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Erratum

In the article “Accuracy Assessment of SUV Measurements in SPECT/
CT: A Phantom Study,” by Fatin Halim et al. (J Nucl Med Technol.
2021;49:250-255), the fundamental grant scheme number (203/CIPPT/
6711730) was incorrectly stated in the Disclosure. The correct
fundamental grant scheme number should be FRGS/1/2019/SKK08/
USM/03/4. The authors regret the error.
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