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FURTHER INFORMATION
Association of University Technology Managers:
http://www.autm.net/index.cfm
Access to this interactive links box is free online.
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Figure 1 contained errors; a corrected version of this figure is now available online on the final page of the article PDF.

ANTIANGIOGENICS STEAL THE SHOW
Nature Reviews Drug Discovery 4, 448–449 (2005)

In a news in brief article, the development of PTK/ZK was credited to ‘Novartis/Schering Plough’. PTK/ZK is in fact co-developed 
by Schering AG.
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