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Experiment 1 (Mandarin-English bilingual infants) and Figure 4 displays the results of Experiment
2 (Mandarin monolingual infants). The authors apologize for this mistake. This error does not
change the scientific conclusions of the article in any way.
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FIGURE 3 | Fixation times to the visual stimulus for Same, Switch FIGURE 4 | Fixation times to the visual stimulus for Same, Switch
(similar), and Switch (distinct) trials in 12-13-month-old bilingual (similar), and Switch (distinct) trials in 12-13-month-old Mandarin
infants (error bars: SEM). monolingual infants (error bars: SEM).

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org 2 June 2016 | Volume 7 | Article 992


http://www.frontiersin.org/Psychology
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Psychology/archive

	Corrigendum: Limits on Monolingualism? A Comparison of Monolingual and Bilingual Infants' Abilities to Integrate Lexical Tone in Novel Word Learning
	Funding
	Acknowledgments


