
Pettersen et al. Trials          (2023) 24:654  
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13063-023-07626-0

CORRECTION Open Access

© The Author(s) 2023. Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, which 
permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the 
original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or 
other third party material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line 
to the material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not permitted by statutory 
regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this 
licence, visit http:// creat iveco mmons. org/ licen ses/ by/4. 0/. The Creative Commons Public Domain Dedication waiver (http:// creat iveco 
mmons. org/ publi cdoma in/ zero/1. 0/) applies to the data made available in this article, unless otherwise stated in a credit line to the data.

Trials

Correction: Surgical treatments 
for postamputation pain: study protocol 
for an international, double-blind, randomised 
controlled trial
Emily Pettersen1,2,3, Paolo Sassu1,4, Carina Reinholdt3,5, Peter Dahm6, Ola Rolfson7, Anders Björkman5, 
Marco Innocenti4,8, Francesca Alice Pedrini1,4,8, Juan Manuel Breyer9, Aidan Roche10, Andrew Hart11,12, 
Lorraine Harrington13, Adil Ladak14, Hollie Power14, Jacqueline Hebert15 and Max Ortiz‑Catalan1,2,16* 

Correction: BMC Trials 24, 304 (2023)
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13063-023-07286-0

Following publication of the original article [1], we have 
been informed that one exclusion criteria needs to be 
changed:

• “Prior surgeries to address postamputation pain” 
should read “Prior RPNI or TMR surgery of the 
nerve to be treated (with painful neuroma) to address 
postamputation pain.”

• In patient selection (last sentence in paragraph 
“Distinguishing residual limb pain, neuroma pain, 
and phantom limb pain” on page 6), “The following 
methods should be applied to document the pres-
ence of neuroma pain: compatible symptomatol-
ogy, Tinel’s sign test, imaging (ultrasound or MRI), 
and nerve block.” Should read “At least one of the 

The original article can be found online at https:// doi. org/ 10. 1186/ s13063‑ 
023‑ 07286‑0.
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following methods should be applied to document 
the presence of neuroma pain: compatible symp-
tomatology, Tinel’s sign test, imaging (ultrasound or 
MRI), or nerve block.”

The sponsor has been changed in the trial from Chal-
mers University of Technology to Center for Bionics 
and Pain Research. Therefore, the disclaimer was also 
updated.

The original article has been corrected.
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