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Erratum: “Quick chip assay using locked nucleic acid
modified epithelial cell adhesion molecule and nucleolin
aptamers for the capture of circulating tumor cells”
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The authors state that there was a minor error in Fig. 5(a) of the original article' where the
images shown under DU145 panel for both EpCAM and nucleolin functionalized devices are
same as those under Caco-2. The first author apologizes for this unintentional human error and
states that this does not change the scientific conclusions of the article in any way. The cor-
rected Fig. 5 is given below.
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FIG. 5.
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