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o the Editor:
In Schulz-Stübner S, Henszel A, Hata JS. A new rule for

emoral nerve blocks. Reg Anesth Pain Med 2005; 30: 473-
77, some important information about the study design
f phase II was described incompletely. Our manuscript
s published did not describe the experimental design
orrectly to peer reviewers and readers of Regional Anes-
hesia and Pain Medicine.

To prevent past, present, and future readers from mak-

ng clinical decisions on the basis of questionable data, I

Regional Anesthesia and Pain Medicine, Vol
etract the article from publication. I sincerely regret the
rroneous description of our study and take full respon-
ibility for the error.

Sebastian Schulz-Stübner, MD, PhD
Department of Anesthesia

University of Iowa
Iowa City, IA
doi:10.1016/j.rapm.2006.05.003
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Notification of Retraction
Schulz-Stübner S, Henszel A, Hata JS. A new rule for femoral nerve blocks. Reg Anesth Pain Med

005;30:473-477.
This article has been retracted at the request of the Editor-in-Chief and the primary author Dr. Schulz-

tübner, because the Editorial Board of Regional Anesthesia and Pain Medicine believes the authors have
ommitted scientific misconduct that affects the validity of the study’s results and conclusions. The details of
he study’s experimental design, as presented to peer reviewers and readers of the published article, were
isrepresented. Specifically: 1) The authors describe a prospective, randomized trial, but the authors did not

oncurrently recruit and randomize three distinct groups of patients. Rather, a third group was added after
n original two-group trial was complete and this potentially confounding change was not described in the
anuscript. 2) The specific definition of the control groups appears to have changed in a manner that

uggests group overlap. This change and the true composition of each group was not precisely described in
he manuscript. The published manuscript does not describe these significant deviations from sound exper-
mental design and conduct. Any conclusions that might be derived from this work are therefore question-
ble. For these reasons, the article is retracted; readers are advised not to make clinical decisions based on its
ontent.
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