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A Corrigendum on 


Prognostic Significance of FDG PET/CT in esophageal squamous cell carcinoma in the era of the 8th AJCC/UICC staging system By Lee H, Lee KS, Min YW, Kim HK, Zo JI, Shim YM and Choi JY (2022). Front. Oncol. 12:861867. doi: 10.3389/fonc.2022.861867


In the published article, there was an error in Figure 2 as published. The figure legends of all four panels was reversed. The corrected Figure 2 and its caption appear below.




Figure 2 | Survival curves according to SUVmax UVmax with median cutoff was a significant prognostic factor in both disease-free survival (A) and overall survival (B). SUVmax with the best cutoff to discriminate prognosis of overall survival most accurately in all patients showed the same results in both disease-free survival (C) and overall survival (D).



The authors apologize for this error and state that this does not change the scientific conclusions of the article in any way. The original article has been updated.




Publisher’s note: All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the authors and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated organizations, or those of the publisher, the editors and the reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in this article, or claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed or endorsed by the publisher.
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