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The original version of the article contained a mistake in the references.

The reference to “Baron (in press)” which is referenced on pages 5, 7, 9, and 12,
should be “Baron et al. (2023)”. The complete reference is:

Baron, J., Isler, O., & Yilmaz, O. (2023). Actively open-minded thinking and the
political effects of its absence. In V. Ottati & C. Stern (Eds.), Divided: Open-mind-
edness and dogmatism in a polarized world, pp. 162?184. Oxford University Press.

The original has been revised.
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The online version of the original article can be found at https://doi.org/10.1007/s10503-023-09620-x
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to the material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use
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directly from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/
licenses/by/4.0/.
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