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Errata

Vol.51, No. 1, page 38: In the first sentence of section 4.1, the mortality figures at 1 year in parentheses should read : ‘73% treated

versus 35% piacebo’.

In the last paragraph of section 4.1, the review time by the US FDA should read: ‘. . . only 6 months after original

submission".

[Festoff BW. Amyotrophic lateral sclerosis: current and future treatment strategies. Drugs 1996 Jan; 51 (1): 28-44]

Vol. 51, No. 3, page 463: In the last paragraph, the figures in parentheses in the second sentence should read: ‘(61 to 83% vs 35 to
67% at 2 weeks; 92 to 100% vs 75 to 97% at 4 weeks)’.

[Fitton A, Wiseman L. Pantoprazole: a review of its pharmacological properties and therapeutic use in acid-related disorders. Drugs
1996 Mar; 51 (3): 460-482]
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