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Our paper (Krupnikov and Levine, 2014) includes 27 theoretically-informed within-
sample comparisons and 27 cross-sample comparisons in Tables 3–6. As part of an
independent replication effort, Alex Coppock discovered an error in the program we
used to conduct the cross-sample comparisons. In this document we report updated
results of each of these 27 comparisons. For completeness, we also include the
within-sample results, as they were also part of the independent replication effort
(these estimates produced identical substantive results in all cases except one).

This document provides revised versions of Tables 3–6 in the original paper.
Comparisons in bold signal those in which the substantive interpretation of the
comparison is now different.

The main substantive conclusions that refer to within-sample comparisons from
the article still stand. In particular, it is still the case that the “YouGov samples con-
sistently produced results that were in line with theoretical expectations, especially
once we accounted for relevant moderators.” (77). This was also the case for our
student sample, with only one exception across all four sets of experiments. It is
also the case that “the MTurk results look different, at least for the experiments that
required a bit more “buy-in” from our subjects (77).” That is, in both sets of experi-
ments that test savviness and also in the experiment that required subjects to read an
article we still do not see evidence that low experience MTurkers responded as we
would theoretically expect. Moreover, and again against theoretical expectations, we
do see differences among how Independent and Republican-identifying MTurkers
responded to the news article.

In terms of the cross-sample differences, as before it is still the case that “there
were various points where the effect sizes differed.” Our conclusion that “under-
graduate samples can produce results that differ from those with adult samples”
and that “convenience sample adults may also not produce replicable results”
(77) still stands. That said, we have less evidence than in the original paper that
our estimates across samples are statistically distinct from one another.

We are grateful to Alex Coppock for identifying this issue, and his reconsidera-
tion of our data underscores the importance of public data-sharing.
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Revised Table 3 (Studies 1, 2, 3)

Student MTurk YouGov MTurk-Student YouGov-Student YouGov-MTurk

Estimate 0.66 0.20 0.22 −0.46 −0.45 0.01

Robust SE (0.05) (0.04) (0.05) (0.07) (0.07) (0.06)

Corrected
p-value

<0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.83

Reported
p-value

<0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.89

Revised Table 4 (Studies 4, 5, 6)

All Subjects

Student MTurk YouGov MTurk-Student YouGov-Student YouGov-MTurk

Estimate 0.63 1.08 0.23 0.45 -0.40 −0.85

Robust SE (0.33) (0.23) (0.30) (0.40) (0.44) (0.37)

Corrected
p-value

<0.10 <0.01 >0.10 0.25 0.37 0.02

Reported
p-value

<0.10 <0.01 >0.10 0.03 <0.01 <0.01

Democrats

Student MTurk YouGov MTurk-Student YouGov-Student YouGov-MTurk

Estimate 1.33 1.22 0.98 −0.12 −0.35 −0.24

Robust SE (0.51) (0.30) (0.50) (0.57) (0.69) (0.58)

Corrected
p-value

<0.01 <0.01 <0.05 0.84 0.61 0.68

Reported
p-value

<0.01 <0.01 <0.05 0.63 0.33 0.42

68 Corrigendum

https://doi.org/10.1017/XPS.2019.7 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/XPS.2019.7


Independents

Student MTurk YouGov MTurk-Student YouGov-Student YouGov-MTurk

Estimate −0.92 0.73 −0.27 1.65 0.65 −1.00

Robust SE (0.63) (0.38) (0.58) (0.79) (0.90) (0.69)

Corrected
p-value

>0.10 <0.10 >0.10 <0.01 0.48 0.15

Reported
p-value

>0.10 <0.10 >0.10 <0.01 0.12 <0.01

Republicans

Student MTurk YouGov MTurk-Student YouGov-Student YouGov-MTurk

Estimate 0.64 1.57 0.27 0.94 −0.37 −1.31

Robust SE (0.61) (0.84) (0.59) (1.03) (0.84) (1.03)

Corrected
p-value

>0.10 <0.10 >0.10 0.37 0.66 0.22

Reported
p-value

>0.10 <0.10 >0.10 0.06 0.34 0.01

Revised Table 5 (Studies 7, 8, 9)

High Experience Subjects

Student MTurk YouGov MTurk-Student YouGov-Student YouGov-MTurk

Estimate −0.03 −0.11 0.22 −0.09 −0.19 −0.11

Robust SE (0.50) (0.47) (0.44) (0.69) (0.66) (0.65)

Corrected
p-value

>0.10 >0.10 >0.10 0.90 0.77 0.87

Reported
p-value

>0.10 >0.10 >0.10 0.63 0.13 0.24
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Low Experience Subjects

Student MTurk YouGov MTurk-Student YouGov-Student YouGov-MTurk

Estimate −0.55 0.11 −1.59 0.66 −2.13 −1.46

Robust SE (0.63) (0.54) (0.69) (0.83) (0.93) (0.88)

Corrected
p-value

>0.10 >0.10 <0.05 0.41 <0.01 <0.10

Reported
p-value

<0.10 >0.10 <0.05 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01

Revised Table 6 (Studies 10, 11, 12)

High Experience Subjects

Student MTurk YouGov MTurk-Student YouGov-Student YouGov-MTurk

Estimate 0.00 −0.09 0.42 −0.09 0.42 0.50

Robust SE (0.39) (0.26) (0.30) (0.47) (0.50) (0.40)

Corrected
p-value

>0.10 >0.10 >0.10 0.86 0.40 0.21

Reported
p-value

>0.10 >0.10 >0.10 0.69 0.08 <0.01

Low Experience Subjects

Student MTurk YouGov MTurk-Student YouGov-Student YouGov-MTurk

Estimate 0.04 −0.37 −0.83 −0.41 −0.86 −0.46

Robust SE (0.33) (0.34) (0.35) (0.48) (0.49) (0.49)

Corrected
p-value

>0.10 >0.10 <0.05 0.40 <0.10 0.36

Reported
p-value

>0.10 >0.10 <0.05 0.16 <0.01 <0.01
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