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A Corrigendum on 


A comparative study of two in vivo PET verification methods in clinical cases By Zhang J, Lu Y, Sheng Y, Wang W, Hong Z, Sun Y, Zhou R and Cheng J (2021) Front. Oncol. 11:617787. doi: 10.3389/fonc.2021.617787


In the published article, there was an error in the Funding statement. The funding statement for the Natural Science Foundation of Shanghai was displayed as “21ZR460300”. The correct statement is “Natural Science Foundation of Shanghai (21ZR1460300)’’.

The correct Funding statement appears below.

“This project was supported by the Shanghai Municipal Health Commission (Grant No. 202040279), the Pudong New Area Science and Technology Development Foundation (No. PKJ 2020-Y56), and the Natural Science Foundation of Shanghai (21ZR1460300).’’

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.
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