
which patient-specific preferences are used to determine resource
allocation for PID management in adolescents should consider
inclusion of adolescent health outcomes and utilities.
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Key messages

< Adolescent girls and parents of adolescents perceive
significant disruption in health-related quality of life when
given the opportunity to evaluate potential outcomes
associated with the disorder.

< Adolescents perceive lower heath-related quality of life and
are willing to trade more time to prevent pelvic inflammatory
disease-related health states than adolescents.

< Future economic evaluations employing the patient perspec-
tive to determine resource allocation for pelvic inflammatory
disease management in adolescents should consider inclusion
of adolescent health utilities.

Correction

Yamazadi M, Strobino D, Ellen J, et al. Concordance in perceived partner types and
unprotected sex among couples of adolescents and young adults: analysis of reciprocally
nominated heterosexual dyads. Sex Transm Infect 2010;86:141e7.
The author name Yamazadi should read Yamazaki in references and in the text.
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