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Correction to: International Journal of Public Health Corrected Figure:
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00038-018-1107-5 Fig. 1 Barriers to screening participation among 463
never attending Roma and non-Roma women living in the
The authors would like to correct the errors in the publi-  North-Western region of Romania in 2016-2017.

cation of the original article. The corrected details are

given below

(a) Page 617: Figure title: number 464 should be cor-
rected to 463.

The original article can be found online at https://
doi.org/10.1007/s00038-018-1107-5.
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Page 612: “The most frequent barrier for non-at-
tendance among never-attenders was lack of aware-
ness about the programme’s existence (43%)”—
should be changed to: “The most frequent barrier for
non-attendance among never-attenders was that
women did not know that they could take a screening
test (43%)”.
Page 612: “lack of money (31%)” should be
corrected to “lack of money (30%)”.
Page 612: “and the distance to the doctor (11%)” to
“and the distance to the doctor (6%)”.
“Roma women reported the three most frequent
barriers (lacking awareness about the programme,
lack of money and being afraid of results) more often
than non-Roma women did. Non-Roma women, on
the other hand, reported the barriers, time contains
and the distance to the doctor, more frequent than
Roma women did (Fig 1).”

These two sentences should be changed to:

“Roma women reported the two most frequent
barriers (not knowing that they could take a screen-
ing test and lack of money) more often than non-
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Roma women did. Non-Roma women, on the other
hand, reported the barriers, time contains and being
afraid of results, more frequent than Roma women
did (Fig 1).”

Page 616: “As much as 31% of women” to “As
much as 30% of the women”.

Page 618: The most important barriers to screening
participation were lack of knowledge about the
programme’s existence and lack of money
(Fig. 1).—should be changed to: “The most impor-
tant barriers to screening participation were that
women did not know that they could take a screening
test and lack of money (Fig. 1).

Page 615, Table 3: The Confidence Interval
“4.14-2.53”. This should be “1.14-2.53”.
Page 612: “(1.70, 4.14-2.53)" to
1.14-2.53)”.

“(1.70,
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