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Erratum
The authors wish to correct errors in Figures 3 and 4 of Figure 3: maxilla data omitted from the interval ‘—1
the following article: to —3’ of the upper section (Males).

CJ Lux, B Dicker, M Pritsch, U Niekusch, G Figure 4: mandible data omitted from the interval ‘23
Komposch. Space conditions and prevalence of anterior ~ to <24’ of the upper section (Males).

spacing and crowding among nine-year-old school- Maney Publishing and the Editors also apologise for
children. J Orthod 2008; 35: 33-42. this error, which has been rectified in the electronic
The original version included the following errors: version of the Journal.
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Figure 3 Distribution (relative frequency in %, maxilla and disi bl
mandible=100%, respectively) of the anterior space situation Figure 4 Length of the posterior arch segments: distribution
(positive values=space excess (spacing), negative values=space (relative frequency in % of the maxillary (right side) and
deficiency (crowding), separately for males and females (males: mandibular (right side) arch segments (=100% respectively),
n=235 in maxilla and #=237 in the mandible; females: n=256 in separately for males and females (males: n=237; females:

both jaws) n=257)
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