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The authors regret to find an error in the published version of figure 1B, where the graph for 7D12-PS 

mistakenly was miscopied for 7D12-9G8-PS. During the review process a correct version of Figure 1B was 
included. The mistake was made while preparing the final text and figures in response to reviewers comments. 
The authors have revised Figure 1B, and confirm that the correction has no effect on the original data and 
conclusions. The authors apologize for any inconvenience that the errors may have caused. 
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Figure 1. (A) Example of intravital fluorescence images recorded of the tumor in the skin-fold chamber 1 h after administration of 7D12-PS or 7D12-9G8-PS. Bar is 200 µm. 
White arrows highlight fluorescence close to vessels that surround tumor tissue. (B) Fluorescence intensity in tumor (solid squares and lines) and normal tissue far from tumor 
and not showing GFP signal (open squares and dashed lines) in the skin-fold chamber after administration of physiological saline, 7D12-PS or 7D12-9G8-PS. Weighted mean ± SD, 
n=3, 6, 8 respectively. Significant differences between tumor and normal tissue with p<0.05 (*).  

 
 


