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and to 50.88 ms following congruent trials.
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Correction to Pfister, Schroeder, and Kunde (2013)

In the article “SNARC Struggles: Instant Control Over Spatial-Numerical Associations,” by Roland
Pfister, Philipp A. Schroeder, and Wilfried Kunde (Journal of Experimental Psychology: Learning,
Memory and Cognition, Advance online publication. May 6, 2013. doi: 10.1037/a0032991),
incorrect values appeared for the number of trials in the experiment (section: Procedure) and for the
intercepts of four regression lines (section: Regression Coefficient Analysis).

The correct number of trials in the experiment is 16 trials in a training block followed by 10 blocks
of 128 trials each. The intercepts for response repetitions amounted to —0.72 ms for the SNARC
effect following incongruent trials, and to 51.55ms following congruent trials. For response
alternations, the intercepts amounted to 35.39 ms for the SNARC effect following incongruent trials

The conclusions presented in the article are not affected by these mistakes.
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