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The following errors require correction in the article. The

authors apologize for these errors.

1. In the abstract, the term “dyslexia” should be replaced
by the term “dyscalculia”. Furthermore, the mean age
of the experimental group was not “129.74 months” but
“115.29 months”, whereas the mean age of the control

group was not “126.9 months” but “116.07 months”.

2. Inthe section “Participants” the mean ages of the experi-
mental group and of the control group should accordingly
be replaced by “115.29 months (SD =3.60 months)” and

“116.07 months (SD =1.07 months)”, respectively.

3. In the section “Training Effects”, ¢ (2.05) should be
replaced by ¢ (26), and ¢ (15) should be replaced by ¢

(13).

4,

In Table 2, the titles “Control group” and “Experimen-
tal group” should be swapped, and the title “Difference
(=2.05) (ns)” should be replaced by “Difference, 7 (26)”.
In the row “Age”, “M =116.00, SD =.00" should be
replaced by “M =116.07, SD=1.07", and “r= — .74”
should be replaced by “¢=.78". In the row “Mental cal-
culation”, “M =9.43, SD 1.15” should be replaced by
“M =9.57, SD=1.08". The correct table is reproduced
below.

In Table 3, the titles “Control group” and “Experimen-
tal group” should be swapped. In the row “Dictation
of number”, Cohen’s d “0.25” should be replaced by
“2.50”. In the row “Total math”, “M =38.36, SD=1.59"
should be replaced by “M =38.57, SD=1.82". The cor-
rect table is reproduced below.

Table 2 Differences between the experimental and control groups in
pre-intervention measures

The original article can be found online at https://doi.org/10.1007/
$10339-017-0853-2.
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Measures Control Experimental Difference
group group 1 (26) (ns)
M SD M SD

Age 116.07 1.07 115.29 3.60 .78

Raven 28.57 .64 2871 3.70 .14

Counting backward 2.50 .51 2.36 1.00 .47

Dictation of number 871 .46 9.00 1.30 .77

Mental calculation 9.57 1.08 9.57 2.06 .22

Reading numbers 943 51 9.29 3.19 .16

Writ. number comparison 736 .49 7.07 1.20 .81

Total Math 37.57 139 3729 526 .19

Forward digit span 6.14 .86 5.86 .77 .92

Backward digit span 471 46 486 .66 .65

Total WM 10.86 .86 10.71 1.13 .37
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Table 3 Differences between

: Measures Control group Experimental Difference (1=2.05) Cohen’s d

the expérlmentfil and coptrol group

groups in post-intervention

measures M (SD) M (SD)
Raven 29.00 .68 30.64 2.40 2.24% 0.85
Counting backward 2.57 51 3.93 .26 8. 77 3.35
Dictation of numbers 8.86 .66 12.86 2.17 6.57%*%* 2.50
Mental calculation 9.64 1.21 13.29 1.49 7.08%%* 2.68
Reading numbers 9.71 .61 12.71 .99 9.61%%* 3.64
Writ. number comparison 7.57 51 8.71 46 6.15%*%* 2.34
Total Math 38.57 1.82 51.50 4.20 10.93%** 4.38
Forward digit span 6.29 91 9.86 1.29 84454 3.19
Backward digit span 493 .26 9.29 1.63 9.82%3k* 3.73
Total WM 11.21 .89 19.14 2.59 10.80%** 4.09

*p <.05; ¥* p < .01; *** p < .001

Table 4 Differences between
pre- and post-intervention

measures for the experimental Difference t value Cohen’s d Difference t value Cohen’s d
and control groups

Measures Control group Experimental group

Raven 43 2.48* 0.65 1.92 3.2 0.61
Counting backward .07 .56 1.57 5.39%#% 2.14
Dictation of number .14 .69 3.85 6.32%%%* 2.15
Mental calculation 21 .56 3.71 5,71k 2.06
Reading numbers 28 2.28* 0.49 342 3.53 %% 1.44
Writ. number comp 21 1.38 1.64 5.34%%% 1.80
Total Math .79 2.13 14.21 8.69%#* 2.98
Forward digit span .14 .80 4.00 11.01%** 3.76
Backward digit span 21 1.88 4.42 11.01%** 3.56
Total WM .35 1.79 8.42 12.44%#53% 3.56

*p < .05; %% p < .01; %% p < 001

6. In Table 4, all negative values should be positive. In the Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to
row “Total math”, “— 1.00” should be replaced by “.79”. jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

The correct table is reproduced below.
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