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A Corrigendum on

Thinking preferences and conspiracy belief: intuitive thinking and the
jumping to conclusions-bias as a basis for the belief in conspiracy theories

By Pytlik, N, Soll, D and Mehl, S (2020) Front. Psychiatry 11:568942. doi: 10.3389/fpsyt.2020.568942
In the published article, there was an error. In Materials And Methods, Recruitment

and procedures, paragraph 2, the following text was included: “The local ethics committee

approved of the study. Participants provided informed consent and were debriefed after the

completion of the study.” The corrected statement appears below:

“The requirement of formal ethical review/approval was waived by the Ethics

Committee of the University of Marburg (Faculty of Psychology), as no experimental

manipulation took place, participants received information on the study, provided written

informed consent, and anonymity was assured.”

Consequently, there was also an error in the Ethics statement. The correct statement

appears below:

“The requirement of formal ethical review/approval of the studies involving human

participants was waived by the Ethics Committee of the University of Marburg (Faculty of

Psychology), as no experimental manipulation took place, participants received

information on the study, provided written informed consent, and anonymity

was assured.”

The authors apologize for these errors and state that this does not change the scientific

conclusions of the article in any way. The original article has been updated.
frontiersin.org01

https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpsyt.2024.1366548/full
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpsyt.2024.1366548/full
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpsyt.2024.1366548/full
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpsyt.2024.1366548/full
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpsyt.2024.1366548/full
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpsyt.2024.1366548/full
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2020.568942
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2020.568942
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2020.568942
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychiatry
https://www.frontiersin.org
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.3389/fpsyt.2024.1366548&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2024-02-29
mailto:stephanie.mehl@staff.uni-marburg.de
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2024.1366548
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychiatry#editorial-board
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychiatry#editorial-board
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2024.1366548
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychiatry


Pytlik et al. 10.3389/fpsyt.2024.1366548
Publisher’s note

All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the authors

and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated
Frontiers in Psychiatry 02
organizations, or those of the publisher, the editors and the

reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in this article, or

claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed or

endorsed by the publisher.
frontiersin.org

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2024.1366548
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychiatry
https://www.frontiersin.org

	Corrigendum: Thinking preferences and conspiracy belief: intuitive thinking and the jumping to conclusions-bias as a basis for the belief in conspiracy theories
	Publisher’s note


