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The authors regret age-specific fertility rates were incorrectly
applied when determining burden of congenital rubella syndrome
(CRS). Annual fertility rates, averaged over 3 years, were used as
rate-per-3-years. Estimated CRS burden in all scenarios should be
3 times greater than indicated.

Corrected scales for the x-axis in Figs. 3 and 4 should be 0–6 (in-
stead of 0–2 as depicted). Corrected scale for the y-axis in Fig. 5a
should be 0–3 (instead of 0–1 as depicted), and the corrected scale
for the x-axis in Fig. 5b should be 0–12 (instead of 0–4 as depicted).
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The authors would like to apologise for any inconvenience
caused.
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