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Figure 2b is incorrect in the original paper, the correct
Fig. 2 is shown below:
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Fig. 2 Cox-regression adjusted
analysis of progression-free sur-
vival (PFS) after radical prosta-
tectomy (RP) for all patients ac-
cording to Gleason score ≤ 3 + 4
or ≥ 4 + 3 (a) and within the
Gleason score ≤ 3 + 4 subgroup
according to low (SUVmax <8) or
high (SUVmax >8) 68Ga-
PSMA-11 expression (b)
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