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Erratum

In the article ‘The impact of the MMed research requirement on registrar training and  specialist registration in South Africa: An internet 
e-survey’[1] in the September issue of SAMJ, Fig. 1 has been corrected. The updated article is available at the same link as the previous 
version, and the corrected figure is also shown here.
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I had good supervision
The COVID pandemic had no impact on my MMed

I had access to statistical support
The ethics approval process was uncomplicated and e�cient

The university MMed marking timelines were acceptable
It is easy to identify a suitable research topic

I had su�cient time with my clinical workload
I had su�cient funding for the project

The MMed did not a�ect my mental wellness
I had su�cient research time
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Fig. 1. Rating of factors contributing to successful completion of the MMed degree on a 5-point Likert scale. Percentages on the left are the totals for disagree 
and strongly disagree and percentages on the right are the totals for agree and strongly agree.
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