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was presented incorrectly. The WMD data for “Exercise”, “Breathing techniques” and “Education and

psychosocial support and breathing techniques” were incorrectly present with minus symbols.
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The correct figure is published below.
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FIGURE 2 Effects of the different interventions on exercise capacity measured with 6-min walk test. a) Network
plot of treatments with nodes representing the number of interventions being compared and edges
representing the available direct comparisons (comparisons evaluated in at least one study) between pairs of
interventions. b) Forest plot of network meta-analysis results (all interventions versus standard of care). c)
Forest plot of comparison of short-term programmes versus long-term programmes using a combination of
exercise with breathing techniques. WMD: weighted mean difference.
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