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The original article [1] contains a minor notation 
error in the Methods section of the article regarding the 
description of the terms “GtoS” and “StoG” in Equation 2 
and Equation 3 on page 2 of the PDF version.

The original article states:
“where GtoS is the directed average Hausdorff dis-
tance from ground truth to segmentation, StoG is the 
directed average Hausdorff distance from segmen-
tation to ground truth, G is the number of voxels in 
the ground truth, and S is the number of voxels in the 
segmentation.”

This statement should be disregarded in favour of the 
following statement:

“where GtoS is the sum of all minimum distances 
from all points from the ground truth to segmenta-
tion, StoG is the sum of all minimum distances from 
all points from the segmentation to ground truth, G 
is the number of voxels in the ground truth, and S is 
the number of voxels in the segmentation.”

This notation error is also present in the Abbreviations 
section of the article and should be corrected as well.

The original article states:

“GtoS: Directed average Hausdorff distance from 
ground truth to segmentation

StoG: Directed average Hausdorff distance from seg-
mentation to ground truth”

This statement should be disregarded in favour of the 
following statement:

“GtoS: the sum of all minimum distances from all 
points from the ground truth to segmentation

StoG: the sum of all minimum distances from all 
points from the segmentation to ground truth”

The authors would importantly like to note that this 
notation error does not have an impact on the results of 
our paper.

The authors also note that the terms StoG and GtoS 
are used correctly in other sections of the article and the 
notation error only affects the Methods and Abbrevia-
tions sections.
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