil-
the TUG test suggested a positive direction by the ity. This is, however, based on a limited number of stud-
reduced time used for the test, this result should be inter- ies and participants’.
preted with caution because the meta-analysis showed a The authors apologize for the inconvenience caused.

high degree of heterogeneity that was not removed by
excluding single studies’.
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