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Errata

In the article ‘‘Evaluation of 11C-LSN3172176 as a Novel PET Tracer for Imaging M1 Muscarinic Acetylcholine Receptors in

Nonhuman Primates,’’ by Nabulsi et al. (J Nucl Med. 2019; 60:1147–1153), in Figure 2, C(O)CH2CH3 and *C(O)CH2CH3 should

be CO2CH2CH3 and *CO2CH2CH3. The corrected figure appears below. The authors regret the error.

FIGURE 2. Novel selective agonist for M1 mAChR. Boldface letter C with asterisk indicates 11C-radiolabeling site.

In the article ‘‘Discussions with Leaders: A Conversation Between Nora Volkow and Johannes Czernin,’’ by Nora Volkow and

Johannes Czernin (J Nucl Med. 2019; 60:717–720), the National Institute on Drug Abuse (NIDA) was incorrectly cited as ‘‘the

National Institute of Drug Abuse’’ in two places. We regret the error.
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