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A Corrigendum on 


Effectiveness of Remotely Delivered Interventions to Simultaneously Optimize Management of Hypertension, Hyperglycemia and Dyslipidemia in People With Diabetes: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis of Randomized Controlled Trials 
By Fernando ME, Seng L, Drovandi A, Crowley BJ and Golledge J (2022) Front. Endocrinol. 13:848695. doi: 10.3389/fendo.2022.848695


In the original article, there were mistakes in Figure 2B, Figure 2C, Figure 3A and Figure 3B as published. The corrected Figures 2 and 3 appear here.




Figure 2 | (A) Forest plot showing the effect of remote risk factor management on HbA1c, (B) Forest plot showing the effect of remote management on total cholesterol, (C) Forest plot showing the effect of remote risk factor management on LDL-cholesterol.






Figure 3 | (A) Forest plot showing the effect of remote management on systolic blood pressure, (B) Forest plot showing the effect of remote risk factor management on diastolic blood pressure.



The authors apologize for this error and state that this does not change the scientific conclusions of the article in any way. The original article has been updated.
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