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A Correction on

Comparing the ability of the IAT and of the SC-IAT to account for

behavioral outcomes: a re-analysis using linear mixed-e�ects models

by Epifania, O. M., Anselmi, P., and Robusto, E. (2025). Front. Psychol. 16:1652403.

doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2025.1652403

The reference for Epifania et al., 2024 was erroneously omitted from the

final publication.

The reference appears in full below:

Epifania, O.M., Anselmi, P., and Robusto, E. (2024). A guided tutorial on linear mixed-

effects models for the analysis of accuracies and response times in experiments with fully

crossed design. Psychol. Methods. doi: 10.1037/met0000708

The original version of this article has been updated.
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