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Errata

In the article “The Role of 18F-FDG PET in Staging and Early Prediction of Response to Therapy of Recurrent
Gastrointestinal Stromal Tumors,” by Gayed et al. (J Nucl Med. 2004;45:17–21), Tables 1 and 2 contain errors. In
Table 1, the column headers “CT” and “FDG PET” should have been transposed, and in Table 2, the number of
false-negative FDG PET findings should have been reported as 24, not 25. The authors regret the errors.

Because of a proofreading oversight, the book review “IAEA Quality Control Atlas for Scintillation Camera
Systems,” by William D. Erwin (J Nucl Med. 2004;45:1792) failed to name the author of the book, Ellinor Busemann
Sokole, PhD, of Academic Medical Center, Amsterdam, The Netherlands. We regret the error.
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