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The original article erroneously presents incorrectly-
swapped labels for the ‘Control’ and ‘Misled’ graphs in
Figure 2.

The corrected version of Figure 2 can be viewed ahead in
this Correction article.

The original article can be found online at https://doi.org/10.1186/541235-
024-00582-6.
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Fig. 2 Predicted probabilities of accuracy for misled items for cued recall, recognition, and source memory. Note. Dashed line indicates chance

performance on each test
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