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The authors regret publishing incorrect standard deviations in sec-
tion “3.3 Effect of CBM-I on behavioural measures of OCD”. The corrected
section reads:

We examined the effects of the CBM-I training on behavioural re-
sponses during the contamination BAT using a multivariate analysis of
variance (MANOVA). The dependent variables were the number of
steps completed by participants, the average anxiety felt during each
step, and the average disgust felt during each step. Using Roy's largest
root, there was a significant effect of condition on performance on the
BAT, F(3, 173) = 3.51, p = 0.02, '75 = 0.06. Separate univariate
ANOVAs on the outcome variables revealed a significant effect of
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condition only for the number of steps completed on the BAT, F(2,
174) = 4.08, p = 0.02, 77 = 0.05. On average, the Healthy Reasoning
condition completed 15.41 steps (SD = 3.77), the Inverse Reasoning
condition completed 14.90 steps (SD = 4.16), and the Control condi-
tion completed 16.72 steps (SD = 2.34). Bonferroni post-hoc compar-
isons revealed that the difference between the Inverse Reasoning and
Control condition was significant (p = 0.02). The Healthy Reasoning
condition did not significantly differ from either the Inverse Reasoning
or Control conditions.

The authors would like to apologise for any inconvenience caused.
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