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Correction to: Online tools supporting
the conduct and reporting of systematic reviews
and systematic maps: a case study on CADIMA
and review of existing tools
Christian Kohl1*† , Emma J. McIntosh2†, Stefan Unger1†, Neal R. Haddaway3, Steffen Kecke1,
Joachim Schiemann1 and Ralf Wilhelm1
Correction to: Environ Evid (2018) 7:8
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13750-018-0115-5

The authors wish to update information about the software DistillerSR in Tables 1 and 3 which we were alerted
to following the publication of original article [1]. In
addition to the analysis provided, DistillerSR does support protocol development (Pi) e.g. assistance to determine appropriate PICO elements, and critical appraisal
(Cr) as ‘stages of the SR process supported’. This information was not originally included in the assessment due to
a lack of clarity on the service providers’ website. No further updates to this manuscript will be possible for this or
other software, in line with the general disclaimer below.

software providers’ websites (linked in Table 1) to check
for updates, for further information and to seek clarification where necessary.
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