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Figure 2b is incorrect in the original paper, the correct Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdic-
Fig. 2 is shown below: tional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

This article is part of the Topical Collection on Erratum.

The online version of the original article can be found at https://doi.org/
10.1007/s00259-020-04944-2
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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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