
http://www.sajcd.org.za Open Access

South African Journal of Communication Disorders 
ISSN: (Online) 2225-4765, (Print) 0379-8046

Page 1 of 2 Correction

Read online:
Scan this QR 
code with your 
smart phone or 
mobile device 
to read online.

Authors:
Thiani Pillay1 
Mershen Pillay1,2,3 

Affiliations:
1Discipline of Speech-
Language Pathology, School 
of Health Sciences, University 
of KwaZulu-Natal, Durban, 
South Africa

2Speech and Language 
Therapy, Massey University, 
Auckland, New Zealand

3Department of Health 
Professions, Manchester 
Metropolitan University, 
Manchester, United Kingdom

Corresponding author:
Thiani Pillay, 
thiani.pillay@gmail.com

Dates:
Published: 08 Sept. 2023

How to cite this correction:
Pillay, T., & Pillay, M. (2023). 
Corrigendum: Contextualising 
clinical reasoning within the 
clinical swallow evaluation: 
A scoping review and expert 
consultation. South African 
Journal of Communication 
Disorders, 70(1), a873. 
https://doi.org/10.4102/
sajcd.v70i1.873

Copyright:
© 2023. The Authors. 
Licensee: AOSIS. This work 
is licensed under the 
Creative Commons 
Attribution License.

In the published article, Pillay, T., & Pillay, M. (2021). Contextualising clinical reasoning within the 
clinical swallow evaluation: A scoping review and expert consultation. South African Journal of 
Communication Disorders, 68(1), a832. https://doi.org/10.4102/sajcd.v68i1.832, there was a 
mistake in Figure 1 as published. The number of records excluded should be 81 rather than 91. 
The corrected Figure 1 appears as follows. 

The original incorrect:
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Note: DOI of original article published: https://doi.org/10.4102/sajcd.v68i1.832

Source: Adapted from Moher, D, Liberati, A, Tetzlaff, J, Altman, D.G, & The PRISMA Group. (2009). Preferred reporting items for systematic reviews 
and meta-analyses: The PRISMA statement. PLOS Medicine, 6(7), e1000097. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1000097.

FIGURE 1: PRISMA-ScR flow diagram of results. 

Records screened  (n = 128) Records excluded (n = 91)

Studies included in qualitative synthesis
(n = 12)

13 articles were excluded due to
not meeting inclusion criteria.
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Records after duplicates  removed (n = 8800)

10 articles were excluded due to
them meeting exclusion criteria.

Additional records identified through
other sources (n = 6479)

Full-text articles assessed for eligibility
(n = 47) Full-text articles excluded (n = 35)
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The revised and updated:

The authors apologise for this error. The correction does not change the significance of study’s findings or overall 
interpretation of the its results or the scientific conclusions of the article in any way.

Source: Adapted from Moher, D, Liberati, A, Tetzlaff, J, Altman, D.G, & The PRISMA Group. (2009). Preferred reporting items for systematic reviews and meta-analyses: The PRISMA statement. PLOS 
Medicine, 6(7), e1000097. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1000097.
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