
Erratum

Due to a production error. Tables 1 and 3 in the article "Technetium-99m-ECD Brain SPECT in
Misery Perfusion" by Shimosegawa et al. (JNM 1997;38:791-796) were printed incorrectly. The

tables are reprinted correctly here.

TABLE 1
Summary of Patient Data

Patient
no.123456789101112AverageAge(yr)69677259474376776826368060.0

Â±17.0yrSexMMMMFMFFFMMMAngiographical

findingrt.

MCAocclusionrt.
MCAocclusionrt.
ICAstenosisrt.
ICAocclusionrt.
MCAocclusionrt.
MCAstenosisIt.
MCAstenosisrt.
MCAocclusion*lt.

MCAocclusionrt.
ICAocclusionrt.
ICAocclusionrt.
ICA occlusion*Main

symptomHemiparesisDysarthriaHemiparesisHemiparesisDysarthriaHemiparesisDysarthriaHemiparesisNumbnessHemiparesisDysarthriaGait

disturbanceInterval

from initial
attack to SPECT-PET

study(days)485965140191110122495121245.3

Â±39.7 days

â€¢Angiographicalfindings were obtained by magnetic resonance angiography.

TABLE 3
Relationship between Relative Technetium-99m-ECD Activity and Relative PET Values

SPECT scan time
(min)171525354555Patient no.24242220222418r0.6740.5610.4930.5740.5670.5210.531rCBFSignificancep

<0.001p
<0.01p
<0.05p
<0.01p
<0.01p
<0.01p
< 0.05r0.5690.5690.7580.8150.8140.7610.789rCMRO2Significancep

<0.01p
<0.01p
<0.001p
<0.001p
<0.001p
<0.001p
< 0.001

r = correlation coefficient.

ERRATUMâ€¢Shimosegawa et al. 2009




